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In the March quarter 2008: 
N a t i o n a l ly, a u t h o rit ies that

u n d e rt a ke district  level planning
activity saw a decrease of 3 per cent
in the pro p o rt ion of applications
decided when compared with the
same quarter a year ago. H oweve r,
applicat ions determined in London
i n c reased by 5 per cent and National

Park Au t h o rities by 27 per cent.
Decisions on planning applica-

tions for residential deve l o p m e n t s
( d wellings) increased by 3 per cent in
the March quart e r.H oweve r, the pro-
p o rt ion of applicat ions gra n t e d
remained unch a n ged when com-
p a red with the corresponding quar-
ter last ye a r.

76 per cent of all authorities that
u n d e rt a ke district  level planning
activity made at least 60 per cent of
major decisions within the 13 we e k
p e ri o d ; a decrease of 5 perc e n t a ge
points compared with the same
q u a rter a year ago and the lowe s t
since the June quarter 2006.

In the ye a r-ending March 2008:

Au t h o rities that undert a ke coun-
ty level planning determined 1,496
a p p l i c a t i o n s ; the lowest  since
2 0 0 0 / 0 1 . H oweve r, 93 per cent of
these applications we re gra n t e d ; t h e
highest pro p o rtion to date.

Planning applications
In the March quarter 2008,

a u t h o rities undertaking district leve l
planning in England re c e i ve d
158,000 applications for planning
permission (Table 1); this re p re s e n t s
a decrease of 6 per cent compare d
with the corresponding quarter in
2 0 0 7 . All re gi o n s , including National
Park authori t i e s , s aw a decrease in
the number of planning applications
re c e i ved when compared with the
same quarter a year ago.The large s t
d e c rease was in the North East (17
per cent).Other large decreases we re
in the Nort h West  and We s t
Midlands (both 11 per cent) and East
Midlands (10 per cent).

Planning decisions
These authorit ies determined

132,000 planning applications in the
M a rch quarter 2008;3 per cent lowe r
than in the March quarter last ye a r.
H oweve r, the number of planning
applications determined by National
Park authorities increased by 27 per
c e n t , London by 5 per cent and the
East of England by 0.3 per cent. A l l
other re gions saw a decre a s e ; t h e
l a rgest  was in North East (12 per
c e n t ) . Other decreases we re in We s t
Midlands (8 per cent ) and East
Midlands and North West  (b o t h
d own 7 per cent).

Decisions relating to applications
f rom householders we re down by 5
per cent from 66,400 in the March
q u a rter 2007 to 62,900 in the March
q u a rter 2008 and accounted for 48
per cent of all decisions.Decisions on
applications for residential deve l o p-

London applications determined
up fi ve per cent on year earlier

Planning Decisions on Major and Minor resident ial development   
Year ending 31 Mar 2008 /  Mar-Jan 2008 ( D C L GTable 8)

Source: Source: DCLG (www.communities.gov.uk)                       Ð incomplete data

London  1,058        56          69      10,085          56          74          261          57          73        2,481           56          74

Barking & D 8          75          75          110          47          83          1          100          -            26            42          85 

Barnet          18          61          89          600          56          76          3         67          67          169          59          71 

Bexley 23          52          70          120          54          76          6         67          50            35          71          77 

Brent        45          71          69          228          44          68          8          75          38            55          45          69 

Bromley 37          76          76          452          44          68          9          89         78         116           52          74 

Camden 18          50          100          308        71          61          6          33          100           87          70          48                                                                                                  

City of London 11          100          55          5            80          40          5         100           20            2          50          - 

Westminster 20          90          80          627          81          62          5          80          100         154          79          78 

Croydon 91          33          70          679          45          78          20         45          75          154          44          78 

Ealing          30          43          67          239          49          78          4          25          75            48          44          71 

Enfield          40          50          83          399          57          89          15          40          87            96          61          92 

Greenwich 31          68          68          78            36          63          6          100          50          17          41          29                                                                                                    

Hackney 41          59          73          330          55          88          11          45          64          97          51          85 

Hammersmith & F7          100          71          201          84          75           3          100          33          55          80          80 

Haringey 25          44          84          325          53          73          10          30          90          78          46          77 

Harrow 37          32          73          389          30          83          7          43        100          68          34          90 

Havering 38          34          92          316          39          95          12          8          100          64          38          97 

Hillingdon 60          45          72          301          39          72          17          47          71          67          45          64                                                                                                    

Hounslow 39          44          87          184          40          76          6          17          83          49          31          78 

Islington 24          83          63          289          59          77          6          100         67          71          62          86 

Kensington and C 8          63          25          166            87          59          1          -          -              38          82          53 

Kingston upon T 8          75          75          229            55          73          1          100        100          64          66          75 

Lambeth 31          58          81          716          58          82          4          50          75          191          51          84 

Lewisham 45          69          47          470          80          67          10          70          70          113          73          61                                                                                                    

London Thames Gateway UDC 

15          80          20          -                   .. .. 3 100          33          -            .. ..

