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2.
2.1

Introduction and Legislation

This Statement of Consultation (SoC) details the actions of the London
Borough of Croydon, the Royal Borough of Kingston, the London Borough of
Merton and the London Borough of Sutton (hereafter “The Councils”)
undertook for a consultation on an Issues and Preferred Options South
London Waste Plan.

This Statement is often referred to as a Regulation 18 statement. In fact
though, it is intended to meet the requirements of Regulation 22 of the Local
Plan Regulations (S12012/767), paragraph (1) sub-paragraphs (c) (i), (ii), (iii),
(iv)

Regulation 22 (1) of the Local Plan Regulations

22.—(1) The documents prescribed for the purposes of section 20(3) of the
Act are—

(a) the sustainability appraisal report;

(b) a submission policies map if the adoption of the local plan would
result in changes to the adopted policies map;

(c) a statement setting out—

(1) which bodies and persons the local planning authority invited to
make representations under regulation 18,

(i) how those bodies and persons were invited to make
representations under regulation 18,

(i)  a summary of the main issues raised by the representations
made pursuant to regulation 18,

(iv)  how any representations made pursuant to regulation 18 have
been taken into account;

Consultation Methods
The elements of the consultation were as follows:

When? | The consultation ran from the 31 October 2019 to 22 December
2019. However, to remain in line with its Local Plan consultation
which had been extended, Croydon extended the South London
Waste Plan consultation to 20 January 2020. All boroughs
accepted late representations.

Who? | The following groups or persons were consulted:
e Specific consultation bodies, relevant authorities, general
consultation bodies and residents’ groups on the LB Croydon




database plus businesses and residents who expressed a wish to
be on the LB Croydon consultee database

e Specific consultation bodies, relevant authorities, general
consultation bodies and residents’ groups on the RB Kingston
database plus businesses and residents who expressed a wish to
be on the RB Kingston consultee database

e Specific consultation bodies, relevant authorities, general
consultation bodies and residents’ groups on the LB Merton
database plus businesses and residents who expressed a wish to
be on the LB Merton consultee database

e Specific consultation bodies, relevant authorities, general
consultation bodies and residents’ groups on the LB Sutton
database plus businesses and residents who expressed a wish to
be on the LB Sutton consultee database

e Owners of the waste sites proposed to be safeguarded

e Residents on Beddington Lane, Sutton and the roads
immediately off Beddington Lane

e Members of the Beddington North Neighbourhood Forum

e Members of the charity Sustainable Merton

e Prescribed bodies for Duty-to-cooperate purposes

e Members of the London Waste Planning Forum

e L ocal Authorities who received or sent more than 2,500 tonnes
of Household or Commercial & Industrial waste, 5,000 tonnes of

Construction, Demolition & Excavation waste and 100 tonnes of
Hazardous waste in any year between 2013 and 2017.

How?

The following consultation methods were employed:

e Emails and letters to all on the four Councils’ consultee
database, owners of waste sites proposed to be safeguarded,
prescribed Duty-to-cooperate purposes bodies, members of the
London Waste Planning Forum and local Authorities who received
or sent more than 2,500 tonnes of Household or Commercial &
Industrial waste, 5,000 tonnes of Construction, Demolition &
Excavation waste and 100 tonnes of Hazardous waste in any year
between 2013 and 2017.

e Hand-delivered letters to those living on Beddington Lane,
Sutton and the roads immediately off Beddington Lane
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2.2

e \Webpages on each of the four Councils’ websites

e Inclusion on the consultation portal of the Council’s website, if
the Council has a consultation portal

e Documents placed at the main offices and libraries of all four
Councils

e Notices in Local newspapers
e Press releases, where required by the SCI
e Tweets and Facebook posts, where required by the SCI

e Bespoke meetings at the Beddington North Neighbourhood
Forum and Sustainable Merton

Therefore, the scope of the consultation extended beyond the requirements of
Regulation 18 which required the Councils to

Regulation 18 of the Local Plan Regulations
Preparation of a local plan

18.—(1) A local planning authority must—

(a) notify each of the bodies or persons specified in paragraph (2) of the
subject of a local plan which the local planning authority propose to prepare,
and

(b) invite each of them to make representations to the local planning
authority about what a local plan with that subject ought to contain.

(2) The bodies or persons referred to in paragraph (1) are—
(a) such of the specific consultation bodies as the local planning authority
consider may have an interest in the subject of the proposed local plan;

(b) such of the general consultation bodies as the local planning authority
consider appropriate; and

(c) such residents or other persons carrying on business in the local
planning authority’s area from which the local planning authority consider it
appropriate to invite representations.

(3) In preparing the local plan, the local planning authority must take into
account any representation made to them in response to invitations under
paragraph (1).




