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SCHEDULE OF CHANGES RELATING TO SOUNDNESS 

 

27 September 2011 
 

 

 

The changes below are expressed either in the conventional form of strikethrough for deletions 

and underlining for additions of text, or by specifying the change in words in italics. 

 

The page numbers and paragraph numbering below refer to the submission DPD, and do not 

take account of the deletion or addition of text. 

 

 

Ref Page 
Policy/ 

Paragraph 
Suggested Change 

 

SC1 

 

 

2 

 

- 

 

Delete all text and replace with: 

 

The South London Waste Plan is to be used for the determination of 

planning applications relating to waste facilities (ie a facility on a site 

where waste is sorted, processed, recycled, composted or disposed 

of or a facility on a site where waste is mainly delivered for bulking 

prior to transfer to another place for processing, recycling, 

composting or disposal). Planning decisions for waste facilities must 

be made in accordance with this plan, and the other documents and 

plans which constitute a borough‟s Development Plan, unless 

material considerations indicate otherwise. 

 

The South London Waste Plan is a Development Plan Document that 

forms part of the Local Development Frameworks for the London 

Borough of Croydon, the Royal Borough of Kingston, the London 

Borough of Merton and the London Borough of Sutton. The Local 

Development Framework of each borough contains or will contain 

other Development Plan Documents, such as Core Strategies, 

Development Management Policies and Area Action Plans 

 

Most adopted Development Plan Documents within a Local 

Development Framework are likely to have policies which are 

relevant to a waste application. In addition, some boroughs may 

have saved Unitary Development Plan policies that may be of 

relevance.  

 

Each borough may also have adopted Supplementary Planning 

Documents which may be relevant. Development Plan Documents 

which are in preparation also gain weight in planning decisions as 

they approach adoption. 

 

Finally, applications will also be decided according to the policies of 

the Mayor of London‟s London Plan, which is also part of the 



2 
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Development Plan. 

 

Applicants who are proposing waste facilities are advised to consult 

the documents and plans of the appropriate borough in addition to 

the South London Waste Plan. 

 

For further information, in the first instance, visit the planning policy 

pages of the relevant borough‟s website: 

www.croydon.gov.uk 

www.kingston.gov.uk 

www.merton.gov.uk 

www.sutton.gov.uk 

 

The London Plan can be accessed at www.london.gov.uk 

 

Applicants should then consult the relevant borough‟s Development 

Management team. 

 

 

SC2 

 

 

3 

 

Contents 

 

Key Issue 5: Waste Transfer Stations Facilities 

... 

WP3: Existing Waste Management and Waste Transfer Sites 

WP4: Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for Waste Management 

Facilities 

 

 

SC3 

 

 

3 

 

Contents 

 

WP5: Windfall Sites for Waste Management Facility Development 

WP5: Windfall Sites and Non MSW and C&I Waste Location Criteria 

 

 

SC4 

 

 

3 

 

Contents 

 

Appendix 4: South London Waste Plan Compliance with the EU 

Waste Framework Directive……………………………………………94 

 

 

SC5 

 

 

5 

 

Para 1.2 

 

Schedule 1: Existing Permitted Waste Management and Waste 

Transfer Sites 

Schedule 2: Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for Waste 

Management Facilities 

 

 

SC6 

 

 

9 

 

Figure 2.1 

 

Delete figure 2.1 and text and replace with:  

 
 

- the most effective environmental solution is often to reduce the 
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generation of waste, including the re-use of products – prevention 

- products that have become waste can be checked, cleaned or 

repaired so that they can be re-used – preparing for re-use  

- waste materials can be reprocessed into products, materials, or 

substances – recycling  

- waste can serve a useful purpose by replacing other materials that 

would otherwise have been used – other recovery  

- the least desirable solution where none of the above options is 

appropriate – disposal  

 

 

SC7 

 

 

9 

 

Footnote 1 

 

PPS10 (ODPM, 2005) para 3, London Plan (GLA,2008) Policy 4A.21 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan, para 5.69 

 

 

SC8 

 

 

10 

 

Table 2.1 

 

See below 

 

 

 

Waste Stream Recycling/Composting Target Source 

Municipal Waste 45% by 2015 The Mayor‟s Adopted London 

Plan (2008) Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan 

(2010) Policy 5.16 

50% by 2020 The Mayor‟s Draft Replacement 

London Plan (2009) 

Consolidated Draft Replacement 

London Plan (2010) Policy 5.16 

50% by 2020 The partner boroughs‟ Joint 

Municipal Waste Management 

Strategy (JMWMS) 

Commercial & 

Industrial Waste 

Exceeding 70% of this waste stream be 

recycled/composted by 2020 

The Mayor‟s Adopted London 

Plan (2008) Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan 

(2010) Policy 5.16 

Construction, 

Demolition & 

Excavation Waste 

Exceeding 95% recycled or re-used by 

2020 of this will be recycled on site by 

2020 (ie recycled where it is produced, 

therefore needing fewer specialist 

facilities 

The Mayor‟s Adopted London 

Plan (2008) Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan 

(2010) Policy 5.16 

 

 

 

SC9 

 

 

10  

 

Para 2.7 

 

Currently, London manages around 60% 53% of its waste within its 

borders6. To improve this, the Mayor‟s Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan sets targets to increase the amount of 

London‟s waste to be managed within the capital, reaching 85% by 

20207 and 100% by 20318. 

 

 

SC10 

 

 

10 

 

Footnote 5 

 

London Plan (GLA, 2008) Policy 4A.21 Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan para 5.69 
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SC11 

 

10 Footnote 6 London Plan (GLA, 2008) para 4.59 Consolidated Draft Replacement 

London Plan para 5.67 

 

 

SC12 

 

 

10 

 

Footnote 7 

 

Delete footnote 

 

 

SC13 

 

 

10 

 

Footnote 8 

 

Draft Replacement London Plan (GLA, 2009) Policy 5.16 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan para 5.77 

 

 

SC14 

 

 

11 

 

Para 2.12 

(ii) 

 

 

… The partner boroughs consider the South London Plan conforms 

generally with policies in the London Plan (2008) whilst taking 

account of the emerging policies of the Draft replacement London 

Plan (2009) Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan (2010). 

 

 

SC15 

 

 

15 

 

Para 3.5 

 

The plan area is located in outer London and, together with Lambeth 

Bromley, Wandsworth and Richmond forms the South-West London 

sub-region which is identified in the 2008 London Plan 2010 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan. Progress on waste 

planning in the surrounding areas is summarised below: 

 

 

SC16 

 

 

16 

 

Para 3.6 

 

In summary, all neighbouring London boroughs have identified or 

are in the process of identifying sufficient land to meet their own 

waste management apportionments, as set out in the 2008 London 

Plan. While Surrey has sufficient capacity to meet its requirements. 

While Surrey has allocated sufficient land to meet its equivalent 

tonnage of arisings within the Surrey Waste Plan 2008. 

 

 

SC17 

 

 

17 

 

Paras 3.16 

and 3.17 

 

In summary, the evidence shows that surrounding areas are able to 

accommodate their own waste needs and do not impact on the 

South London Waste Plan area. In summary, the evidence shows 

that surrounding areas are generally able to accommodate their own 

waste needs or have very little impact on the South London Plan 

area. Only Surrey is known to export sizeable amounts of household 

and commercial and industrial waste outside its area. This includes 

limited quantities of waste material that are sent to waste facilities 

in the South London Waste Plan area for treatment.  

 

Furthermore, evidence shows the exports from the South London 

Waste Plan area are limited to reasonably small quantities of 

municipal waste material that are sent to Surrey, to a Materials 

Recycling Facility in Kent and to an energy recovery facility in 

Berkshire. This The contractual arrangements with the Kent and 

Berkshire facilities is are ongoing throughout the plan period. The 

other key exports from the plan area are commercial and industrial 

waste, though quantities and destinations, apart from Surrey, are 

largely unknown… 

 

 

SC18 

 

18 

 

Para 3.20 

 

The total amount of waste produced annually throughput the plan 
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 period is expected to rise by around 180,000 22,000 tonnes to 

almost 1.4 1.02 million tonnes over the Waste plan Plan period. The 

Mayor of London‟s waste apportionment in the 2008 London Plan 

2010 Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan for the plan area 

is slightly lower than the anticipated arisings, reaching the 

equivalent of 97% 92% of waste arisings in 2020 20214. 

 

 

SC19 

 

 

18 

 

Footnote 4 

 

Delete footnote and replace with: 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan (GLA, 2010) Tables 5.2 

and 5.3 

 

 

SC20 

 

 

18 

 

Figure 3.2 

 

Delete Figure 3.2 and replace with: 

 
 

 

 

SC21 

 

 

19 

 

Para 3.30 

 

The locations and types of existing waste management and waste 

transfer facilities within the South London Waste Plan area that are 

proposed to be safeguarded for the plan period are shown in 

Schedule 1 and Figure 4.1 (Page 37 and 38). 

 

 

SC22 

 

 

19 

 

Para 3.31 

 

As of July 2011, this shows there are five metal recycling facilities 

three facilities dealing principally with metal recycling, four sites 

solely dedicated to household waste and recycling centres (which, in 

effect, act as open-air materials recycling facilities), a further three 

household waste and recycling centres which share a site with the 

boroughs‟ waste transfer stations facilities, two composting facilities 

and two three materials recycling facilities (MRFs), ten waste 

transfer facilities stations and a landfill site6. 

  

 

SC23 

 

 

19 

 

Para 3.32 

 

In addition, the plan area hosts a number of waste transfer stations 

facilities. These facilities do not manage waste under the London 

Plan definition of waste management (which is the use of thermal 

treatments or composting or recycling). They simply act as depots 

for the storage of waste which is then sent on to be treated 



6 
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elsewhere. 

 

 

SC24 

 

 

19 

 

Para 3.32 

 

Insert paragraph after Paragraph 3.32 

3.32a For clarity, the South London Waste Plan is applicable to all 

waste facilities. Unlike waste transfer facilities, waste management 

facilities can provide capacity to help meet the London Plan 

apportionment and arisings (for example, through energy recovery, 

recycling and composting). 

 

 

SC25 

 

 

20 

 

Para 3.33 

 

In total, the plan‟s existing waste management facilities are capable 

of treating just over 440,000 376,000 tonnes of waste per year7. 