Merton          22          32          64          237          38          75          3          33          100          54          33          74 

Newham 46          57          52          105          36          80          12          42          83          24          25          83 

Redbridge 32          44          63          128          44          62          9          11          89          34          47          68 

Richmond upon T 11          55          64          224          64          62          3          67          33          67          66          46 

Southwark 63          67          60          262          52          66          20          70          90          68          43          68                                                                                                   

Sutton          33          33          73          230          46          78          9          67          44          53          47          85 

Tower Hamlets 35          71          46          206          79          83          8          88          63          54          78          83 

Waltham Forest 20          55          70          486          52          65          6          100        67          94          57          64 

Wandsworth 46          76          72          446          70          68          12          92          67        119          71          69 
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Planning Decisions,by development  type and speed of decision  (DCLGTable 7)

London 2,230    72    23,539       78     65,502         87     544        75     5,428        78     14,983
Barking & Dagenham 16         81       270         91         662         97         2         50         67         93         139
Barnet 61         93       1,141      82        3,445       89        15        87        301        79         834
Bexley 44        70        413        81        1,799        93        11        73          95        82        403
Brent 65        66        520        75        2,497        85        16        38        122        77        542
Bromley 70        77        967        71        2,913        86        23        83        229        78        690
Camden 30        93        910        74        2,426        81          7        100      209        57        549                                                         
City of London 23        72        346          76        440        80        62         73        75          72        101
Westminster 96        75        2,547      73        4,589        82        20        80        562        83     1,109
Croydon 112        67        1,024      80        2,197        91        26        69        238        78        503
Ealing 67        67        532        80        2,922        89        17        71        114        76        700
Enfield 54        76        741        86        2,272        95        21        81        187        93        555
Greenwich 70        67        442        82        1,291        90        21        71          87        69        287                                                         
Hackney 73        70        756        86           819        90        21        57        183        84        178
Hammersmith & Ful 29        69        555        82        2,118        90        6        50          132        81        442
Haringey 28        79        551        77        1,584        88        11        91        125        80        393
Harrow 158        88        802        86          2,307      95        11        91        172        89        514
Havering 64        94        572        93        1,888        98        17        100       121        94        385
Hillingdon 106        77        608        73        2,370        87        30        73        146        67        513                                                         
Hounslow 72        86        449        80        2,278        89        14        86        111        81        602
Islington 64        67        732        80        1,458        86        17        71        161        84        348
Kensington & Chelsea 27        63        460        71        2,181        74          4        75          96        65        511
Kingston u  Thames 23        78        475        80        1,758        94          2        100      119        83        361
Lambeth 53        75        1,041     82        1,860        91          9        78        256        83        378
Lewisham 54        50        857        67        1,392        78        13        77        185        63        387
LThamesGatewayUDC 25        24           5         80               1        -            5        40           1        100           1
Merton 58        64        487        78        1,980        88        12        67        99        74        399
Newham 102        62        504        83           832        91        26        92        136        92        205
Redbridge 49        65        600        67        2,578        86        15        87        142        72        602
Richmond u Thames 21        71      1,023        80        3,193        89         6        33        254        68        765
Southwark 106        65        664        69        1,172        81        33        85        155        70        269                                                         
Sutton 45        62        457        78        1,200        92        11        45        102        78        235
Tower Hamlets 65        57        500        84           637        87        14        79          99        83        135
Waltham Forest 29        69        753        67        1,180        82          9        78        136        69        217
Wandsworth 62        76        835        73        3,263        84        17        71        211        72        731

Year ending 31 March  2008

London Boroughs

January-March  2008

cent of their decisions on major
applications within the 13 we e k
p e ri o d ; 314 authorities (86 per cent)
made at least 65 per cent of their
decisions on minor applicat ions
within the statutory 8 week peri o d ;
and 305 authorities (83 per cent)
made at least 80 per cent of their
decisions on other applicat ions
within the statutory 8 week peri o d .
The number of authorities meeting
the performance target in the March
q u a rter 2008 compared with per-
formance in the same quarter a ye a r
a go re p resents a decrease of 5 per-
c e n t a ge points on major and minor
applications and a 10 perc e n t a ge
point decrease on other applica-
t i o n s .

