FullName | Company/ Doc section | Question ID Comment
Organisation
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question1 Which of the three growth scenarios EILP31 | Wandsworth should base its policy on a growth scenario
Carpenter should Wandsworth planfor, when between the Central and High growth scenarios.i.e. a
consideringthe need foremployment land requirement forindustrial land of around 3.5 hectares
and premisesinthe borough? and a supply of office premises of around 57,000 sq ms.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 2 What impact would the decision to leave EILP32 | The decisiontoleave the EU isunlikelyto have any
Carpenter the EU have on the preferred growth significantimpactinthe longterm 15 yeartimescale
scenario? covered by the plan, although it may have an advrse
impact on growthin the shortterm 1-5 years.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 3 Do the findings of the ELPS and other EILP33 | No.
Carpenter recentevidence inany way underminethe
strategicobjectives set outinsection6
above?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question4 Should the borough continue to protect EILP34 | Yes, these are required to maintain a pool of land for
Carpenter industrial land, eitheras a Strategic the future expansion of industrial land thatis forecastin
Industrial Location or Locally Significant the high growth scenario.
Industrial Areas, covering broadly similar
areas to the existing designations at
Queenstown Road and alongthe Wandle
Valley?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question5 Are there additional industrialareas that EILP35 | No, the existingareas should be sufficientto
Carpenter the borough should also seek to designate accomodate forecast growth into the future.
as SILor LSIA?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question6 Is itappropriate toretain the existing EILP36 | Thisarea whichishemmedinbythe railwayis
Carpenter designation as StrategicIndustrial Location appropriate to maintainits existing designationasa
for the entirety of the Queenstown Road StrategicInductrial Location.
area, as setoutin the map below?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question7 Should the formerbingo hall in Bendon EILP37 | The Wandsworth Gasholdersite should be prioritised
Carpenter Valley and the Wandsworth gas holdersite for re-designation. | would be more cautious aboutre-
be prioritised forre-designation? designating the bingo hall because of the potential
knock on effects onadjacentsites.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 8 Should this re-designationinclude other EILP91 | No. Furtherredesignation would impactonthe ability
Carpenter sites or areas within the Central to deliverthe land required for potential industrial
Wandsworth or Bendon Valley LSIAs? If so, expansion underthe plan growth scenarios.
whichareasand why?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question9 Are there any othersitesorareas within EILP93 | No furtherredesignations at this stage would prejudice

Carpenter

otherLSIAs that should be prioritised?

the ability to make available sufficientindustrial space
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to meetthe potentially forecast requirement over the
15 year plan period.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question10 | Shouldthe Council continue to protectthe | EILP92 | Yes, but subjectto my comments on Questions 48-53.
Carpenter otherLSIAsin theirentirety forindustrial-
type uses?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question11 | Shouldthe Council continue tosupportthe | EILP38 | Yes, subjectto the continued protection of the New
Carpenter widerregeneration objectives for Nine Covent Garden Market.
Elmsand to only protectindustrial and
distributionsitesinthe SIL?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question12 | Shouldthe Local Plan continue toallowthe | EILP39 | Yes, but release should be gradual and achieve overa
Carpenter loss of industrial and distribution usesin longer period thanthe 15 year planning horizon.
the MUFIEA areas?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question13 | Shouldthe clusters andsitesidentified EILP40 | The Warriner Gardenssite has the potential forde-
Carpenter above be protected forindustrial and designation. | would be cautious about de-designating
distribution uses? othersites.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question14 | Shouldthisinclude specific protection for EILP41 | Yes. These are a valuable asset.
Carpenter such useslocatedin railway arches?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question15 | Ifso, shouldthe Local Planallow change or | EILP42 | Yes, but redevelopment should be for other commercial
Carpenter redevelopmentto non-industrial uses uses which protectemployment. The sitesare not
provided thatthere isnodemandforthe suitable forresidential use.
industrial or distribution use? Should
redevelopment of these sites prioritise
alternative employment uses?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question16 | Arethere reasonable justifications for EILP43 | Yes. Thelikehoodisthatthe extensiveregeneration
Carpenter exceedingthe low growth demand occouringin Wandsworth overthe plan period will draw
forecast, eitherforindividual sites or inadditional industrial and commercial requirements to
cumulatively? Should any of the sites supportthe expansion, soany plan should embrace the
recommended forre-designationin the medium to high growth scenarios. Thereisno
Employment Land and Premises Study be justification for reducing the overallamount of land
retained forindustrial and distribution use? reserved forindustrial and distribution use. Any de-
designations should therefor be complemented by new
designations to maintain the overall amount of land
available forindustrial and distribution use.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question17 | Arethere any additional measuresthat EILP44 | Yes, there are opportunities forintensification on some
Carpenter could be taken to mitigate the loss of sites and some distribution functions could be moved