Figure 3.2, shown previously, identifies the plan area already 

produces in the region of 1.2 million 995,000 tonnes of waste per 

year. … 

 

 

SC26 

 

 

20 

 

Para 3.34 

 

The difference between the plan area‟s existing capacity and the 

waste apportionment (i.e. the minimum quantity of waste the plan 

must accommodate as set out in the 2008 London Plan 2010 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan) is  

440,000 358,000 tonnes at 2011 

700,000 458,000 tonnes at 2016 

880,000 565,000 tonnes at 2021 

 

 

SC27 

 

 

20 

 

Para 3.35 

 

… ● 7 6 hectares at 2011  

● 11 8 hectares at 2016 

● 14 10 hectares at 2021 

 

 

SC28 

 

 

20 

 

Para 3.36 

 

To contribute to this land take need, it is possible to look towards 

the redevelopment of some suitable existing waste transfer stations 

facilities. Both the 2008 London Plan and Draft Replacement London 

Plan encourage The Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan 

encourages the redevelopment of these sites from transfer to 

facilities which actually manage waste on site. 

 

 

SC29 

 

 

20 

 

Para 3.37 

 

Within the plan area, the total amount of land occupied by the 

transfer facilities is over 30ha. The accompanying Technical Report 

(Evidence Base Study 4) and Deliverability Report (Evidence Base 

Study 3) identify that 8 hectares of this land are likely to be turned 

into waste management facilities during the lifetime of this plan 

three existing waste transfer sites are likely to be turned into waste 

management facilities during the lifetime of this plan with a 

proposed treatment capacity of 380,000 tonnes. 

 

 

SC30 

 

 

20 

 

Para 3.38 

 

Delete the whole paragraph and replace with:  

Subtracting this 380,000 tonnes from the identified treatment 

capacity shortfall to meet the apportionment (565,000 tonnes), 

results in a requirement to identify 3.03 additional hectares of land 
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to meet the London Plan‟s waste apportionment or 4.29 hectares to 

meet the equivalent of 100% of waste arisings. In accordance with 

the Waste Plan‟s vision in Table 4.1, the plan seeks to be net self-

sufficient and therefore its „need‟ would be addressed by means of 

the provision of the aforementioned 4.29 hectare figure. 

• 0 additional hectares needed in total at 2011 

• 1.3 additional hectares needed in total at 2016 

• 3.03 additional hectares needed in total at 2021, (see Table 3.1) 

or; 

• 4.29 additional hectares needed in total at 2021 to strive to 

manage the equivalent of 100% of waste arisings within the plan 

area (see Table 3.2). 

 

 

SC31 

 

 

20 

 

Footnote 6 

 

Delete footnote and replace with: 

EA data received November 2010 

 

 

SC32 

 

 

20 

 

Footnote 7 

 

Delete footnote and replace with: 

EA data received November 2010, EA data from Waste Data 

Interrogator 2008 & 2009 and updated with information from 

operators 

 

 

SC33 

 

 

21 

 

Table 3.1 

 

Delete Table 3.1 and replace with: 

 

Table 3:1: Calculating the Landtake Needed to Meet the 2010 Consolidated Draft Replacement 

London Plan Apportionment Target Years 

 2011 2016 2021 

 MSW C&I MSW C&I MSW C&I 

Apportionments by waste stream 264,187 470,041 321,328 512,683 382,543 558,481 

Recycling targets 50% 70% 50% 70% 50% 70% 

Recycling capacity needed 132,093 329,029 160,664 358,878 191,271 390,937 

Total apportionment 734,228 834,011 941.024 

Total recycling/composting capacity 

needed 
461,122 519,542 582,208 

Existing management capacity 376,187 376,187 376,187 

Gross additional recycling/ 

composting capacity needed 

 

84,935 143,355 206,021 

Proposed new recycling facilities on 

existing transfer site with good 

potential to be delivered within the 

lifetime of the Waste Plan 

140,000 140,000 140,000 

Net additional recycling capacity 

needed 
-55,065 3,355 66,021 

Minimum landtake needed for 

recycling/composting facilities 

(average throughput per hectare 

used: 59,245) 

-0.93 0.06 1.11 

Other (non-recycling/composting) 

need to manage waste 
273,106 314,469 358,816 

Existing „other‟ management 

capacity 
0 0 0 
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Gross „other‟ capacity needed to 

manage waste  
273,106 314,469 358,816 

Proposed new „other‟ treatment 

facilities on existing transfer sites 

with good potential to be delivered 

within the lifetime of the Waste 

Plan 

240,000 240,000 240,000 

Net additional „other‟ needed 33,106 74,469 118,816 

Landtake required for remaining 

capacity (average throughput per 

hectare used: 61,951) 

0.53 1.20 1.92 

Total capacity shortfall (in 

tonnes) to meet the 

apportionment 

-21,959 77,824 184,837 

Total landtake (in ha) required 

to meet the apportionment 
-0.40 1.26 3.03 

 
 

 

SC34 

 

 

21 

 

Table 3.2 

 

Delete Table 3.2 and replace with:  

 

 

Table 3:2: Calculating the Landtake Needed to Meet the 2010 Consolidated Draft Replacement 

London Plan Arisings Target Years 

 2011 2016 2021 

 MSW C&I MSW C&I MSW C&I 

Arisings by waste stream 438,416 556,187 453,891 550,458 468,986 548,441 

Recycling targets 50% 70% 50% 70% 50% 70% 

Recycling capacity needed 219,208 389,331 226,946 385,321 234,493 383,909 

Total arisings 994,604 1,004,350 1,017,427 

Total recycling/composting capacity 

needed 
608,539 612,267 618,401 

Existing management capacity 376,187 376,187 376,187 

Gross additional recycling/ 

composting capacity needed 
232,352 236,080 242,214 

Proposed new recycling facilities on 

existing transfer site with good 

potential to be delivered within the 

lifetime of the Waste Plan 

140,000 140,000 140,000 

Net additional recycling capacity 

needed 
92,352 96,080 102,214 

Minimum landtake needed for 

recycling/composting facilities 

(average throughput per hectare 

used: 59,245) 

1.56 1.62 1.73 

Other (non-recycling/composting) 

need to manage waste 
386,064 392,083 399,025 

Existing „other‟ management 

capacity 
0 0 0 

Gross „other‟ capacity needed to 

manage waste  
386,064 392,083 399,025 

Proposed new „other‟ treatment 

facilities on existing transfer sites 

with good potential to be delivered 

within the lifetime of the Waste 

240,000 240,000 240,000 
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Plan 

Net additional „other‟ needed 146,064 152,083 159,025 

Landtake required for remaining 

capacity (average throughput per 

hectare used: 61,951) 

2.36 2.45 2.57 

Total capacity shortfall (in 

tonnes) to meet the arisings 
238,417 248,163 261,240 

Total landtake (in ha) required 

to meet the arisings 
3.92 4.08 4.29 

 
 

 

SC35 

 

 

23 

 

Para 3.47 

 

…accommodated on existing waste transfer stations facilities either 

at Factory Lane, Croydon,… 

 

 

SC36 

 

 

23 

 

Para 3.48 

 

The partner boroughs‟ transfer stations facilities have been found to 

be deliverable for waste,… 

 

 

SC37 

 

 

23 

 

Para 3.49 

 

It is feasible that the redevelopment of any of the partner boroughs‟ 

transfer stations facilities could result in the displacement of other 

existing facilities onsite, notably the boroughs‟ HWRCs which exist 

on the three identified transfer stations facilities. 

 

 

SC38 

 

 

25 

 

Para 3.67 

 

Insert paragraph after Paragraph 3.67 

3.67a It should however be noted that waste transfer facilities are 

also assessed under this plan and its policies, but as their capacity 

does not contribute towards meeting apportionment or net self-

sufficiency, transfer facilities will not be subject to need testing. 

Although it is anticipated that there will be a diminishing need for 

waste transfer facilities (refer to Key Issue 5), if the monitoring 

system indicated that any one area was subject to too much waste 

transfer development, at the expense of other employment uses, the 

borough(s) would address this through research to inform 

supplementary guidance. 

 

 

SC39  

 

 

25 

 

Title of 

Section 

 

 

Key issue 5 Waste transfer stations facilities 

 

 

SC40 

 

 

25 

 

Para 3.69 

 

… to achieve planning consent and be operational. In practice 

however, most waste sites that operate mainly for the transfer of 

waste to other areas also have a waste management facility on-site, 

such as a MRF to assist with sorting. Although the throughput of the 

waste management facility will contribute towards the boroughs‟ 

need as identified in Policies WP1 and WP2; the throughput of the 

waste transfer facility would make no contribution towards this 

need. 

 

 

SC41 

 

 

25 

 

Para 3.70 

 

Insert paragraph after Paragraph 3.70 

3.70a It is important to note that just because a waste transfer site 
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is safeguarded, it does not automatically mean that any new waste 

management related activity on the site, will be granted planning 

permission. The redevelopment of any site will be subject to the 

policies in this plan and in the rest of the borough‟s Development 

Plan and will require permitting by the Environment Agency. 

 

 

SC42 

 

 

25 

 

Para 3.71 

 

To accommodate the diminishing need for waste transfer stations 

facilities 

 

 

SC43 

 

 

26 

 

Para 3.74 

 

… The energy output from these facilities is expected to account for 

almost 20% of London‟s renewable energy generation in 202513 

considered to be a major opportunity to increase energy generation 

in London13.  

 

 

SC44 

 

 

26 

 

Footnote 

12 

 

 

Draft Replacement London Plan (GLA, 2009) Policy 5.7 Consolidated 

Draft Replacement London Plan (GLA, 2010) Policy 5.7 

 

 

SC45 

 

 

26 

 

Footnote 

13 

 

 

Draft Replacement London Plan (GLA, 2009) Table 5.1 Climate 

Change Mitigation and Energy Strategy (GLA, 2010), page 120 

 

 

SC46 

 

 

27 

 

Para 4.1 

1st bullet 

point 

 

 

● By working in partnership the four boroughs will seek to maximise 

net self-sufficiency in managing the waste generated within the four 

boroughs; 

 

 

SC47 

 

 

27 

 

Para 4.1 

3rd & 4th 

bullet 

points 

 

 

● The boroughs will be guided by national and regional policy and 

the potential of strategic industrial locations, local employment areas 

and existing waste management and waste transfer sites for the 

location of sites facilities; 

 

● The boroughs will safeguard existing waste management and 

waste transfer sites and seek to intensify their development as 

waste management facilities where appropriate. 