2.3

3.2

In providing an Issues and Preferred Options document, the Councils went
beyond what was required (inviting representations on what the plan should
contain) because the Councils considered waste planning is a complex matter
and context to the issues and options was required. Nevertheless. The
representors were able to make general comments as the final question
stated:

Is there any other aspect of waste planning that the plan ought to contain?

Statements of Community Involvement

In addition, the consultation needs to meet the requirements of each Council’s
Statement of Community Involvement approved or adopted on the date the
consultation started (315t October 2019). The Councils’ approved or adopted
Statement of Community Involvement on that date is as follows:

LB Croydon Statement Of Community Involvement (2018)

RB Kingston Statement of Community Involvement (2007)

LB Merton Statement of Community Involvement (2006)

LB Sutton Statement of Community Involvement (2014)

However, as shown in the previous paragraph, both RB Kingston’s and LB
Merton’s Statements of Community Involvement were more than five years’
out-of-date and so could not be used, although both Councils had new, draft
Statements of Community Involvement about to be adopted or approved.
Consequently, for this consultation. RB Kingston and LB Merton’s consultation
requirements defaulted to the Regulation 18 tests. The following tables set out
each Council’'s Statement of Community Involvement Requirements and
whether they have been met.

London Borough of Croydon

Method of Consultation Required | Done | Evidence Available

by SCI?

Contact consultees on database Required YES | Bodies and
organisations on
request

Local Plan webpage Required YES | See Appendix

Consultation webpage Required YES | A link was provided

to the Sutton
consultation portal

Documents in council offices and Required YES | Delivered

libraries

Seeking hard-to-reach groups Required YES | Within the consultee
database

Notice in local newspaper Optional NO |-

Advertisement in council Optional NO |-

communications

General meetings Optional NO |-

Bespoke meetings Optional NO |-

Social media Optional YES | See Appendix




Royal Borough of Kingston — Defaulted to Regulation 18 requirements

Method of Consultation Required | Done | Evidence Available
by Regs?
Notify specific consultation bodies | Optionalin | YES | Through Consultee
that a South London Waste Planis | scope Database. Bodies
being prepared and invite and organisations
representations on what the South on request
London Waste Plan should contain
Notify general consultation bodies | Optional in | YES | Through Consultee
that a South London Waste Plan is | scope Database. Bodies
being prepared and invite and organisations
representations on what the South on request
London Waste Plan should contain
Notify residents and business Optional in | YES | Through Consultee
owners that a South London Waste | scope Database. Bodies
Plan is being prepared and invite and organisations
representations on what the South on request
London Waste Plan should contain
Consultation webpage No YES | See Appendix
Documents in council offices and No YES | Delivered
libraries
Council committees No YES | Strategic Housing &
Planning Committee
8 October
(see website)
Social media No YES | See Appendix

Merton — Defaullted to Regulation 18 requirements

Method of Consultation Required Done | Evidence

by Regs? Available
Notify specific consultation bodies | Optionalin | YES | Through Consultee
that a South London Waste Plan is scope Database. Bodies
being prepared and invite and organisations
representations on what the South on request
London Waste Plan should contain
Notify general consultation bodies Optionalin | YES | Through Consultee
that a South London Waste Plan is scope Database. Bodies
being prepared and invite and organisations
representations on what the South on request
London Waste Plan should contain
Notify residents and business Optional in | YES | Through Consultee
owners that a South London Waste | scope Database. Bodies
Plan is being prepared and invite and organisations
representations on what the South on request
London Waste Plan should contain
Local Plan webpage No YES | See Appendix
Notice in newspaper No YES | See Appendix
Social Media No YES | See Appendix
Dedicated phone and email No YES | See website in

Appendix




4.1

4.2

Council committee meeting

No

YES

Borough Plan
Advisory
Committee

13 September
Cabinet

19 September
(see website)

Bespoke Meeting

No

YES

Sustainable
Merton/Abundance
Wimbledon

Notes Available

Method of Consultation Required | Done | Evidence Available

by SCI?

Contact consultees on database Required | YES Bodies and
organisations on
request

Local Plan webpage Required | YES See Appendix

Consultation webpage Required | YES See Appendix

Documents in council offices and Required | YES Delivered

libraries

Notice in local newspaper Required | YES See Appendix

Press release Required | NO The press release
now goes straight
out as a Facebook
post

Council committee meeting Required | YES Housing, Economy
& Business
Committee
8 October
(see website)

Social media Required | YES See Appendix

General meetings Optional NO -

Bespoke meetings Optional YES BNNF
Minutes available

Letters to residents on and around | Special YES Delivered

Beddington Lane 1 November

4. Consultation Responses

A total of 1,155 formal responses were received from 57 respondents on the
South London Waste Plan issues and Preferred Options Document and its

Sustainability Appraisal document.