industrial land, such as further

outside the borough given the integrated nature of the
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intensification of industrial areas or the London economy. Butany such policy will need to be
identification of sites outside the borough integrated with the Local Plans of ofher Boroughs and
where industrial businesses could relocate the London Plan to avoid attempting to rob Peterto pay
to? Paul.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question18 | Shouldthe Local Planseekto protect EILP99 | Yes, these are all areas where office employment will
Carpenter officesinthe followinglocations: Town benefitthe local community.
Centres; The part of the Central Activities
Zonethatisin Nine Elms; Focal Points;
Smaller office clusters neartransport
interchanges oronthe edge of town
centres?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question19 | Arethere other parts of the borough EILP45 | There should be a general presumption of protection of
Carpenter where existing offices should be office space exeptinareaswhere formerresidential
protected? space has been converted into offices.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question20 | Shouldthe Local Planseekto protectBla EILP46 | Yes, these usesshould continue to be protectedin Toen
Carpenter and A2 useslocated above shopsand Centresand local shopping parades.
outside protected shopping frontages? If
so, which locations would be most
appropriate to protect?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question21 | Shouldthe Local Plan continue to support EILP47 | Yes, butitshould be considered as a contribution to the
Carpenter the development of large-scale officesin Londonrequirement, notto the specificoffice
Nine Elms, in particular at the emerging requirements forlocal employmentin Wandsworth.
Battersea Power Stationtown centre?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question22 | Is the forecast pipeline of development EILP48 | No. Pressure from property developersto maximise
Carpenter sufficientto meet this aspect of the profits has resulted in office space beiing squeezed out
borough’s office market overthe plan of developments. Wandswaoth planning policies should
period? ensure thatredeveloped spaces reprovide existing office
space and provide for the additional office space
requirementforecast.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question23 | Arethere specificsitesinoronthe edge of | EILP51 | Planning policies should ensurethat developmentsin
Carpenter the borough’stown centres, orin the other Town Centre sites retain atleast their existing office

areas listed above, that have the potential
to contribute to the demand forlocal and
sub-regional officefloorspace[1]?

floorspace. Expansion of office floorspace should be
focussed on edge of centre sitesand sites located close
to existingand forthcoming transport centres. Crossrail
2 will provide significant opportunities for the expansion
of office space, butthisis unlikely to be delivered until
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towards the end of the paln period, soreliance onit
should not be factored into the office space expansion
plans.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question24 | Arethe areas listed above the most EILP52 | Most of the industrial sites will continue to be required
Carpenter appropriate for new office development? to meetforecastdemand, sowe should be cautious
aboutredesignatingindustrial sites for office use, thogh
there may be scope fordual use in some locations
where the office use supports the industrial use.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 25 | Arethere otherareas or sitesthatthe Local | EILP53 | The Bus Garage off Putney High Street. Thiscould be
Carpenter Planshould seek to designate for new replaced by intensification of the use of the
office development? Wandsworth bus garage site.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 26 | Shouldthe Wandsworth gas holdersite EILP54 | Yes. The Wandsworth Gas Holdersite is particularly well
Carpenter and the formerbingo hall sitein Bendon located forsuch intensification.
Valley be re-designated as Employment
Intensification Areas, seekingincreased
guantities of employment floorspace
alongside otheruses?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question27 | Arethere otherareas, eithersurrounding | EILP55 | The surroundingareas of the Wandsworth Gasholder
Carpenter these sites orelsewhere, that should also site and the former Bingo Hall in Brendan Valley are
be designated as Employment already well used, so probably would not benefitfrom
Intensification Areas? re-designation.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 28 | Shouldthe MUFIEA designationsinthe EILP56 | The MUFIEA designation seemsto have resultedina
Carpenter adopted Local Plan be re-designated as considerable amount of residential ratherthan office
Employment Intensification Areas? building on these sites. Redesignationasan
Employment Intensification Area would rncourage
office, ratherthan residential development.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question29 | What quantity and mix of floorspace and EILP57 | There would be noadvantage in redesignation of the
Carpenter uses could these areas provide? Should this areas if housing provision were to be allowed.
include housing provision alongside
employment uses?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question30 | Shouldthereviewed AreaSpatial Strategy | EILP58 | Yes. All of these are relevant.
Carpenter and site allocations address all or some of