 

 

SC48 

 

 

27 

 

Table 4.1 

Vision 

 

By 2021, the South London Waste Plan area will have sufficient 

waste management facilities, in appropriate locations, to meet the 

identified needs of our communities. The area will be striving for net 

self-sufficiency in sustainable waste management 

 

 

SC49 

 

 

27 

 

Objectives 

1st bullet 

point 

 

● Promote waste minimisation, re-use, recycling and composting 

preparing for re-use and recycling in line with reducing net carbon 

emissions and the waste hierarchy. … 

 

 

SC50 

 

 

27 

 

Objectives 

3rd bullet 

point 

 

● To support this, the boroughs will safeguard existing waste 

management and waste transfer sites and maximise the use of these 

where appropriate 
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SC51 

 

 

28 

 

Para 4.8 

 

The implementation of the policies within the South London Waste 

Plan will require partner boroughs to work with a range of partners 

to deliver appropriate waste management facilities within the plan 

area………… The waste management industry has a critical role in 

bringing forward applications and the construction and operation of 

local waste management facilities. 

 

 

SC52 

 

 

 

28 

 

Table 4.2 

 

WP3: Existing Waste Management and Waste Transfer Sites 

WP4: Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for Waste Management 

Facilities 

WP5: Windfall Sites for Waste Management Facility Development 

WP5: Windfall Sites and Non MSW and C&I Waste Location Criteria 

 

 

SC53 

 

 

29 

 

Table 4.4 

 

Schedule 1 Existing Permitted Waste Management and 

Transfer Sites as safeguarded by the 2010 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London 

Plan 

Schedule 2 Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for 

Waste Management Facilities 

  
 

 

SC54 

 

 

29 

 

Table 4.4 

 

WP3: Existing Waste Management and Waste Transfer Sites 

WP4: Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for Waste Management 

Facilities 

WP5: Windfall Sites for Waste Management Facility Development 

WP5: Windfall Sites and Non MSW and C&I Waste Location Criteria 

 

 

SC55 

 

 

 

30 

 

Para 4.10 

 

PPS10 “Planning for Sustainable Waste Management” (para 17) 

requires that the South London Waste Plan identifies sites and areas 

suitable for waste management facilities that support the 

apportionment for Municipal Solid Waste and Commercial and 

Industrial Waste as set out in the relevant Regional Spatial Strategy, 

in this case the London Plan (2008) 2010 Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan. 

  

 

SC56 

 

 

30 

 

Para 4.11 

 

 

… Therefore, boroughs must allocate enough land to meet the 

apportionment figure, as stated in the 2008 London Plan 2010 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan, even if some waste 

generated within the plan area is treated outside the area. 

 

 

SC57 

 

 

30 

 

Table 4.5 

 

Delete Table 4.5 and replace with: 

 

 

Table 4.5: 2010 Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan Apportionments 

Boroughs 

Percentage of 

London total 

waste 

Municipal Solid 

Waste (tpa) at 

2021 

Commercial & 

Industrial (tpa) 

at 2021 

Total waste to 

manage at 2021 
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Croydon 3.0% 114,707 167,463 282,258 

Kingston 1.7% 66,106 96,510 162,667 

Merton 2.9% 110,296 161,023 271,404 

Sutton 2.4% 91,434 133,486 224,989 

Waste Plan 

Area 
10.0% 382,542 558,481 941,318 

Greater 

London Area 
100% 3,816,000 5,568,000 9,387,000 

     
 

 

SC58 

 

 

30 

 

Para 4.13, 

4.14, 4.15 

 

 

Delete all text from paragraphs 

 

SC59 

 

 

31 

 

Para 4.16 

 

Additional sentence at the end of 4.16  

Waste transfer facilities do not contribute to meeting need as 

defined in this plan or the London Plan. 

 

 

SC60 

 

 

31 

 

Para 4.18 

 

Delete text from paragraph and replace with: 

To summarise, the South London Waste Plan must safeguard 

existing waste sites and identify capacity for an additional 184,837 

additional tonnes (approximately 3.03 additional hectares of new 

sites) not already in waste management in order to meet the 2010 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan” apportionment, plus 

an additional 1.26 hectares to meet the equivalent of 100% of the 

Waste Plan area‟s waste arisings by 2021. 

 

 

SC61 

 

 

31 

 

Para 4.20 

 

Therefore in accordance with PPS10, London Plan Policy 4A.24, the 

Draft Replacement London Plan the Consolidated Draft Replacement 

Plan and this plan‟s objectives: 

 

 

SC62 

 

 

31 

 

Policy WP1 

 

The boroughs of the South London Waste Plan will work with the 

waste management industry to monitor the need and opportunity for 

sites. Proposals will be required to meet the apportionment 

requirements of the 2008 London Plan 2010 Consolidated Draft 

Replacement Plan and any subsequent target. … 

 

 

SC63 

 

 

31 

 

Policy WP1 

 

… During the lifetime of the plan, the boroughs will seek to exceed 

the apportionment target and strive to attain net self-sufficiency in 

managing the waste generated by the four boroughs. … 

 

 

SC64 

 

 

31 

 

Policy WP1 

 

… The requirements of the Waste Plan area are therefore to provide 

sufficient capacity to manage: 

● a minimum of 1,148 tonnes of waste by 2016 to meet the 2008 

London Plan apportionment and strive to provide 1,275,00 tonnes of 

capacity in to total to meet our waste management needs by 2016.  

● a minimum of 834,011 tonnes of waste by 2016 to meet the 2010 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan apportionment and 

strive to provide 1,004,350 tonnes of capacity in total to meet our 
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management needs by 2016. 

● a minimum of 1,322,000 tonnes of waste by 2021 to meet the 

apportionment and strive to provide 1,366,000 tonnes of capacity in 

total to meet our management needs by 2021. 

● a minimum of 941,024 tonnes of waste by 2021 to meet the 

apportionment and strive to provide 1,017,427 tonnes of capacity in 

total to meet our waste management needs by 2021. 

 

 

SC65 

 

 

32 

 

Para 4.21 

 

Before Paragraph 4.21, add the following paragraph: 

This policy is to address all other forms of waste, including those 

referenced below, which are found in the plan area. 

 

 

SC66 

 

 

32 

 

Para 4.22, 

4.23, 4.24 

 

4.22 Nevertheless, Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan 

Policy 5.16….. 

 

4.23 To meet the regional policy, Policy WP6 of this plan encourages 

the on-site recycling of this waste stream to help meet the 

recycling target of 95%. For any waste that cannot be recycled, 

the plan area has a landfill site which is licensed for the lifetime 

of the plan at Beddington Farmlands, Sutton. Existing sites 

within the plan area which already contribute to the 

management of this waste stream are safeguarded under 

Proposed Policy WP3. To meet the regional policy target, it is 

estimated that 32,000-36,500 tonnes of Construction, 

Demolition and Excavation Waste needs to be diverted from 

landfill by 2011 and a further 1,200-2,350 tonnes will need to 

be diverted by 2021.  

 

4.24 It is therefore not anticipated that additional capacity will be 

needed within the plan area to treat Construction, Demolition 

and Excavation Waste. However, should arisings increase in the 

future, there is flexibility built into the plan through allowing for 

the provision of windfall sites.  It is therefore anticipated that 

there is a small requirement for additional Construction, 

Demolition and Excavation Waste capacity. However, this need 

is likely to fluctuate over the plan period depending on the 

granting and implementation of planning permissions and 

economic circumstances, consequently, there is flexibility built 

into the plan by allowing additional capacity to come through the 

windfall sites (Policy WP5). Any application for a new waste 

management facility that manages Construction, Demolition and 

Excavation Waste will be determined in accordance with the 

policies of this South London Waste Plan together with any other 

relevant policies with the applicable borough‟s Development 

Plan. 

 

 

SC67 

 

 

33 

 

Para 4.27 

 

By safeguarding the existing waste management and waste transfer 

facilities in the borough through Policy WP3,… 

 

 

SC68 

 

34/35 

 

Para 4.24, 

 

Any application for a new waste management facility that 
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 4.26, 4.28, 

4.32 

 

manages…. 

 

 

SC69 

 

 

34 

 

Para 4.32 

 

Some waste arisings may be transported temporarily to transfer 

stations facilities prior to the final disposal facility 

 

SC70 

 

 

35 

 

Para 4.38 

 

Therefore, in accordance with European and national legislation, 

London Plan Policy 4A.24 the Consolidated Draft Replacement 

London Plan and this plan‟s objectives: 

 

 

SC71 

 

 

35 

 

Policy WP2 

 

Planning permission for additional facilities for other waste streams, 

including Construction, Demolition and Excavation Waste, Hazardous 

Waste, Agricultural Waste, Clinical Waste, Radioactive Waste and 

Waste Water, … 

 

 

SC72 

 

 

35 

 

Policy WP2 

 

(a) there is an identified need for such a facility within the South 

London Waste Plan area, which cannot be met through existing 

waste management facilities or the adaptation of existing waste 

management facilities 

 

 

SC73 

 

 

35 

 

Policy 

Heading 

 

 

WP3: Existing Waste Management and Waste Transfer Sites 

 

 

SC74 

 

 

35 

 

Para 4.40 

 

However, national guidance also asks local planning authorities to 

consider whether it is necessary to allocate a site and to consider 

whether a site is critical to place-making1. Some of the existing 

waste management sites with Environment Agency permits are very 

small concerns, such as skip hire operators and spare car parts 

dealers, and it is considered to safeguard these sites for a waste 

management use would be unduly onerous for the current small 

businesses on the site contribute a negligible proportion of the 

overall existing capacity. Furthermore, when located outside of 

Strategic Industrial Locations (SILs) or Locally Significant Industrial 

Locations (LSILs), these businesses can often be bad neighbours to 

surrounding land uses. Consequently, it is considered pragmatic to 

safeguard all existing waste sites within the plan area‟s SILs and 

LSILs but only those sites with a site area of 0.2ha or larger outside 

of the above areas. A site area of 0.2ha has been chosen since 

regional studies of waste facilities2 and the Technical Report of this 

plan suggest it is the threshold above which significant throughput 

amounts can be achieved. 