The following table provides a summary of the responses and the council
comment (in bold). A full list of the representations and the full officer
comments are set out in an accompanying document.
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Observations 30 Representations

The Wandle Valley Forum considered the plan in the context of their charter relating to consistency of planning, and asked that issues
be identified for 6 sites in close proximity to the Wandle

Councils’ Action: References added to safeguarding the Wandle in sites section

National Grid highlighted existing procedures for dealing with overhead lines, high pressure gas pipelines and land rights relating to
NG assets and easement strips

Councils’ Action: References added in the sites section

The Mayor of London commented that the plan was not in conformity with the draft new London Plan re policies prohibiting new waste
sites coming forward, and sought further information on the methodology for determining suitability of existing sites for intensification.
There was also concerned about the implementation of the waste hierarchy.

Councils’ Action: Councils produced a Sites Appraisal document and Deliverability Report.

Transport for London commented that the proposed plan is largely compliant with strategic transport policies, and recommended
measures relating to sustainable transport of waste (inc. rail and waterways), traffic management/highway improvements, impacts on
Healthy Streets, Vision Zero, delivery and servicing plans, tram infrastructure and Crossrail 2 proposals.

Councils’ Action: References added to policies WP5 and WP9

Environment Agency suggested that the plan could include an assessment of the contributions of exempt sites

Councils’ Comment: Exempt sites already included

Curley Skip Hire agreed with the carry forward of sites from the 2011 plan and suggested that planning should provide for a reduction
in waste production.

Councils’ Comment: London Plan apportionment figures already include a 5% reduction for waste generation

Merton Conservatives commented that they support a more ambitious target for recycling against what is currently sent to
landfill/lERF, and support the net self-sufficiency target for waste generation and management. They call for an additional facility in the
north of the borough, the improvement of current waste collection arrangements and oppose the transfer of non-hazardous waste into
the area where it can be recycled in its borough of origin.

Councils’ Comment: Waste collection is a matter for the South London Waste Partnership, the plan envisages no new
hazardous waste facilities.

North London Waste Plan boroughs noted increased provision for waste arisings as a result of draft London Plan apportionments, and
suggested that monitoring indicators need to be added.

Councils’ Action: Monitoring policy and table added.

Surrey County Council commented that the plan complements their own and they are generally supportive, with conditions.
Councils’ Comment: Noted

SUEZ considered that greater flexibility was needed to allow new waste sites to come forward and agreed with the carry forward
approach from the 2011 plan but suggested an Agent of Change principle to accommodate new developments, in accordance with
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national and regional documents.

Councils’ Action: Agent of Change policy added

Historic England commented that the plan should identify heritage assets and include policies to conserve or enhance the historic
environment, and recommended changes on safeguarding of archaeological artefacts and remains.

Councils’ Action: References added to the sites section

The Heathdene Area Residents Group agreed with the vision, objectives and Sutton safeguarding policies and queried the volume of
projected waste water increase, as well as what will happen to waste currently sent to Beddington Farmlands

Councils’ Comment: The volume waste is based on London Plan figures. Beddington Farmlands landfill has now closed.
South London Nappies suggested promotion of reusable nappies to reduce landfill and hazardous waste

Councils’ Comment: Noted.

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Tim Foster challenged the strategic long term thinking on waste movements and called for
reduction in HGV waste movements in Beddington

Councils’ Comment: Sutton council is undertaking a study of transport capacity on Beddington Lane.

Various comments from local residents on the Energy Recovery Facility and HGV waste traffic, cost of waste to residents and calling
for increased air monitoring in Hackbridge and Beddington

Councils’ Comment: Noted

Essex County Council supported the increased potential for net self sufficiency allowed by planning over a larger area, allowing a
more strategic and sustainable approach

Councils’ Comment: Noted

Key Issues

1 Cross-Boundary Issues

1 representation

Councils’ Action: Paragraph 3.25 amended

e The Mayor of London/GLA supported retention of existing sites, and suggested changes to demonstrate the aims of net self-
sufficiency in London while allowing small amounts of waste across borders due to operational and environmental considerations.

2 How Much Waste Must the SLWP Plan for?

1 representation

Councils’ Comment: Noted

e Viridor agreed with approach to plan for higher London Plan apportionments, and inclusion of constrained sites
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3 Scarcity of Land 4 representations

Mayor of London/GLA called for more recent evidence on scarcity of land and commented that the plan should not prohibit new waste
sites coming forward in industrial areas.

