
Exhibit T1 to CLAG’s determination timing letter (23 September 
2026): CLAG’s copy of the Council’s response of 26 August 2026
Filed with CLAG’s determination timing letter (23 September 2026), for the public 
register of application 26/02109/FUL. 

 

The exhibit is CLAG’s copy of correspondence the Council sent to it. Every page carries its 
item number, its page within the item and its page in this exhibit; the document itself is 
reproduced below the stamp at a slightly reduced size. The header under which the email 
was passed on within CLAG, at the top of the first page, is masked, and the place is marked. 
The document is otherwise unchanged. The response is not on the register in its own right.

1. Item T1.1 (exhibit pages 2 to 5): the Senior Planning Lawyer’s response of 26 August 
2026 to CLAG’s email of 20 August 2026, as sent to CLAG. CLAG’s email of 20 August 
2026 is on the register as document 9501516. The response sets the Council’s answers 
below each numbered item of that email, in red on the original. The time printed on 
CLAG’s copy is the receiving client’s, in a zone five and a half hours ahead of 
Greenwich Mean Time. The letter quotes:

(a) from the answer to item 2 (exhibit page 2): “The three submissions to which 
you refer will be addressed, as appropriate, in the Officer report.”;

(b) from the answer to item 8 (exhibit page 3): “An EOT has not, as yet been 
agreed with the Applicant, beyond the current statutory period of 9 Sept, any 
agreed EOT with the Applicant is for the Council to manage.”;

(c) from the answer to item 9 (exhibit page 4): “The planning application will be 
put before the planning committee when the Council considers it reasonable 
to do so in light of the current reconsultation, whether that falls before the 20 
October or not. The Council does not consider that in putting the 2026 
application before Planning Committee it would contravene any enactment or 
rule of law. Christ Lane Action Group is once again reminded that Application 
26/02109/FUL is a fresh application and whilst it is substantially the same as 
the application subject to the Judicial Review, it is a new application and will 
be considered on its own merits.”
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