In the ye a r-ending March 2008,

ments increased from 18,700 to
1 9 , 2 0 0 ; an increase of 3 per cent on
the corresponding quarter last ye a r.

Applications gra n t e d
81 per cent of all decisions in the

M a rch quarter 2008 we re gra n t e d ;
d own margi n a l ly from 80 per cent in
the March quarter 2007. Ap p rova l
rates across the re gion ra n ged fro m
75 per cent in London to 90 per cent
in the North East.

Speed of decision
Au t h o rities that undert a ke dis-

t rict  level planning, on ave ra ge ,
determined 72 per cent of major
applications within 13 we e k s ,76 per
cent of minor applications within 8
we e k s , and 87 per cent  of other
applications within 8 we e k s . Th i s
re p resents a 1 perc e n t a ge point
d e c rease in determining major
applications and a 2 perc e n t a ge
point decrease in determining minor
and other applications when com-
p a red with the corresponding quar-
ter a year ago (Table 7).

The March quarter 2008 saw 280
a u t h o rit ies (76 per cent  of all
a u t h o rit ies) make at least 60 per

87 92
96 90
88 93
93 93
83 92
88 87
67 94

80 94
86 94
90 96
92 99
96 97
81 91

92 95
91 97
92 97
97 95
98 94
81 86

92 93
90 90
70 91
94 91
95 96
76 95

- 29
85 94
96 88
90 91
85 92
86 88

91 88
85 85
82 92
83 81

Source: Source: DCLG (www.communities.gov.uk)                            - no data

the pro p o rtion of authorities meet-
ing the target on majors (60 per cent
of applications processed within 13
weeks) was 86 per cent (314 author-
ities) and for minors (65 per cent of
applicat ions processed within 8
weeks) 92 per cent (338 authori t i e s ) .
These remain unch a n ged when com-
p a red with the ye a r-ending March
2007 fi g u re . The pro p o rt ion of
a u t h o riti es meeting the target fo r
other applications (80 per cent of
applicat ions processed within 8
weeks) was 91 per cent (333 author-
i t i e s ) ; a decrease of 1 perc e n t a ge
point when compared with the cor-
responding period a year ago.

Table 8 shows the number of

major and minor decisions (here
ex t racted for London) on applica-
tions relating to residential deve l o p-
ments and the speed at wh i ch they
we re determined in the year and
q u a rter ending March 2008. I n
Ja nuary to March 2008, a u t h o ri t i e s
g ranted 65 per cent of major deci-
sions and determined 68 per cent of
them within 13 we e k s . Also 63 per
cent of decisions for minor re s i d e n-
tial applications we re granted and 71
per cent determined within 8 we e k s .
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HOUSING AND PLANNING 

First Steps housing scheme for first
time buyers 

The Mayor is concerned housing
costs are out of re a ch of a grow i n g
number of Londoners . G ove r n m e n t
s chemes are aimed at those on low
incomes or key sector wo r ke rs , b u t
the open market is out of re a ch of
m a ny ordinary pro fe s s i o n a l s , e s p e-
c i a l ly young couples. Fi rst Steps will
p rovide low cost, high quality hous-
ing discounted by at least 20 per
cent of market rate by releasing sur-
plus brow n field land held by the GLA
e s t a t e . £130 million from t he
Re gional Housing Pot will be re l e a s e d
to start the sch e m e .

Scrap the 50 per cent affordable
housing target 

The Mayor believes the 50 per
cent target is too ri gid and is leading
to good proposals being re f u s e d ,
e s p e c i a l ly on smaller sites.The Mayo r
is concerned the pro p o rt ion of
a ffo rdable housing has fallen to 34
per cent since the 50 per cent targe t
was introduced and will amend the
London Plan to re m ove the re s t ri c-
t i o n .

Deliver 50,000 new affordable
homes by 2011 

The Mayor believes 50,000 new
homes are needed t o corre c t
London's affo rdable housing cri s i s .
Housing waiting lists have incre a s e d
by 68 per cent since 2000, and ove r
60,000 families now live in tempo-
rary accommodation in London. Th e
Re gional Housing Pot will fund this.