the followingissues: Pedestrian and cycle
access to the Thames from Wandsworth
Town Centre; Access to the Wandle; The
creation of new publicspaces and routes
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through the area; Enhancement of the
Wandle andits banks as a resource for
wildlife; Biodiversity and environmental
issues; Layout of development; Mix and
arrangement of uses across the area; Use
allocations forindividualsites; Analysis of
the historicenvironmentand character of
the area; Place-makinginitiatives such as
cultural usesand activities.

Mr Peter
Carpenter

Putney Labour Party

Question 31

Are there any additional issues that should
be addressed through the AreaSpatial
Strategy and site allocations?

EILP59

Density of development. Both heightand spacing of
buildings.

Mr Peter
Carpenter

Putney Labour Party

Question 32

Are there any additional sites that should
be set outas a detailedsiteallocationin
the Wandsworth LSIA or surrounding area?

EILP94

None thatimmediately come to mind.

Mr Peter
Carpenter

Putney Labour Party

Question 33

Do the proposed routes and spaces set out
inthe adopted Area Spatial Strategy give
the optimal arrangementforthe area? Are
there alternative approaches thatshould
be explored?

EILP60

The Wandle Delta strategy fails to provide a continuous
Thamesside path, and should be amended to do so.

Mr Peter
Carpenter

Putney Labour Party

Question34

Should a similarareaspatial strategy
and/orsite allocation be set out for the
formerbingo hall sitein Bendon Valley? If
so, are there issues specificto this site that
these should address?

EILP61

Ifthe siteisto be redesignated, then aspatial strategy
and site allowcation needs to be developed forthe
formerBingo Hall site.

Mr Peter
Carpenter

Putney Labour Party

Question 35

Should the Local Plan continue to specify
requirementsrelatingto design, rent
levels, leasingand management of new
employment premises? If so, are there any
requirements thatshould be setin addition
orinstead of those given above?

EILP62

Yes. There should be some guidance about whatis
meant by 'realisticrents'.

Mr Peter
Carpenter

Putney Labour Party

Question 36

On large-scale mixed use schemes, should
the Local Planrequire the design of the
developmentto demonstrate that
employment and residential uses
complement each other, that the clustering

EILP63

Yes. There hasbeen pressure to convert ground floor
employment usestoresidentialin some sites witha
significant loss of theiremployment

