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Land for Industry, Logistics and Services to Support London’s Economic 
Function 

 
Are policies E4, E5, E6 and E7 consistent with national policy and would they be 
effective in helping to ensure that sufficient suitable land and premises are available 
to meet the quantitative and qualitative needs for all foreseeable types of industrial 
activity over the plan period? In particular: 
 
a) Are the industrial job growth projections and associated estimates of land and 
floorspace requirements justified? 
b) Is the aim of ensuring no overall net loss of (i) industrial floorspace capacity and 
(ii) operational yard space capacity across London in designated Strategic Industrial 
Locations (SIL) and Locally Significant Industrial Sites (LSIS) justified and realistic, 
and would achieving that objective ensure the availability of a sufficient quantity of 
land and premises for industrial uses? 
c) Are the borough-level capacity categorisations (“retain”, “provide”, or “limited 
release”) set out in Table 6.2 justified, and would the proposed approach ensure a 
sufficient quantity of land and premises in different industrial property market areas? 
d) Are there parts of London where significant amounts of additional industrial land 
are likely to be needed in addition to that which is currently in use and/or 
designated? 
e) Is the approach to assessing floorspace and yard space capacity set out in 
paragraph 6.4.5 – 6.4.5B based on existing floorspace or floorspace assuming a 
65% plot ratio (whichever is greater) justified and would it be effective? 
f) Is the approach set out in Policy E7D towards “non-designated industrial sites” 
(36% of total amount of industrial land15) justified and consistent with national 
policy? 
g) Would policies E4-E7 provide an effective strategic context for the preparation of 
local plans and neighbourhood plans? 
h) Are policies E4-E7 clear about how they would be implemented through the 
determination of planning applications, particularly in terms of the role of “planning 
frameworks16” and “a co-ordinated masterplanning process in collaboration with the 
GLA”, and the relationship between policies E5D and E7B? 
i) Is Policy E7F, along with Policy SD2, likely to be effective in terms of facilitating the 
substitution of some of London’s industrial capacity to related property markets 
beyond London’s boundary, and would achieving such an objective contribute to the 
achievement of sustainable development? 
j) What evidence is there about the feasibility of delivering schemes on industrial 
land that would lead to the provision of net additional industrial floorspace along with 
the provision of significant numbers of new homes on the same site? 
k) How would policies E4-E7 affect the implementation of Policy GG4 “delivering 
the homes Londoners need”? 
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Comment 
 
Bromley has some concerns over whether modifications to the draft policies and 
figures will be effective in ensuring suitable land and premises are available to meet 
forecast needs.  
 
The Council had previously requested that Figure 6.2 Strategic Industrial Locations 
be updated to include the complete Cray Business Corridor SIL as designated under 
Bromley’s Local Plan. The modifications have slightly rectified this matter by 
including the Crayfield Industrial Park, however the nearby Crayfield Business Park 
is still omitted. No explanation is provided for the exclusion of this land. 
 
Bromley also welcomed the retention of the Strategic Outer London Development 
Centre (SOLDC) concept, noting that Biggin Hill is currently the only identified 
potential SOLDC in the Draft London Plan. However, Crystal Palace Park, which is 
also recognised as a SOLDC under Bromley’s Local Plan, is omitted. This is in spite 
of its recognition under the current London Plan as a potential SOLDC with ‘strategic 
functions of greater than sub-regional importance’ in leisure, tourism, arts, culture 
and/or sports, as well as the resources the Council has invested to date progressing 
the concept in accordance with current London Plan Policy 2.16 and the SOLDC 
implementation principles and criteria identified in the Mayor’s Town Centres SPG. 
The Council reiterates its earlier request that Crystal Palace be recognised as a 
potential SOLDC.  
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