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Is Policy E1 justified and would it be effective in ensuring that identified needs for 

additional office floorspace are met in appropriate locations in accordance with 
national policy? In particular:  

a) Are the figures in Table 6.1 for projected office employment growth and office 

floorspace demand 2016-2041 in different parts of London justified?  

b) Would the locations identified in parts C and D have sufficient capacity and be 

likely to deliver the amount of additional floorspace required such that needs in 

all parts of London can be met?  

c) Are the “office guidelines” set out in Figure A1.4 justified, and is the way in 

which they are intended to be used in the implementation of part D2 clear?  

d) Would policies E1D4 and SD7A1 provide an effective approach for office 
development in town centres that are not identified as having potential for 

speculative and/or mixed use office development in Figure A1.4?  

e) Is the proposed use of Article 4 Directions set out in parts E and F clear and is 

it justified having regard to national policy, bearing in mind the minor suggested 

change to paragraph 6.1.6?  

f) How would Policy E1 affect the implementation of Policy GG4 “delivering the 

homes Londoners need”?  

g) Would policy E1(G) be effective in ensuring the availability of an adequate 

supply of low cost and affordable office space14?  
 

 
 

FSB believes that the projected office and employment demand in Table 6.1. are 
justified.   We would like parts C and D to go further and not be as prescriptive in 

terms of designated areas as there are issues in the majority of boroughs regarding 
Permitted Development Rights – particularly in outer London boroughs that need 

serious attention. 
 

We are supportive of the additional paragraph 6.1.6 that will put greater 

protections on Surplus office space where there is no reasonable prospect of these 
being used for business purposes. We are delighted that there is a stipulation for 

evidence of vacancy and marketing (at market rates suitable for the type, use and 
size for at least 12 months) – and that there is recognition that this can be extended 

for a longer period if by a local development plan document.  
 

In relation to Policy E1(G) point 2 – we believe that the word “office” comes in 

between “smaller” and “units” so as to ensure that a change from large office to 
small office be the first option before changing to other small commercial or 

residential usage. If, after proper and full marketing, there is no demand for office 
space then this can change into other usage as deemed appropriate for each area.  