potential. Segregating office and residential in separate
buildings could help mitigate this.
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and arrangement of employment premises
isdesignedintothe scheme, and that
employment provisionis notsolely
restricted tothe ground floor? Are there
otherdesignand managementissues that
should be taken into account for large-
scale mixed use schemes?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question37 | Shouldthe Local Plan require major EILP64 | Yes. Otherwise we will create dormitory
Carpenter regenerationinitiatives toinclude provision areas. Particularattentiion should be paidto providing
of employment floorspace? incubator space for new and growing companies.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question38 | Ifso, shouldthisfloorspace be of a EILP65 | As indicated above as well as retail and office space,
Carpenter particulartype or size? some incubator space should be provided. Unitsshould
be large enoughtto generate a viable employment
environment, say 1,000 sqm.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question39 | Shouldthe Local Plan specificallyseek EILP66 | Yes. Creative employmentis likely to forman increasing
Carpenter creative workspace as part of large-scale proportion of employment going forward. Giventhat
employment developments? Should the 5.7% of the workforce is currently employedin thisarea
Local Planrequire developersto ensure and theyare a relatively intensive user of space, 10%
that affordable creative workspace is might be an appropriate allocation. This could be
provided as part of this? If so, how much secured by S106 agreements.
and what mechanisms should be used to
secure this?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question40 | Shouldthe Local Planseekto provide new | EILP67 | Yes. Thereisthe opportunitytoreturnformer cultural
Carpenter cultural spaces (such as performance, assets such as the Gym on Wandsworth High Streetand
rehearsal, development orexhibition the Bingo Hall in Mitcham Road and possibly the former
space) as part of large-scale Bingo Hallin Bendon Valley to Theatre and cultural
redevelopments? If so, should this be use. Thiscould be encouraged by restrictionsonthe
targeted at specificareas? What type of development alowed on these sites and the use
mechanisms should be used to secure this? of S106 agreements on related developmentstofund
bringingthem backinto use.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question41 | Shouldthe Local Planseekto ensure that EILP68 | Yes. Otherwise local employers willbe driven out of the
Carpenter affordable workspace is provided for area with adverse knock on effects on retail.
businessesinthe borough?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question42 | Ifso, shouldthisbe ondevelopmentsofa | EILP69 | We should continue to ensure that Town Centre space is
Carpenter particulartype or size, and in particular reserved forlocal businesses, butto ensure affordability

parts of the borough?

this might be on secondary frontages. The continued
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availability of smallerunit sizes suitable forlocal
businessershould be secured.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question43 | How should affordable workspace be EILP70 | S106 agreements will have arole in securing affordable
Carpenter secured —for example through s106 workspace in new developments. Inexisting
agreements? developments continued use can be secured through
the designation process.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question44 | Should managed workspace (seebelow) be | EILP71 | Managed workspace is not always affordable as
Carpenter considered to be affordable, orare there management charges can be high. It would be betterto
othercriteriathat should be set—for secure it by settinga maximum percentage of market
example setting a maximum percentage of rentas is done with 'Affordable Homes".
marketrent?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question45 | Shouldthe Local Planrequire managed EILP72 | Yes, butitis probably not appropriate to provide itonall
Carpenter workspace to be provided on new new developments, only onthe largerones. Managed
developmentsinthe borough? workspace is probablly betterlocated at edge of Town
Centre locations.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question46 | Ifso, shouldthisbe ondevelopmentsofa EILP95 | It should be onthe largerdevelopments which can
Carpenter particulartype or size, and in particular supporta viable level of managed workspace. These are
parts of the borough? likely to be located at the edge of Town Centresto
ensure affordability.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question47 | How should managed workspace be EILP73 | Managed workspace shoudl be specifiedas a% of the
Carpenter secured —for example through s106 employment space mix, say 10% in the planning
agreements? guidance for specificsites. It's continued use as such
could be secured through S106 agreements.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question48 | Shouldthe Havelock Terrace areabe EILP74 | Thereis meritin designating Havelock Terrace asan
Carpenter designated as Industrial Business Park? Industrial Business Park asrecommended by ELPS.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question49 | Arethere otherdesignationsthatwouldbe | EILP96 | No, but it could retainits existing designation.
Carpenter more appropriate forthe Havelock Terrace
area?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question50 | Shouldany other parts of the SIL be EILP75 | The Industrial Business Park designation could be
Carpenter redesignated as Industrial Business Park? extendedto other parts of the SIL where appropriate.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question51 | Shouldthe Local Plan allow residential uses | EILP76 | No. It is bestto avoid mixingindustrialand residential
Carpenter inany part of the SIL? usesas itcan leadto considerable friction between the