 

 

SC75 

 

 

35 

 

Para 4.41 

 

Therefore, Schedule 1 accompanying this policy, details the existing 

waste management and waste transfer sites within the plan area 

which are to be safeguarded. The boroughs‟ monitoring processes 

will provide an update to Schedule 1 which will incorporate new 

waste sites that are delivered during the lifetime of this plan. 
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SC76 

 

 

35 

 

Para 4.43 

 

New waste management sites that are within SILs and LSILs and 

new waste sites outside SILs and LSILs with a site area of more than 

0.2ha will also be safeguarded. All sites on the current list of sites in 

Schedule 1 will be reviewed with the next revision of the Waste Plan. 

New waste sites will be added to Schedule 1 as relevant planning 

permissions are implemented and will be updated annually through 

the boroughs‟ monitoring processes. 

 

 

SC77 

 

 

35 

 

Footnote 4 

 

PPS10 (ODPM, 2005) para 11 and London Plan (GLA, 2008) Policy 

4A.24, Draft Replacement London Plan (GLA, 2009) Policy 5.17 the 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan (GLA, 2010) Policy 

5.17 

 

 

SC78 

 

 

36 

 

Para 4.44 

 

In general conformity with Consolidated London Plan Policy 4A.24 

and Draft Replacement London Plan Policy 5.17, also state that if, 

for any reason, an existing waste management site is lost to non-

waste use, an additional compensatory site provision will be 

required, normally meeting the maximum throughput that the site 

could have achieved. 

 

 

SC79 

 

 

36 

 

Para 4.44 

 

London Plan Policy 4A.24 and Consolidated Draft Replacement 

London Plan Policy 5.17 also state states that… 

 

 

SC80 

 

 

36 

 

Para 4.44 

 

Add new paragraph – 4.44A: 

4.44A The boroughs recognise that approximately 380,000 tonnes of 

capacity, currently landfilled or managed by Viridor at Beddington 

Farmlands, will not be available following the expiry of temporary 

planning permissions in 2023. This is beyond the plan period but 

requires consideration during the lifetime of the plan. There are a 

number of variables that could affect the extent of future 

compensatory provision required, notably the final terms of the 

South London Waste Partnership contract, new forms of waste 

collection, new facilities and new waste technology. The boroughs 

will assess future need through their monitoring processes. 

 

 

SC81 

 

 

36 

 

Para 4.45 

 

In addition, London Plan Policy 4A.24 and Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan Policy 5.17 both require requires the… 

 

 

SC82 

 

 

36 

 

Para 4.46 

 

Therefore, in accordance with PPS10, London Plan Policy 4A.24, 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan Policy 5.17 and this 

plan‟s objectives: 

 

 

SC83 

 

 

36 

 

Policy WP3 

 

WP3: Existing Waste Management and Waste Transfer Sites 

 

All existing permitted waste management and waste transfer sites 

(except those with a site area of 0.2ha or more less that are located 
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outside SILs and LSILs), will be safeguarded for their current use or 

conversion to waste management. The current list (2011) is set out 

in Schedule 1. These sites will be encouraged to maximise their 

potential, provided that proposals satisfy all other policy 

requirements of this South London Waste Plan. Proposals must also 

satisfy any other relevant policies within the applicable borough‟s 

Development Plan. 

 

If, for any reason, an existing waste management site is lost to a 

non-waste use, replacement compensatory site provision will be 

required that, as a minimum, meets the maximum throughput that 

the site could have achieved. The Any compensatory site provision 

will need to comply with the policies of this South London Waste 

Plan together with any other relevant policies within the applicable 

borough‟s Development Plan. 

 

 

SC84 

 

 

37 

 

Schedule 1 

 

Schedule 1: Existing Permitted Licensed Waste Management and 

Waste Transfer Sites as protected safeguarded by the Mayor‟s 

London Plan 2010 Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan  

 

Add the following sites: 

Metal Recycling Facilities 

23  

Five Star Japanese Auto Spares, Unit 1-2 Weir Road 

Merton 

 

Physical treatment facilities 

101 

Renokil Initial Services Ltd, 46 Weir Road 

Merton 

 

A 

Safety Kleen UK Ltd, Unit B6, Redlands, Coulsdon 

Croydon 

 

Waste Transfer Sites 

19 

SE Skips/Waste World Ltd, Willow Lane,  

Merton 

 

B 

Stubbs Mead Depot, Factory Lane 

Croydon 

 

 

SC85 

 

 

37 

 

Schedule 1 

 

87 

Bardon Aggregates (now trading as United Asphalt), Coomber Way, 

Beddington 

Sutton 

 

96 

George Killoughery Ltd, Willow Lane, Mitcham 

Merton 
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SC86 

 

 

37 

 

Footnote 

 

Replace footnote with: 

These sites identified in the schedule are subject to temporary 

planning permissions or resolutions to grant temporary planning 

permissions. All are due to expire in 2023. After this, the land will be 

incorporated into the Wandle Valley Regional Park. 

 

 

SC87 

 

 

38 

 

Fig 4.1 

 

Replace map with map below (further safeguarded sites added: 19, 

23, 101, A, B): 

 

 

 

 
 

SC88 

 

 

39 

 

Title of 

Section 

 

WP4: Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for Waste Management 

Facilities 

 

 

SC89 

 

 

39 

 

Para 4.48 

 

London Plan Policy 4A.27 and Consolidated Draft Replacement 

London Plan Policy 7.17 identify identifies … 

 

 

SC90 

 

39 

 

Para 4.49 

 

PPS10 (Annex E), London Plan Policy 4A.23 and Consolidated Draft 
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 Replacement London Plan Policy 5.17 also … 

 

 

SC91 

 

 

40 

 

Para 4.54 

 

… Therefore, the additional seven hectares 261,240 tonnes of 

capacity (approximately 4.29 hectares) of land could be delivered 

from sites within broader industrial areas. 

 

 

SC92 

 

 

40 

 

Para 4.54 

 

… The identification of these broader industrial areas, from which 

seven additional hectares 261,240 tonnes of capacity (approximately 

4.34 hectares) could be delivered, builds flexibility into the plan for 

the longer term. 

 

 

SC93 

 

 

40 

 

Para 4.55 

 

… are the most suitable areas for waste management facilities. 

These areas are intended to signal to potential waste management 

facility developers where the boroughs could envisage further waste 

management development. 

 

 

SC94 

 

 

40 

 

Para 4.56 

 

The areas have not been identified for a particular type of waste 

management facility. Therefore, although the areas are shown as 

suitable for waste management facilities… 

 

 

SC95 

 

 

40 

 

Para 4.57 

 

Therefore, in accordance with PPS10, London Plan Policies 4A.23 and 

4A.27, Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan Policy 5.17 and 

this plan‟s objectives: 

 

 

SC96 

 

 

40 

 

Policy WP4 

Title and 

1st Para 

 

WP4: Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for Waste Management 

Facilities 

 

Planning permissions will be granted for management waste facilities 

on land from within the industrial areas identified in Schedule 2 in 

order to meet the Waste Plan‟s capacity needs, identified in Policy 

WP1. Planning permissions will also be granted for waste transfer 

facilities on land within industrial areas in Schedule 2. 

 

 

SC97 

 

 

40 

 

Title of  

Schedule 2 

 

 

Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for Waste Management Facilities 

 

 

SC98 

 

 

40 

 

Schedule 2 

 

Waste management development will be permitted on a limited 

amount of land, in accordance with the Waste Plan‟s capacity needs 

identified in Policy WP1 (up to a total of seven hectares of land as 

calculated in 2010) (up to a total of 261,240 tonnes of capacity [or 

approximately 4.29 hectares] as calculated in 2011) on a single or 

multiple sites within the following industrial areas: 

 

 

SC99 

 

 

41 

 

Schedule 2 

 

641/642/651 

Durnsford Road/Plough Lane Industrial Area 
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Merton 

2017-2021 

 

 

SC100 

 

 

41 

 

Note after 

Schedule 2 

 

Areas will appear as suitable for waste management facilities on the 

relevant borough‟s Proposals Map 

 

 

SC101 

 

 

41 

 

Title of 

Section 

 

WP5: Windfall Sites for Waste Management Facility Development 

WP5: Windfall Sites and Non MSW and C&I Waste Location Criteria 

 

 

SC102 

 

 

41 

 

Para 4.58 

 

Add sub-heading before Paragraph 4.58 

Municipal Solid Waste and Commercial and Industrial Waste 

 

 

SC103 

 

 

 

41 

 

Para 4.58 

 

Proposals for waste transfer facilities on windfall sites may also come 

forward but they should not be considered against the „need‟ 

identified in Policy WP1 (refer to paragraph 3.67a). 

 

 

SC104 

 

 

41 

 

Para 4.59 

 

Planning Policy Statement 10 “Planning for Sustainable Waste 

Management” (Annex E), London Plan Policy 4A.23 and Consolidated 

Draft Replacement London Plan Policy 5.17 identify …  

 

 

SC105 

 

 

41 

 

Para 4.59 

 

… when locating waste management facilities 

 

 

SC106 

 

 

41 

 

Para 4.60 

 

Add sub-heading after Paragraph 4.60 

Other Wastes 

 

 

SC107 

 

 

41 

 

Para 4.60 

 

Add additional paragraph after Paragraph 4.60 

Policy WP2 states that planning permission for additional facilities for 

other waste streams, including Construction, Demolition and 

Excavation Waste, Hazardous Waste, Agricultural Waste, Clinical 

Waste, Radioactive Waste and Waste Water, will be permitted 

provided there is an identified need and the proposal meets the 

other policies of the South London Waste Plan. The suitability of 

proposed sites for the management of other wastes will be judged 

against the same policy criteria as MSW and C&I windfall sites. 

 

 

SC108 

 

42 

 

Fig 4.2 

 

Replace Fig 4.2 with map below (site 651 deleted): 
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SC109 

 

 

43 

 

Para 4.61 

 

Therefore, in accordance with PPS10, London Plan Policies 4A.23 and 

4A.27, Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan Policy 5.17 and 

this plan‟s objectives:  

 

 

SC110 

 

 

 

43 

 

Title of 

Policy 

 

WP5: Windfall Sites for Waste Management Facility Development 

WP5: Windfall Sites and Non MSW and C&I Waste Location Criteria 

 

 

SC111 

 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

Part (b) 

 

(b) In the case of waste management facilities, it It can be 

demonstrated that there is a need for the development either in 

accordance with Policy WP1 for Municipal Solid Waste and 

Commercial and Industrial Waste or on a case-by-case basis  for 

those wastes identified in Policy WP2.  

