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Format, Scope and Content of the Plan 

 

M9 (a) Are Good Growth policies GG1 to GG6 consistent with national policy and/or justified? 

M9 (b) Are the polices in chapters 2 to 12 of the Plan appropriately informed by and consistent with Good 

Growth Policies GG1 to GG6 

 

In the main, policies GG1 to GG6 are consistent with national policy. 

The approach to good growth is generally supported, particularly the focus on supporting different parts of the 

economy to increase opportunities.  The industrial and warehouse/logistics sectors should not be neglected and 

existing land for these uses should be given protection and expanded to cater for demand from the business 

community. 

The objective of making the best use of land set out in policy GG2 is supported, however the Plan should retain 

flexibility to ensure that policy can respond adequately to the needs of business and the particular locational 

requirements of the industrial and warehouse/logistics sector.  Such reference should be expressly made in the 

Plan so that it is consistent with the objectives of the NPPF in supporting economic growth. 

The continued focus on the use of brownfield land is supported, however the intensification of this land is not 

always possible or desirable for developments in the industrial and warehouse sector.  The needs of different 

occupiers varies considerably and flexibility is often required to ensure that different forms of development can 

be progressed to meet requirements in a timely manner. 

It is also the case that occupiers often have particular requirements for large yard areas or space to 

accommodate operational vehicles or plant.  Whilst a site may only have a building with a site coverage of 20 or 

30%, it does not necessarily mean that it is not being used effectively as site utilisation and employment density 

is not always a simple correlation relative to the amount of floorspace.  This is especially the case where 

employees are based in delivery vehicles rather than in a warehouse or office, for example.  

Flexibility in this approach is therefore required to ensure that specific occupational requirements that will create 

jobs can still be permitted.  A recent planning decision in Sutton for a new final mile distribution depot for Ocado 

that had a small unit and large yard area was recently refused on the basis of the emerging policy framework in 

the Plan, as a stated site coverage was not achieved.  This is despite the fact that this operation would have a 

very high employment density, well in excess of expected B8 employment numbers, and would have removed a 

substantial number of private car journeys from the surrounding highway network, to a comprise a sustainable 

form of development. 

The blanket approach to protection and enhancement of the Green Belt is also considered to be unjustified.  

London is under significant pressure to accommodate additional housing and employment growth and 

intensification is unlikely to provide all the land required, and reliance upon this approach will not always be 

appropriate.  Flexibility should therefore be provided to allow the release of particular areas of the Green Belt 



where this will support economic growth and where there is no significant impact upon the function of the Green 

Belt.  

An absolute reliance upon intensification alone should therefore be avoided as greater flexibility in land supply 

should be provided to ensure that the Plan is able to respond to the objectives of the NPPF and the needs of 

business.  Furthermore, specific requirements for site coverage should be avoided to ensure that different 

occupiers needs can be provided for within London. 

 