two types of users. The development of flats close to
the Western Riverside Waste disposal facilityin
Smugglers Way has caused friction with the new
residentialtenants.
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Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question52 | Arethere opportunities forfurther EILP78 | REdesignigating part of the Stewarts Road areaas
Carpenter consolidation of industrial and otheruses Industrial Business Park might facilitatethe
inthe SIL? If so, how can this be redevelopment which has notyet come to fruition.
realistically achieved and how would it
contribute tointensification of
employment uses, improvements to access
and upgradingthe quality of the public
realminand aroundthe SIL?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question53 | Shouldthe Local Plan continue torequire EILP77 | Yes. The forecasts show a continuing requirement for
Carpenter full replacement provision of existing B1(c), these uses.
B2 and B8 floorspace within the SIL?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question54 | Shouldthe Local Plan continue torequire EILP97 | Giventhe potential shortfall of industrial space overthe
Carpenter full replacement provision of existing B1(c), planperioditisappropriate to retain this provision,
B2 and B8 floorspace within Locally though replacement could be provided on an adjacent
Significant Industrial Areas? site.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question55 | Shouldthe Local Plan continue toonly EILP98 | Yes, giventhe potential shortfall inindustrial land over
Carpenter allow development that falls within the use the plan period.
classes B1(c), B2 and B8 in Locally
Significant Industrial Areas?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question56 | Shouldthe Local Plan continue to protect EILP79 | Yes. Thisisan importantsite forwholesaledistribution
Carpenter the function of New Covent Garden Market and should continue to be protected.
(following the implementation of the
consolidation project recently granted
planning permission)?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question57 | Arethe above criteriathe most EILP80 | Yes, but the marketingrequirement could be extended
Carpenter appropriate to demonstrate thatthere is to 2 yearsand the ownershould need to demonstrate
no demand foremployment floorspace? he has taken all reasonable efforts to market it.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question58 | Should any additional criteriabeincluded, | EILP81 | There should be an 'all reasonable efforts' requirement
Carpenter for example demonstrating that the to marketit.
premises are vacant, or marketing the
premises forredevelopmentincludingan
employment element?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question59 | Should more specificand detailed EILP82 | To demonstrate 'all reasonable efforts'the owneer
Carpenter information regarding the marketing would have to provide details of marketing spend and

requirements be set outalongside the
policy?

when and where it was made.
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Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 60 | Shouldthe Local Plan continue to place EILP83 | Yes in Town Centres employment space should continue
Carpenter restrictions on the alternative uses for to be protected.
which the premisescan be used?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 61 | Shouldthisapproachalsobe appliedto EILP84 | Yes, but there may be areas where more flexibility is
Carpenter officesin Focal Pointsand the CAZ, as well required. Analternativeuseis preferabletoa
as Town Centres? peerpetually empty building.
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question62 | Arethere otherplacesor situationsin EILP85 | Where the proposed alternative use would conflict with
Carpenter which alternative uses forredundant adjacentuses.
employment premises should be
restricted?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 63 | Should policies DMI5, DMI6 and DMI7 EILP86 | Yes, it issensible toawaitthe London Planreview
Carpenter retainthe currentwordingand be before reviewing these.
reviewed as part of the full Local Plan
review ratherthanthis partial review?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 64 | Shouldthessitesallocated for waste EILP87 | Yes, itissensible toawaitthe review of the London Plan
Carpenter managementbe retained, assetoutin the before reviewing these.
adopted SSAD 2016?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 65 | Shouldthe policy approachtowharvesand | EILP88 | Yes, itissensible toawaitthe review of the London Plan
Carpenter the existing safeguarding allocations of the before reviewing these.
borough’s wharves be retainedinlinewith
the existing policy approach, and reviewed
as part of the full Local Plan review?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question66 | Do the policy optionssetoutinthe EILP89 | Yes, subjectto the comments|have made.
Carpenter sections above accurately reflect the
evidence base?
Mr Peter Putney Labour Party Question 67 | Arethere any alternative pieces of EILP90 | | have no furthersuggestions at this stage.
Carpenter evidence orinformation that the Local Plan

review should take into consideration at
this stage?