Change the Social Housing /
Intermediate split  from 70:30 to

6 0 : 4 0
The Mayor believes all Londoners ,

wh a t ever their income, should be
helped onto the housing ladder.
C h a n ging the split would also free up
m o re social housing for those unable
to enter shared ow n e rship housing
s ch e m e s .

Lobby government for a one-stop
shop to advise on shared equity
schemes 

The Mayor believes there is con-
fusion over shared ow n e rs h i p
s ch e m e s . A one-stop shop wo u l d
e n s u re appro p riate advice is gi ven to
those wanting to enter into interme-
diate housing,t a i l o red to needs and
i n c o m e .

Full audit of GLA property to deter-
mine suitable locations 

The Mayor will work with bor-
oughs to identify land held by the
GLA that is suitable for Fi rst Steps
housing deve l o p m e n t , s t a rting with
s u rplus land held by the LDA and T f L
on wh i ch planning applications have
not yet been gra n t e d .

Amend Mayor's Housing Strategy to
ensure Registered Social Landlords
(RSLs) are involved in the design of
affordable housing 

The Mayor wants new social
housing to be better designed. Th i s
will be ach i eved by amending the
d raft Housing Stra t e gy to encoura ge
RSLs to work with deve l o p e rs at the
design stage of new deve l o p m e n t s .

Empty homes 
Londonwide audit  of  empty

h o m e s , both pri vate and public Th e
M ayor wants long-t erm empty
homes occupied to reduce housing

waiting lists. The audit will identify
empty homes for re ge n e ra t i o n . Th i s
will be through a va riety of incen-
t i ve s , including increasing the Decent
Homes grant to encoura ge pri va t e
ow n e rs to make their homes habit-
able and let them to Londoners in
need of social housing.

Cut  the number of tot al empt y
homes to one per cent by 2011 

The Mayor believes the target in
the Mayor's draft Housing Stra t e gy
to reduce the number of empty
homes by 0.2 per cent by 2016 is too
l ow.The Mayor will set a new targe t
to reduce the number of empty
h o m e s ,b a cked by specific incentive s .

Return empty homes owned by pub-
lic bodies into use as social housing 

The Mayor wants to reduce the
number of empty homes owned by
c o u n c i l s . This will be ach i eved by
returning the Mayor's council tax
p recept to boroughs that tra n s fe r
empty homes intended for a diffe r-
ent long-term use to short life - h o u s-
ing prov i d e rs .

Ending empty home tax re b a t e s
The Mayor believes the council tax
rebate on empty homes encoura ge s
p ri vate ow n e rs to leave second
homes unoccupied. He will there fo re
exe rt pre s s u re on councils to end
council tax incent ives on empty
h o m e s .

Encouraging boroughs to undertake
'hidden homes' audits 

The Mayor believes 'hidden
homes' are a cost-effe c t i ve way of
re ge n e rating parts of London and
p roviding homes for social tenants
q u i ck ly. The empty homes audit will

find 'hidden homes', including on the
GLA estate.

Rented property Introduce an online
fair rents guide 

P ri vate rents have increased dra-
m a t i c a l ly in the capital. The we b -
based Fair Rents Guide will ensure
L o n d o n e rs do not get ri p p e d - o ff by
u n s c rupulous landlord s .

Investigate tenancy deposit scheme
for rent paid up to £25,000 per year 

The Mayor wants to minimise the
risk of pri vate tenants losing part or
all of their deposits.Although tenant
deposit schemes ex i s t , the delay in
returning deposits and the high cost
of deposits means Londoners can
end up out of pocket between ten-
a n c i e s .This scheme would guara n t e e
deposits are returned within fo u r
we e k s .Pa ge 2 of 10 

Sustainability 
C l a rify Housing Stra t e gy to call

for all new homes to meet Level 3 of
the Code for Sustainable Homes by
2 0 1 0 , and Level 6 by 2016 Th e
M ayor believes resident ial homes
built without public money should
still meet the tougher env i ro n m e n t a l
c ri t e ria under the Sustainable Co d e
and will amend the Housing Stra t e gy
to re flect this.

Produce strategy on encouraging
sustainable growth in outer London

The Mayor is concerned that the
outer boroughs are disconnected
f rom the London Plan and will pro-
mote their re ge n e ration through a
fo rum promoting the unique needs
of London's suburbs.