 

 

SC112 

 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

Part (d) (ii) 

 

The site does not contain features, or will have an adverse effect on 

features, identified as being of international and or national historic 

importance; and, 

 

 

SC113 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

 

Priority Particular regard will be given to sites which… 
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 1st 

sentence 

 

 

SC114 

 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

2nd bullet 

point 

 

 

● do not adversely affect the openness of strategic open land (eg 

Green Belt and Metropolitan Open Land) do not result in visually 

detrimental development conspicuous from strategic open land (e.g 

Green Belt or Metropolitan Open Land); 

 

 

SC115 

 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

4th bullet 

point 

 

 

Are identified as having a low risk of flooding  

 

 

SC116 

 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

8th bullet 

point 

 

 

have no Public Rights of Way crossing the site 

 

 

SC117 

 

 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

9th bullet 

point 

 

 

● do not adversely affect local conservation areas, nature 

conservation areas, locally important conservation areas, 

archaeological sites or strategic views; 

● do not adversely affect regional and local nature conservation 

areas, conservation areas and locally designated areas of special 

character, archaeological sites and strategic views; 

 

 

SC118 

 

 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

10th bullet 

point 

 

 

are close to existing or planned decentralised energy networks, 

potential users of combined heat and power (and combined cooling 

heat and power) and areas of growth, regeneration and mixed use 

development, and 

 

 

SC119 

 

 

43 

 

Policy WP5 

End 

 

 

After final bullet point add: 

Appropriate mitigation measures will also be considered in assessing 

site suitability. 

 

 

SC120 

 

 

44 

 

Para 4.62 

 

… Second, how will the development be affected as a consequence 

of the effects of climate change? London Plan Policy 4A.3 and 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan Policy 5.3 provide 

provides guidance on how to deal with the two aspects of climate 

change. 

 

 

SC121 

 

 

44 

 

Para 4.64 

 

While the reduction of carbon emissions is a key element of a 

BREEAM scheme, the London Plan and Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan both set sets out specific carbon emission 

reduction targets that developments should meet. The Consolidated 

Draft Replacement London Plan Policy 5.2 sets the following targets: 

  

 

SC122 

 

44 

 

Table 4.6 

 

Delete Table 4.6 and replace with: 
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Table 4.6: Carbon Emission Targets for Non-Domestic 

Buildings from Policy 5.2 of the Consolidated Draft 

Replacement London Plan 

Year Improvement on 2010 Building 

Regulations 

2010-13 25 per cent 

2013-16 40 per cent 

2016-19 As per building regulations requirements 

2019-31 Zero carbon 

  
 

 

SC123 

 

 

45 

 

Para 4.66 

 

Developers should therefore have regard to the London Plan, the 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan, DEFRA‟s … 

 

 

SC124 

 

 

45 

 

Para 4.68 

 

Therefore, in accordance with national and regional advice, 

Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan Policies 5.2 and 5.3 

and this plan‟s objectives: 

 

 

SC125 

 

 

45 

 

Policy WP6 

 

Waste management facilities will be required to: 

 

 

SC126 

 

 

46 

 

Para 4.69 

 

Consequently, in the consideration of waste management facility 

applications, each borough will seek advice from the Environment 

Agency and other agencies as appropriate. 

 

 

SC127 

 

 

46 

 

Para 4.70 

 

Waste management facilities have the potential to generate a large 

number of ... 

 

 

SC128 

 

 

46 

 

Para 4.71 

 

For instance, waste management activities impacting on local 

amenity should be within a fully enclosed and covered building and 

the impact may be further limited by considering setting, hard and 

soft landscaping, height, bulk and massing, detailing, materials, 

lighting and boundary treatments. 

 

 

SC129 

 

 

46 

 

Policy WP7 

 

Developments for waste management facilities will be required to 

demonstrate... 

 

2nd sentence 

A waste management facility should be within a fully enclosed 

covered building. 

 

(i) The design of the waste management facility, particularly: 

 

 

SC129a 

 

 

46 

 

Policy WP7 

(a) 

 

 

Green Belt, Metropolitan Open Land, recreation land or similar; 

How visually conspicuous the development is from strategic open 

land, such Green Belt, Metropolitan Open Land and recreational land 
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SC130 

 

 

46/47 

 

Policy WP7 

Part (b) 

 

 

Biodiversity, including ensuring that development does not harm 

nature conservation area protected by international and national 

regulations, as well as ensuring regional and local nature 

conservation areas are not adversely affected; 

 

 

SC131 

 

 

 

49 

 

Para 4.74 

 

…In addition to reducing overall carbon dioxide emissions, waste to 

energy energy recovery facilities also help to minimise greenhouse 

emissions from landfill sites by reducing the quantity of residual 

waste for disposal. 

 

 

SC132 

 

 

49 

 

Para 4.75 

 

.. Within this context, the Mayor‟s draft Climate Change Mitigation 

and Energy Strategy (February October 2010) recognises that one of 

the main opportunities for increasing renewable energy generation in 

London is from waste to energy energy recovery technologies. 

 

 

SC133 

 

 

49 

 

Para 4.76 

 

Accordingly, Policy 5.17 of the Consolidated Draft Replacement 

London Plan supports developments … 

 

 

SC134 

 

 

49 

 

Para 4.77 

 

… For waste that cannot be recycled or composted (including 

anaerobic digestion), the Mayor has a preference for advanced 

conversion waste technologies such as gasification and pyrolysis. 

This contrasts with advice in Chapter 5, Paragraph 27 of the Waste 

Strategy for England (DEFRA, 2007) which states: “the Government 

does not generally think it appropriate to express a preference for 

one technology over another, since local circumstances differ so 

much. However, … 

 

 

SC135 

 

 

49 

 

Para 4.78 

 

Policy 5.5 prioritises the development of decentralised heating and 

cooling networks, including decentralised energy opportunities 

through the use of energy from waste energy recovery technologies. 

 

 

SC136 

 

 

49/50 

 

Para 4.79 

 

Although energy recovery facilities are likely to play an important 

role in the future management of waste arisings across the plan area 

and as a source of renewable heat and power, it is important to note 

that thermal treatment with energy recovery is lower in the waste 

hierarchy than other waste management options. In line with Policy 

WP1, such proposals will be required to demonstrate that the waste 

cannot practically practicably and reasonably be reused, recycled or 

processed to recover materials re-used or recycled. This will ensure 

that the thermal treatment plant does not “crowd out” the potential 

for recycling, composting or re-use. 

 

SC137 

 

 

50 

 

Para 4.80 

 

..Furthermore, there is the Mayor‟s requirement that waste to 

energy energy recovery facilities should achieve a positive carbon 

outcome. 
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SC138 

 

 

50 Policy WP8 Proposed waste to energy  energy recovery developments, including 

thermal treatment facilities will be required to: 

 

 

SC139 

 

 

50 

 

Policy WP8 

 

(a) Demonstrate that the waste identified for treatment cannot 

practically practicably be reused or recycled in accordance with 

Policy WP1; 

 

 

SC140 

 

 

50 

 

Policy WP8 

 

Delete final sentence: 

Preference will be given to advanced conversion technologies such 

an anaerobic digestion, gasification and pyrolysis. 

 

 

SC141 

 

 

51 

 

Policy WP9 

 

Planning obligations will be used to ensure that all new waste 

management development or waste management redevelopment 

meets on- and off-site requirements that are made necessary by, 

and are directly related to, any proposed development and are 

reasonably related in scale and kind to the development. 

 

 

SC142 

 

 

52 

 

Monitoring 

framework 

 

Delete monitoring frameworks on pages, 32, 35, 39, 41, 44, 46, 48, 

50 and 51. Replace with table at the end of this schedule at Page 52. 

 

 

SC143 

 

 

53 

 

Guide to 

site and 

area 

description 

 

 

The existing waste management and waste transfer sites identified 

in Schedule 1. 

 

 

SC144 

 

 

53 

 

Title of 

Table 

 

Schedule 1: Existing Permitted Licensed Waste Management and 

Waste Transfer Sites as protected safeguarded by the Mayor‟s 

London Plan 2010 Consolidated Draft Replacement London Plan  

 

 

SC145 

 

 

53 

 

Second 

Table 

 

23  

Five Star Japanese Auto Spares, Unit 1-2 Weir Road 

Merton 

 

101 

Renokil Initial Services Ltd, 46 Weir Road 

Merton 

 

A 

Safety Kleen UK Ltd, Unit B6, Redlands, Coulsdon 

Croydon 

 

19 

SE Skips/Waste World Ltd, Willow Lane,  

Merton 

 

B 

Stubbs Mead Depot, Factory Lane 
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Croydon 

 

87 

Bardon Aggregates (now trading as United Asphalt), Coomber Way, 

Beddington 

Sutton 

 

96 

George Killoughery Ltd, Willow Lane, Mitcham 

Merton 

 

 

SC146 

 

 

54-63 

 

Issues to 

consider 

sections 

 

 

Development of the site for waste management purposes 

 

SC147 

 

 

68-82 

 

Issues to 

consider 

sections 

 

 

Development of the a site for waste management purposes 

 

SC148 

 

 

54 

 

Site 1 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC149 

 

 

56 

 

Site 6 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC150 

 

 

59 

 

Site 17 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC151 

 

 

59 

 

Site 18 

Map  

 

 

Delete map and replace with: 
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SC152 

 

 

59 

 

Site 18 

Site Area 

 

 

5.02ha 7.43ha 

 

SC153 

 

 

60 

 

Site 18 

Issues to  

Consider 

 

 

● Ensuring that the site is made available for the creation of the 

Wandle Valley Regional Park by the end of 2023; 

● Ensuring that the site is made available for the creation of the 

Wandle Valley Regional Park by virtue of the existing temporary 

planning permissions and the London Borough of Sutton‟s resolution 

to grant temporary planning permission; 

 

 

SC154 

 

 

60 

 

Site 18 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC155 

 

 

60 

 

Site 27 

Objections 

from 

Previous 

Consults 

 

None raised for this site. However, issues to consider will be similar 

to those identified for the Durnsford Road and Plough Lane Industrial 

Area (Sites 641, 642, 651) Durnsford Road Industrial Area (Sites 

641 and 642). 