Protect historic views by reinstating

Mayor Boris JohnsonÕs
published planning priorities
Pe ter Eve rsden of the London Fo rum of Amenity Societi es has compiled this informati on sheet fro m
va rious published sourc e s
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the original viewing corridor under
Regional Planning Guidance 3A
(RPG3A) 

The Mayor wants to protect his-
t o ric views of London, e s p e c i a l ly St
Paul's and the Palace of We s t m i n s t e r.
The London Vi ew Manage m e n t
Fra m ewo r k , wh i ch replaced RPG3A,
reduced protection of the ten view s
of these two historic buildings and
will be amended to better pro t e c t
t h e m .

Call on government to legally pro-
tect councils who adopt the Merton
Rule for on-site renewable energy 

The Mayor believes boro u g h
councils should have the freedom to
n e gotiate on-site re n ewable targe t s
and supports the introduction of the
M e rton Rule into legi s l a t i o n .

The London Plan 
Amend London Plan to encoura ge

c o - o p e ration in Thames Gateway
b o roughs The Mayor is concerned
t hat  the Thames Gateway
D evelopment Co rp o ration is fa i l i n g
to adequately coordinate deve l o p-
ment of the Thames Gateway. Th e
M ayor wants to meet with the head
of the development corp o ration to
ga u ge prog ress and set milestones.

Remove the promotion of tall build-
ings in the London Plan 

The Mayor is concerned t he
London Plan active ly promotes tall
b u i l d i n g s , and will amend the plan to
e n s u re it is more balanced.

Amend London Plan so councils
secure proportion of affordable units
for small independent retailers in
developments 

The Mayor wants to support
s m a l l , independent shops and will
e n c o u ra ge boroughs to use, wh e re
p o s s i b l e , Section 106 agreements to
s e c u re affo rdable retail space.

Add new viewing corridors by
amending the London Plan and
extending the protection in RPG3A
to views of the St JamesÕs skyline 

The Mayor is concerned that pro-
tection of these views is ambiguous.

He will there fo re amend the London
Vi ew Management  Fra m ework to
toughen up protection of landscape
and ri ver view s .

Discourage development on back
gardens 

The Mayor wants to protect the
c a p i t a l Õs open spaces, and at pre s e n t
the London Plan does not pro t e c t
domestic ga rdens from re s i d e n t i a l
d eve l o p m e n t .

Change London Plan to ensure it
addresses needs of older people 

The Mayor wants to build vibra n t ,
m i xed commu n i t i e s , and will there-
fo re ensure that the London Plan
p romotes 'Lifetime Homes' 

Enhance provision and protection of
street trees 

The Mayor believes street tre e s
i m p rove the quality of life of all
L o n d o n e rs but is concerned some of

the capital's stre e t s , e s p e c i a l ly in
d e p ri ved are a s , h ave none at all. Th e
M ayor will inve s t i gate whether the
London Plan can be revised to ensure
l a rge developments include a cert a i n
ratio of street tre e s .
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LEGISLATION | SARA HANRAHAN

Planning legi s l a t i o n
b ri e fing 
The Planning Bill was introduced last  November to re form the planning system
wh i ch the Co m munities Secre t a ry described as "too complex ,b u re a u c ratic and
i n e ffi c i e n t " .S a ra Hanrahan provides a bri e fi n g.

S a ra Hanrahan senior

planning part n e r,

Wi n ck wo rth Sherwo o d .

Wi n ck wo rth Sherwood is

a highly individual law

firm at the fo re f ront of

the public pri vate sector

i n t e r fa c e .

Major Infrastructure
The fi rst part of the Bill intro d u c e s

a new re gime to deal with Ô n a t i o n a l ly
s i g n i ficant infra s t ru c t u re pro j e c t s Õ
( N S I P ) .Th i rteen fields within the cat-
e go ries of energy, t ra n s p o rt , wa t e r,
waste water and waste are listed in
the Bill as Ô n a t i o n a l ly signifi c a n t Õ .

A promoter of a NSIP will need
to apply to an especially appointed
I n f ra s t ru c t u re Planning Co m m i s s i o n
for an order granting deve l o p m e n t
c o n s e n t . The Commission will be
re q u i red to determine applications in
a c c o rdance with nat ional policy
statements (NPS) to be issued by the
S e c retary of State.

Whether these re forms will pro-
mote speedier decisions on major
p ro j e c t s remains to be seen. C ri t i c s
a re concerned that the process does
not allow for sufficient public re p re-
sentation and,a s Nathalie Lieven QC
re c e n t ly commented at a confe re n c e
held by Wi n ck wo rth Sherwo o d , t h e re
m ay be a Ô d e m o c rat ic defi c i t Õi n
respect of accountability in shifting
the decision making process away
f rom Gove r n m e n t .