 

SC156 

 

 

62 

 

Site 126 

Map 

 

 

Delete map and replace with: 
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SC157 

 

 

62 

 

Site 126 

Site Area 

 

 

3.87ha 3.60ha 

 

SC158 

 

 

63 

 

Site 126 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC159 

 

 

63-66 

 

Additional 

maps 

 

Add the following titles and maps 

 

23: Five Star Japanese Auto Spares, Merton  
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101: Rentokil Initial Services Ltd, Merton 

 
 

A: Safety Kleen UK Ltd, Croydon 
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19: SE Skips/Waste World Ltd, Merton 

 
 

B: Stubbs Mead Depot, Croydon 

 
 

 

SC160 

 

 

65 

 

Site 87 and 

Site 96 

 

 

Delete titles and maps 

 

SC161 

 

 

 

67 

 

Title of 

Table and 

other 

change 

 

Industrial Areas with Sites Suitable for Waste Management Facilities 

641/642/651 

 

Durnsford Road/Plough Lane Industrial Area 
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Merton 

 

 

SC162 

 

 

70 

 

Site 99 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC163 

 

 

72 

 

Site 102 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC164 

 

 

73 

 

Site 105 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC165 

 

 

74 

 

Site 125 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC166 

 

 

78 

 

Site 

532/533/ 

534/535/ 

539/5312 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC167 

 

 

78 

 

Title of Site 

 

Area 641/642/651: Durnsford Road/Plough Lane Industrial Area, 

Merton 

 

 

SC168 

 

 

78 

 

Site 

Description 

 

 

Delete paragraph and replace with: 

The area consists of two parts to the north of Plough Lane and both 

industrial areas are at present in multiple occupation. Buildings 

range in height between approximately 8 and 20 metres. Near the 

boundaries of the site are the River Wandle, allotments, railways 

lines, residential properties, Wimbledon Stadium and other industrial 

properties. The site gains direct access from the A218 (Durnsford 

Road). 

 

 

SC169 

 

 

78 

 

Map 

 

Delete map and replace with: 
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SC170 

 

 

78 

 

Site Area 

 

25.55ha 16.17ha 

 

SC171 

 

 

79 

 

Objections 

from 

Previous 

Consults 

 

 

Add further row: 

Site 651: Proximity to housing Site 651 deleted 
 

 

SC172 

 

 

82 

 

Site 1006 

Issues to 

Consider 

 

 

● Evaluating and preserving any archaeological remains 

 

SC173 

 

 

89 

 

Glossary Energy from Waste (EfW) Energy Recovery Obtaining energy 

from waste through a variety of processes (e.g. combustion, 

combined heat and power, anaerobic digestion)  

 

 

SC173a 

 

 

92 

 

Glossary 

 

Recovery To obtain value from waste through recycling, 

composting, energy recovery or other forms of material recovery, 

such an anaerobic digestion 

Utilising waste to replace other materials that would otherwise have 

been used 

 

 

SC174 
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Glossary 

 

Waste Facility A facility on a site where waste is sorted, processed, 

recycled, composted or disposed of (list not exhaustive) or a facility 

on a site where waste is transferred from collection vehicles to larger 

trucks or rail cars for longer distance transport. 

 

 

SC175 
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Glossary 

 

Waste Management Facility A facility on a site where waste is 

sorted, processed, recycled, composted or disposed of (list not 

exhaustive). The capacity of any waste transfer facility on the site 
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would be ancillary to the primary waste management function of the 

site. 
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Glossary 

 

Waste Transfer Station Facility A facility on a site where solid 

waste is transferred from collection vehicles to larger trucks or rail 

cars for longer distance transport. This facility could be on a site 

where other waste management facilities are also operational. 

 

SC177 
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Glossary 

 

Waste Transfer Station (WTS) A sitefacility where waste is mainly 

delivered for bulking sorting prior to transfer to another place for 

processing, recycling, treatment or disposal. Any sorting or waste 

management facility would be ancillary to the primary transfer 

function of the site. 

 

 

SC178 
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New 

Appendix 

 

 

See text below 

Appendix 4: South  London Waste Plan Compliance with the EU Waste Framework Directive 

Part 1: How the South London Waste Plan is Compliant with All Articles of the EU Waste 

Framework Directive 

Framework Articles Corresponding South London Waste Plan 

policy 

Article1: Subject, matter, scope Descriptive 

Article 2: Exclusions from scope Descriptive 

Article 3: Definitions Descriptive 

Article 4: Waste hierarchy shall apply along with 

the best overall environmental outcome. Waste 

policy development should be transparent. 

Environmental protection, sustainability, technical 

feasibility and economic viability, protection of 

resources, overall environmental, human health, 

economic and social impacts should be taken into 

account.  

South London Waste Plan. See Policies WP1, 

WP6, WP7, WP8 and WP9. 

Article 5: By-products may not be classified as 

waste 

South London Waste Plan. See Policies WP1 

and WP8 

Article 6: Recycling does not constitute waste 

production provided there is no environmental or 

amenity impacts. 

South London Waste Plan. See Policies WP1 

and WP7 

Article 7: List of waste Environment Agency matter  

Article 8: Extended producer responsibility National Government matter  

Article 9: Prevention of waste European Union matter 

Article 10: Recovery South London Waste Plan. See Policies WP1 

and WP7 

Article 11: Re-use and recycling South London Waste Plan. See monitoring of 

Policy WP1 

Article 12: Disposal South London Waste Plan. See Policy WP7 

Article 13: Protection of human health and the 

environment 

South London Waste Plan. See Policy WP7 

Article 14: Costs National Government matter 

Article 15: Responsibility for waste management National Government matter 
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Article 16: Principles of self-sufficiency and 

proximity 

South London Waste Plan. See Policies WP1, 

WP2, WP3, WP4 and WP5 

Article 17: Control of hazardous waste Environment Agency matter 

Article 18: Ban on the mixing of hazardous waste Environment Agency matter 

Article 19: Labelling of hazardous waste Environment Agency matter 

Article 20: Hazardous waste produced by 

households 

Environment Agency matter 

Article 21: Waste oils Environment Agency matter 

Article 22: Bio-waste Municipal Waste Strategy matter 

Article 23: Issue of permits Environment Agency matter 

Article 24: Exemptions from permit requirements Environment Agency matter 

Article 25: Conditions for exemptions Environment Agency matter 

Article 26: Registration Environment Agency matter 

Article 27: Minimum standards Environment Agency matter 

Article 28; Waste Management Plans South London Waste Plan. See Key Issues 1, 

2, 3, 4, 5 and 6. Policies WP1, to WP9. 

Article 29: Waste prevention strategies Municipal Waste Strategy matter 

Article 30: Evaluation and review of plans and 

programmes 

South London Waste Plan. See monitoring 

arrangements, framework and indicators 

Article 31: Public participation South London Waste Plan. See the 

Statements of Consultation related to the 

Examination-in-Public 

Article 32: Co-operation South London Waste Plan. See 

representations from the Mayor of London 

and Surrey County Council in the plan 

preparation phase 

Article 33: Information to be submitted to the 

Commission 

National Government matter 

Article 34: Inspections Environment Agency matter 

Article 35: Record keeping Environment Agency matter 

Article 36: Enforcement and penalties National Government matter 

Article 37: Reporting and reviewing National Government matter 

Article 38: Intepretation and adaptation to 

technical progress 

European Union matter 

Article 39: Committee procedure European Union matter 

Article 40: Transposition National Government matter 

Article 41: Repeal and transitional provisions Technical matter 

Article 42: Entry into force Technical matter 

Article 43: Addressees Technical matter 

 

Part  2: How the South London Waste Plan is Compliant with the Clauses in Article 28 of the 

EU Waste Framework Directive 

Clause Requirement South London Waste Plan 

2 The plan shall set out  

- An analysis of current waste management 

situation in geographical entity 

- Measures to improve waste management 

- Evaluation of how the plan will support the 

Directive 

 

 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes, it is proposed to insert 

these tables as appendices 

3 The plan shall provide:  

3(a) Analysis of type, quantity and source of waste generated, 

cross-boundary movements and evaluation of waste 

Yes 
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streams in the future 

3 (b)  Analysis of existing waste collection schemes, major 

disposal and recovery installations 

Yes 

3 (c)  Assessment of need for new collection schemes, closure 

of existing waste installations and additional waste 

infrastructure 

Yes 

3 (d)  Information on location criteria for site identification and 

the amount of new infrastructure needed 

Yes 

3 (e) General waste policies, including on technologies and 

special waste streams 

Yes 

 The plan may contain  

4 (a) Information on the organisation of waste management 

and on the relationship between the public and private 

sector 

Yes 

4 (b) Evaluation of economic and other instruments in tackling 

various waste problems 

No 

4 (c) Information on raising public awareness on waste issues Yes (through consultation 

stages of the South London 

Waste Plan) 

4 (d) Information on contaminated waste disposal sites and 

their rehabilitation 

Yes 
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Monitoring Framework 

 
SLWP 
Objective 

Policy Indicator SA Indicator (SLWP 1.13 
Appx3) 

Target+source Delivery Partners Monitoring against 
delivery 

Contingencies Management actions 

Bullets 2, 3, 
6;  

WP1 
(Monitoring 
framework 
1), which 
looks at 
first part of 
policy 

Number, site area 
(ha) and annual 
capacity of existing 
and new licensed 
waste facilities for 
MSW and C&I 
waste 

1.1 To maximise net 
self sufficiency in 
the management of 
all waste arisings 
within South 
London 

 

By 2016 (PFC16) 
– 834,011 tonnes in total, of 

which 321,328 tonnes=MSW 
and 521,683=C&I (London Plan 
2011 apportionment) 

– 1,004,350 tonnes in total, of 
which 458,891 tonnes=MSW 
and 550,458=C&I  (London Plan 
2011 arisings)  

By 2021,  
- 941,024 tonnes in total 

(London Plan 2011 
apportionment) of which 
382,543 tonnes=MSW and 
558,481=C&I ) 

– 1,017,427 tonnes in total 
(London Plan 2011 arisings) of 
which 468,986=MSW and 
548,441=C&1) 

GLA, Environment 
Agency, SLWP 
partner boroughs 
(data sources); 
waste management 
industry 

Monitor annually 
against target – 
partner borough 
monitoring 
spreadsheet fed by 
the data from the 
partner borough 
application protocol. 
Assess target 
annually, act on 
rolling three year 
phase, considering 
unmet target and 
relevant waste 
management 
capacity in the 
planning pipeline 

Contingencies: if 
target not being 
delivered and not 
enough capacity in 
planning pipeline, 
explore reasons for 
failure: contact 
waste management 
industry especially 
south London 
operators to explore 
reasons for lack of 
deliverability; also 
other outer London 
waste plan areas (to 
facilitate 
comparison);  

Identify reasons for 
failing target and address 
as follows: 
●Schedule 1 sites not 
coming forward 
- Contact landowners/ 
developers of Schedule 1 
sites to ensure sites are 
coming forward (this 
feeds into the trajectory 
updates). If stalled, 
identify reason for 
stalling and borough(s) 
to act as a facilitator for 
development 
 
● Planning applications 
for facilities in Schedule 2 
areas 
- Hold periodic meetings 
with waste operators to 
ensure we have their 
views of needs and site 
 
● Vacancy rates high in 
SILs and LSILs but 
planning applications not 
coming forward 
- Monitor vacancy rates 
in SILs and LSILs (already 
monitored by boroughs) 
and send information to 
waste operators 
 
●Sites not available 
- Meet major landowners 
to assess potential 
- Identify scope for 
borough(s) to act as a 
facilitator for land 
assembly 
- Assess the market 
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churn to identify any 
level of churn and, if 
high, why waste 
operators are shut out 
- Discuss public sector 
land availability with 
borough(s’) estate 
departments 
 
●Sites available but 
planning applications not 
coming forward 
- Establish a “waste plan 
forum” to bring together 
landowners and 
developers to discuss 
needs and way forward 
- Identify whether this is 
a South London problem 
or a wider problem by 
raising issue through 
London RTAB and share 
delivery experience 
through the London 
RTAB 
- Consult and co-ordinate 
with the GLA. Also work 
jointly with the GLA on 
facilitating delivery 
- Involve the London 
Waste and Recycling 
Board as a possible 
funding partner 
 
● Planning applications 
being refused 
- Consider producing an 
SPD or revising the DPD 
 

Bullets 
1,2,6 

WP1 (mon 
framework 
2&3) which 
looks at 
“waste 
hierarchy” 
part of 
policy 

Proportion of MSW 
and C&I arisings 
that are recycled. 
 
Proportion of MSW 
and C&I arisings 
that are composted 

1.3 & 1.4 
to promote waste 
management in 
accordance with the 
waste hierarchy in order 
to maximise landfill 
diversion. 

By 2016,  
proportion arisings recycled or 
composted 
MSW = 50%; C&1=70% 
 
By 2021  
proportion arisings recycled or 
composted 

GLA, Environment 
Agency, SLWP 
partner boroughs 
(data sources); 
waste management 
industry 

Assess target 
annually, actions on 
a rolling three year 
basis. Applicants to 
demonstrate 
positive carbon 
outcome of their 
facility having regard 

Contingencies: if 
target not being 
delivered and not 
enough capacity in 
planning pipeline, 
explore reasons for 
failure: contact 
waste management 

Depending on reasons 
for failing target – as 
above 
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MSW=50%, C&I=70% to the waste 
hierarchy (PPS10) 
using the WRATE 
model (Environment 
Agency) until it is 
replaced by the GLA 
model 

industry especially 
south London 
operators to explore 
reasons for lack of 
deliverability; also 
other outer London 
waste plan areas  
and south east (to 
facilitate 
comparison);  

Bullets 
1,2,6 

WP1 Proportion of MSW 
and C&I arisings 
that are managed 
under “other 
recovery” in the 
waste hierarchy 

1.3 & 1.4 
to promote waste 
management in 
accordance with the 
waste hierarchy in order 
to maximise landfill 
diversion. 

     

Bullets 
1,2,6 

WP2 (a) Amount of 
CD&E waste 
landfilled annually 

1.4 to promote waste 
recycling or composting 
in accordance with the 
waste hierarchy in order 
to maximise landfill 
diversion 

That 5% or less of the London Plan 
arisings of CD&E waste attributed 
to the four boroughs in the SLWP 
area is landfilled.  

GLA, Environment 
Agency, SLWP 
partner boroughs 
(data sources); 
waste management 
industry 

Assess target 
annually, actions on 
a rolling three year 
basis. 

If % of CD&E arisings 
sent to landfill is 
greater than 5% over 
a 3 year period and 
there is not capacity 
in the pipeline to 
manage this waste, 
then contact waste 
management 
industry to explore 
reasons and take 
management 
actions. Also 
comparison with 
surrounding areas 
and source of 
landfilled CD&E if 
possible 

Depending on reasons 
for failing target. 
Consider working with 
EA, GLA and developers 
(e.g. housebuilders etc) 
to explore barriers and 
encourage greater onsite 
recycling.   

Bullets 3,6 WP3 Number, site area 
(ha) and annual 
capacity (tonnes, 
waste stream 
throughput) of 
Schedule 1 sites 

1.2 to provide sufficient 
sites and waste 
management facilities in 
suitable locations to deal 
with all waste streams 
making up South 
London’s future 
apportionment 

Number, site areas (ha) and 
capacity (tonnes, throughput, 
facility type) of Schedule 1 sites not 
to decrease unless compensatory 
capacity (tonnes, throughput, 
facility type) is provided elsewhere 
through facilities in line with other 
SLWP policies.  

GLA, Environment 
Agency, SLWP 
partner boroughs 
(data sources); 
waste management 
industry. 

Assess target 
annually, actions on 
a rolling three year 
basis. 

If target not met on 
rolling three year 
basis and no 
recovery in planning 
pipeline, explore 
reasons for failure 
through contact with 
waste management 
industry, comparison 
of capacity with 
surrounding areas, 

As first row plus could 
explore greater 
deliverability on 
Schedule 2 sites.  
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further Schedule 1 
site assessments etc 
to inform 
management actions 

Bullets 3,6 WP4 Number, site area 
(ha) and annual 
capacity (tonnes, 
waste stream 
throughput) of new 
licensed waste 
facilities on 
Schedule 2 sites 

1.2 to provide sufficient 
sites and waste 
management facilities in 
suitable locations to deal 
with all waste streams 
making up South 
London’s future 
apportionment 

Additional waste management 
capacity (tonnes) to meet 
apportionment and strive to meet 
arisings  
(Target (capacity gap) in 2011 =  up 
to 261,240 tonnes, which is 
approximately 4.29 hectares of 
land) 

GLA, Environment 
Agency, SLWP 
partner boroughs 
(data sources); 
waste management 
industry. 

Assess target 
annually, actions on 
a rolling three year 
basis. 

If target not met on 
rolling three year 
basis and no 
recovery in planning 
pipeline, explore 
reasons for failure 
through contact with 
waste management 
industry, comparison 
of capacity with 
surrounding areas, 
further Schedule 1 
site assessments etc 
to inform 
management actions 

As first row plus could 
explore greater 
deliverability on 
Schedule 1 sites.  

Bullets 3,6 WP5(a) Number, site area 
(ha) and annual 
capacity (tonnes, 
waste stream 
throughput) of 
waste management 
facilities approved 
under WP5 

 (a) Reasons for Schedule 1 and 2 
sites not being considered 
deliverable (suitable, available and 
achievable) to provide additional 
waste management capacity.  

 Monitor annually, 
assess performance 
on a three-year 
rolling basis. 

If more sites are 
being delivered 
through Policy WP5 
because Schedule 1 
and 2 sites are not 
being assessed as 
deliverable (i.e. 
suitable, available 
and achievable) then 
investigation of the 
reasons that 
Schedule 1 and 2 
sites are not 
deliverable, and 
appropriate 
management actions 
to be taken 

As first row plus longer 
term action could be to 
designate new sites 
through DPD revision. 

Bullets 3,6 WP5(b&c) See WP1 and other        

Bullets 4,6 WP5di Number, area and 
condition of 
internationally, and 
nationally 
designated nature 
conservation sites 
(SSSIs, SPAs, SACs) 

8.1 to ensure that waste 
management sites and 
associated activities have 
no adverse impacts on 
internationally and 
nationally designated 
nature conservation sites 

0. (That no planning permissions 
for new waste management 
facilities on windfall sites are 
granted where the environmental 
assessment of the site 
demonstrates an adverse effect on 
internationally or nationally 
regulated nature conservation 
areas.) 

Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency, GIGL, 
Natural England 

Monitor per 
application using 
Habitat Regs 
Assessment, 
Biodiversity 
Assessments, GIGL 
data, quality 
assessments of SSSIs 
etc 

Contingencies: none 
– no permissions 
should be granted 
contrary to this 
element of the 
policy. 

Management actions: 
not applicable 
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Bullets 4,6 WP5dii Number, area and 
condition of 
internationally, and 
nationally 
designated  sites of 
historic importance 

9.2 to conserve and 
enhance the quality of 
South London’s built and 
historic environment  

0. (That no planning permissions 
for new waste management 
facilities on windfall sites are 
granted where the site assessment 
demonstrates an adverse effect on 
internationally or nationally 
regulated sites of historic 
importance) 

Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
English Heritage 

Monitor per 
application using 
design and access 
statement etc 

Contingencies: none 
– no permissions 
should be granted 
contrary to this 
element of the 
policy. 

Management actions: 
not applicable. 

Bullets 4,6 WP5diii Number, area and 
capacity of 
permissions 
granted for sites 
under Policy WP5 
contrary to 
Environment 
Agency advice on 
flooding 

5.1 to avoid, reduce and 
manage flood risk 
affecting or arising from 
waste related 
developments 

0 (That no planning permissions for 
new waste management facilities 
on windfall sites are granted 
contrary to Environment Agency 
advice (PPS25 sequential test, 
impact assessments etc) 

Environment 
Agency, waste 
management 
developers, partner 
boroughs 

Monitor per 
application flood risk 
assessments and 
partner boroughs 
SFRAs and SWMPs 

Contingencies: none 
– no permissions 
should be granted 
contrary to this 
element of the 
policy. 

Management actions: 
not applicable 

Bullets 4,6 WP5d 
bullet 
points 

Number, area and 
capacity of sites 
that achieve 
positive results for 
all of the issues 
raised under the 
bullet points 
(precise monitoring 
details in WP7) 

See indicators for WP7 
below 

100% positive result for each 
indicator (see targets for WP7 
below) 

See delivery 
partners for WP7 
below 

   

Bullets 2,6 WP6 Number of 
permissions 
granted for waste 
management 
facilities: 

- qualifying for 
bespoke 
BREEAM 
excellent 

- complying 
with each of 
the essential 
standards in 
the Mayor’s 
Sustainable 
Design and 
Construction 
SPG 

4.4 to promote the 
highest  standards of 
sustainable design and 
construction 

100% of waste management 
developments to qualify for 
bespoke BREEAM excellent and 
comply with each of the essential 
standards in the Mayor’s 
Sustainable Design and 
Construction SPD 

Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency, BRE 

Monitor annually, 
actions on rolling 3 
year basis 

Contingencies if 
performance does 
not fall within 
acceptable ranges - 
more than 20% of 
permissions granted 
over rolling three 
years fail to meet 
BREEAM excellent 
(bespoke) and the 
Mayor’s SPD 
standards where 
these are feasible. 