Community Infrastructure Levy
Th e Planning Bill also proposes a

wide ra n ge of other planning
re fo r m s .The most signifi c a n t for any
d evelopment in London will be the
i n t roduct ion of a Co m mu n i t y
I n f ra s t ru c t u re Levy (ÒCILÓ ) . Th i s
replaces Kate Barke r Õs controve rs i a l
planning gain supplement.

The aim of CIL is to incre a s e
i nvestment in local infra s t ru c t u re and
e m p ower councils to impose a stan-
d a rd ch a rge on deve l o p e rs to miti-
gate the impact of deve l o p m e n t . C I L
will large ly be used to contribute to
o ff-site infra s t ru c t u re projects such as
s p o rts fa c i l i t i e s , c o m munity centre s ,
roads and parks. Housing and
Planning Minister,Y vette Cooper has
emphasised that, ÒIt isnÕt enough to
build more homes.Th ey need to be in

high quality neighbourhoods with
p roper infra s t ru c t u re and local fa c i l i-
t i e s .Ó

Details of how CIL will be calculat-
ed and paid will be left to re g u l a t i o n s
wh i ch the Government is hoping to
fi n a l i s e in Spring 2009.H oweve r, in a
s e p a rate consultation paper re l e a s e d
in Ja nu a r y, it is env i s a ged that CIL will
be payable when development  is
commenced and that the amount of
CIL will be determined at the point
planning permission becomes effe c-
t i ve .Fu rt h e r m o re , the paper indicates
that notwithstanding payment of CIL,
d eve l o p e rs will also be expected to
n e got iate S106 agreements in
respect of non-fi n a n c i a l , t e chnical or
o p e rational matters and to prov i d e
a ffo rdable housing through nego t i a t-

ed planning obliga t i o n s .
As to industry reactions to CIL

within London,d eve l o p e rs and plan-
ning law ye rs are ge n e ra l ly non-com-
m i t t a l .The idea of having a tra n s p a r-
ent ch a rging system is ge n e ra l ly we l-
comed but the fact that planning
o b l i gations will still need to be nego-
t iated has created concern that
d eve l o p e rs may end up paying twice
for the infra s t ru c t u re project thro u g h
CIL and S106 agre e m e n t s .As with so
m a ny recent planning re forms that
h ave been pushed through by the
G ove r n m e n t , the devil will most cer-
t a i n ly be in the detail but if it wo r k s
it may be a vital tool to deliver urban
re ge n e ra t i o n , p a rt i c u l a r ly in the poor-
er parts of the Capital.

The Mayor's New Powe rs
The Greater London Au t h o rity Act 2007 re c e i ved Royal Assent on 23 October
2007 and i n c o rp o rates a number of revisions to the Mayor's planning powe rs .

The primary ch a n ge is the insertion of a new section 2A within the Tow n
and Country Planning Act 1990 wh i ch a l l ows the Mayor to direct that he is to
be the local planning authority for the purposes of determining a p p l i c a t i o n s
of potential stra t e gic importance (PSI) within London. P rev i o u s ly, the Mayo r
o n ly had power to refuse certain applications.Details for the implementation
of this new power are contained within the Town and Country Planning
( M ayor of London) Order 2008 wh i ch came into fo rce on 6th Ap ril 2008.

The Order applies to any ÔPSI applicationÕwh i ch is re c e i ved by an LPA on or
after 6th Ap ril 2008 and incorp o rates three primary ch a n ge s :
1) Adjusts some of the PSI thresholds Ð for ex a m p l e , the Mayor may determine
residential applications for over 150 units (wh e reas prev i o u s ly he only had
p ower to refuse applications of over 500 units).
2 ) Imposes a policy test to justify Mayo r Õs interve n t i o n
3 ) Revises the re fe r ral process - this is now a three stage pro c e s s .

The extension to the Mayo r Õs powe rs has been controve rs i a l . M a ny are
concerned that local control has been sacri ficed for the sake of re gional inter-
ests and that the new thresholds are too high. O t h e rs , including the fo r m e r
M ayor Ken Livingston,b e l i eve the ch a n ges have not gone far enough to ensure
d e l i very of stra t e gic planning across London. It remains to be seen what the
actual impact of these ch a n ges will be and how these powe rs will be exe rc i s e d
by the new Mayo r.To date, B o ris Johnson has indicated that he would pre fe r
applications to be determined by Boroughs without interve n t i o n . This may
p rove easier said than done when choosing between London interests and
p a rty politics.
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