Management actions: 
investigate with BRE / 
GLA why BREEAM 
excellent bespoke / 
Mayor SPD not being 
met provide specific 
advice (e.g. workshops 
from BRE) to support 
measures. 

Bullets 2,6 WP6a Number of 
permissions 

 By 2013: 25% improvement on 
building regs compared to 2010 

Waste management 
industry, GLA, 

Monitor by 
development, 

Contingencies: 
BREEAM excellent is 

Management actions: if 
developments regularly 
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granted which 
minimise carbon 
emissions in 
accordance with 
Table 4.6 

carbon emissions 
By 2016 40% improvement on 
building regs compared to 2010 
carbon emissions 
By 2019 as per building regs 
requirements 
By 2031 – zero carbon 

partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency, BRE 

towards targets in 
Table 4.6, use 
BREEAM assessment 
(BRE 2011 allows 
comparison between 
London Plan carbon 
targets and BREEAM  

bespoke so 
contingencies can be 
built into the 
assessment with 
BRE. 

not meeting BREEAM 
excellent bespoke, 
explore with BRE the 
reasons why, consider 
refusing permission or 
adapting scheme. 

 WP6b (monitored under 
same criteria as  
WP7) 

      

Bullets2,6 WP6c Number of 
permissions 
incorporating 
SUDS, green roofs, 
rainwater 
harvesting 

4.4 to promote the 
highest  standards of 
sustainable design and 
construction 

100% of waste management 
developments to incorporate SUDS 
and appropriate climate change 
adaptation measures where 
possible 

Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency  

Monitor annually, 
actions on rolling 3 
year basis 

Contingencies if 
performance does 
not fall within 
acceptable ranges - 
more than 20% of 
permissions granted 
over rolling three 
years fail to 
incorporate climate 
change adaptation 
measures where 
these are feasible. 

Management actions: 
investigate which climate 
change adaptation 
measures not being met, 
and reasons; provide 
specific advice (e.g. 
workshops, SPD) to 
encourage measures. 

Bullets2,4,6 WP7 Number of 
delivered waste 
management 
facilities within a 
fully enclosed 
covered building 

6.1 to improve local 
environmental quality 
and limit pollution as 
much as possible to 
minimise impacts on the 
environment and human 
health. 

100% of waste management 
developments to be within a fully 
enclosed, covered facility. 

Waste management 
industry 

Monitoring annually Contingencies if any 
waste management 
development is 
granted permission 
where the 
management aspects 
of any waste 
management 
development (e.g. 
MRF, not storage of 
materials) is not 
enclosed 

Explore reasons for 
decision and ensure that 
no treatment element of 
waste management 
facilities is not within an 
enclosed building. 

Bullets4, 6 WP7(a) Number of facilities 
with no or a 
positive impact on 
Green Belt or MOL 

7.1 to safeguard 
permanence and 
integrity of Green Belt 
and MOL 

100% of waste management 
developments to have no or a 
positive impact on Green Belt / 
MOL 

Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency 

Monitor annually, 
actions on rolling 3 
year basis (design 
and access 
statement) 

Contingencies: 
explore reasons for 
failure within specific 
planning decisions. 

Management actions: 
provide more detailed 
assessment (e.g. via SPD) 
Schedule 1 and 2 sites in 
relation to open 
characteristics of Green 
Belt / MOL 

Bullets 4,6 WP7(b) Number of facilities 
which do not harm 
biodiversity 
especially on 
internationally and 

8.1 to ensure that waste 
management sites and 
associated activities have 
no adverse impacts on 
internationally and 

0. (That no planning permissions 
for new waste management 
facilities are granted where the 
environmental assessment of the 
site demonstrates an adverse 

Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency, GIGL, 

Monitored annually 
Biodiversity 
Assessment for 
applicants, 
comparison with 

Contingencies: 
explore reasons for 
failure within specific 
planning decisions. 

Management actions: 
provide more detailed 
assessment (e.g. via SPD) 
of biodiversity 
characteristics of 
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nationally 
protected nature 
conservation areas 
(SSSIs, SAC, SPA, 
SINC etc) 

nationally designated 
nature conservation sites 

effect on internationally or 
nationally regulated nature 
conservation areas.) 

Natural England GIGL data, quality 
assessments of SSSIs 
etc etc,  

Schedules 1 and 2 sites 

Bullets 4,6 WP7c Number of facilities 
which do not harm 
archaeological 
sites, the historic 
environment and 
sensitive receptors 

1.11 Protecting and 
enhancing the quality of 
the local environment for 
residents living near 
waste management 
facilities 

0 Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency, English 
Heritage 

 Monitor annually, 
actions on rolling 3 
year basis (design 
and access 
statement) 

Contingencies: 
explore reasons for 
failure within specific 
planning decisions. 

Management actions: 
provide more detailed 
assessment (e.g. via SPD) 
of  characteristics of 
Schedules 1 and 2 sites 

Bullets 4,6 WP7d Number of facilities 
which do not harm 
groundwater 
surface water and 
watercourses 

6.1 to improve local 
environmental quality 
and limit pollution as 
much as possible to 
minimise impacts on the 
environment and human 
health 

0 Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency 

 Monitor annually, 
actions on rolling 3 
year basis (flood risk 
assessments in 
comparison with 
partner boroughs 
SFRAs and SWMPs) 

Contingencies: 
explore reasons for 
failure within specific 
planning decisions. 

Management actions: 
improve design guidance 
to minimise flood risk, 
co-ordinate enforcement 
action for breaches with 
EA and partner 
boroughs. 

Bullets 4,6 WP7e Pollution incidents 
associated with 
waste 
developments by 
pollutant, severity, 
duration and 
facility type 

6.1 to improve local 
environmental quality 
and limit pollution as 
much as possible to 
minimise impacts on the 
environment and human 
health 

0. Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency, 

 Monitor annually, 
actions on rolling 3 
year basis (air quality 
assessments in 
comparison with 
partner boroughs 
especially Air Quality 
Management Areas). 
Also enforcement 
complaints and 
actions from active 
facilities 

Contingencies: 
explore reasons for 
failure within specific 
planning decisions 
and if pattern to any 
enforcement actions 
of active facilities to 
inform management 
actions. 

Management actions: 
improve design guidance 
to minimise air pollution, 
co-ordinate enforcement 
action for breaches with 
EA and partner 
boroughs. 

Bullets 4,6 WP7f Number of facilities 
which do not 
demonstrate 
minimal impact 
from noise 

6.2 to minimise the 
impact of noise and 
vibration from existing or 
new waste facilities and 
related activities 

0 Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency, DEFRA 

 Monitor annually, 
actions on rolling 3-
year basis (noise 
impact assessment). 
Also EA and borough 
enforcement of 
active waste 
management 
facilities. Also 
comparison with 
DEFRA’s Road Traffic 
Noise Map. 

Contingencies: 
explore reasons for 
failure within specific 
planning decisions 
and if pattern to any 
enforcement actions 
of active facilities to 
inform management 
actions. 

Management actions: 
improve design guidance 
to minimise noise, co-
ordinate enforcement 
action for breaches with 
EA and partner 
boroughs. 

Bullets 4,6 WP7g Number of facilities 
which do not 
demonstrate 
minimal impact 

6.1 to improve local 
environmental quality 
and limit pollution as 
much as possible to 

0 Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 

Monitor annually: 
Travel plan, 
transport 
assessments, route 

Contingencies: 
explore reasons for 
failure within specific 
planning decisions 

Management actions: 
improve design guidance 
to minimise vehicle 
movements and their 
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from traffic (noise, 
air pollution 

minimise impacts on the 
environment and human 
health 

Agency, DEFRA management 
strategy, access 
strategy, delivery 
servicing / freight 
plan. Also 
enforcement 
complaints and 
actions from active 
facilities. 

and if pattern to any 
enforcement actions 
of active facilities to 
inform management 
actions. 

impacts, co-ordinate 
enforcement action for 
breaches with EA and 
partner boroughs. 

Bullets 4,6 WP7h Number of facilities 
which  
demonstrate no 
impact from odour, 
litter, vermin and 
birds 

6.1 to improve local 
environmental quality 
and limit pollution as 
much as possible to 
minimise impacts on the 
environment and human 
health 

100% Waste management 
industry, GLA, 
partner boroughs, 
Environment 
Agency, DEFRA 

Monitor annually, 
including 
enforcement actions 
on active facilities: 
landscape 
assessments, odour 
assessments 

Contingencies: 
explore reasons for 
failure within specific 
planning decisions 
and if pattern to any 
enforcement actions 
of active facilities to 
inform management 
actions. 

Management actions: 
improve design guidance 
to minimise impacts and 
co-ordinate enforcement 
action for breaches with 
EA and partner 
boroughs. 

Bullets 
2,4,6 

WP8 Number of 
developments 
granted for energy 
from waste 
facilities that 
demonstrate a 
positive carbon 
outcome 

1.3 & 1.4 
to promote waste 
management in 
accordance with the 
waste hierarchy in order 
to maximise landfill 
diversion. 

100% GLA, Environment 
Agency, SLWP 
partner boroughs 
(data sources); 
waste management 
industry, BRE 

Assess target 
annually, actions on 
a rolling three year 
basis. Applicants to 
demonstrate 
positive carbon 
outcome of their 
facility having regard 
to the waste 
hierarchy (PPS10) 
using the WRATE 
model (Environment 
Agency) until it is 
replaced by the GLA 
model 

Contingencies: if 
target not being 
delivered and not 
enough capacity in 
planning pipeline, 
explore reasons for 
failure: contact 
waste management 
industry especially 
south London 
operators to explore 
reasons for lack of 
deliverability; also 
other outer London 
waste plan areas  
and south east (to 
facilitate 
comparison); 

Depending on reasons 
for failing target.  

 