Councils’ Comment: Councils are using the London Industrial Land Demand Study (2017) as evidence

Environment Agency disagreed with statements on the circular economy regarding throughput per unit area, and suggested estimates
for tonnage per hectare

Councils’ Comment: The councils do not need to use atonnage per hectare estimate

Viridor commented that while modern waste management facilities can be more efficient in terms of land use, need for capacity for
management and maintenance uses mean that site designation should not be overly restrictive.

Councils’ Comment: Noted

Essex County Council expressed concern over the potential change of waste sites to wider industrial use, and the flexibility of policies
in the plan, that might lead to a shortfall in capacity

Councils’ Comment: Noted

4 Waste Transfer Facilities 2 representations

Environment Agency asked for confirmation that railheads in Chessington are safeguarded by the policies in the plan.
Councils’ Comment: Days Aggregates only manages waste at the Purley Depot and not its Chessington Depot
Essex County Council disagreed with plans to remove safeguarding at Beddington Farmlands

Councils’ Comment: Beddington Farmlands landfill has closed

5 Climate Change, the End of Landfill and the Circular Economy | 1 representation

Viridor noted that the changes at Beddington Farmlands will still require space for infrastructure associated with management and
maintenance of the restored landfill.
Councils’ Comment: Noted:
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Vision and Objectives 51 representations

9 organisations and 42 residents responded

Draft Vision - Yes 22, No 20, Don’t know 7. Objectives - Yes 21, No 21, Don’t know 7.

Curley Skip Hire agreed with vision and objectives but suggested the need for policies to reduce waste, and unnecessary to
safeguard unsuitable sites

Councils’ Action: Site C3 deleted

Surrey County Council agreed with both vision and objectives but sought clarity on self-sufficiency aims

Councils’ Comment: Noted

SUEZ agreed with aims and objectives with reservations over clarity of wording on hazardous waste for net self-sufficiency and use of
the Benedict Wharf site.

Councils’ Action: Vision and Objectives amended

Viridor - agreed with vision and objectives

Councils’ Comment: Noted.

Designing Out Crime Officer, Metropolitan Police - agreed with vision and objectives and requested that officers be invited to view and
comment on security for new and additional waste infrastructure

Councils’ Action: Reference added to Policy WP5

South London Nappies - disagreed with vision and objectives and commented that reusable nappies should be promoted and funded
Councils’ Comments: Noted

NHS England agreed with vision and objectives and commented on wording of arrangements for clinical waste

Councils’ Action: Councils have tried to contact NHS England but have had no response

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Tim Foster - disagreed with vision and objectives and commented on volume of HGV waste traffic
in Beddington

Councils’ Action: Sutton council is undertaking a transport capacity study of Beddington Lane

Essex County Council expressed support for the Vision and Objectives

Councils’ Comment: Noted

Residents - for the vision 14 agreed, 18 disagreed, 1 don’t know. For objectives 13 agreed, 19 disagreed, 1 don’t know. Comments
concerning traffic and amenity issues and opposition to the vision, and in Kingston the closure of the Cox Lane site

Councils’ Comment: The closure of Cox Lane is a matter for the South London Waste Partnership
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Policies

WPL1 - Strategic Approach to Household and Commercial/Industrial Waste 48 representations

e Agree 13, Disagree 19, Don’t know 10
e The Mayor of London/GLA objected to references to submissions made at the London Plan Examination in Public being included in
the draft plan and directed the Councils to update the apportionment figures.
Councils’ Comment: Noted
e Environment Agency - objected to policy of new waste sites as new waste transfer sites may be needed
Councils’ Comment: Disagree
e Curley Skip Hire - commented on safeguarding of unsuitable sites
Councils’ Action: Site C3 deleted
e Surrey County Council - agreed with policy other than management of windfall sites
Councils’ Comment: Noted
e SUEZ - suggested change to wording on new sites not being permitted unless for compensatory provision
Councils’ Comment: Disagree. There is a lot of untapped capacity within the existing sites
e Viridor agreed with policy but queried wording on extensions or contingency space for management
Councils’ Comment: Noted
e NHS England objected to policy and requested additional sites to deal with clinical waste
Councils’ Action: Councils have tried to contact NHS England but have had no response
e South London Nappies - disagreed with policy and requested promotion and funding of reusable nappies
Councils’ Comment: Noted
e Northamptonshire County Council were concerned that a ban on new waste sites as per WP1(d) seemed too restrictive
Councils’ Comment: The existing sites can meet the need and there is sufficient untapped capacity within existing sites
e Essex County Council disagreed with policy of not permitting new waste sites unless classed as compensatory provision.
Councils’ Comment: The existing sites can meet the need and there is sufficient untapped capacity within existing sites
e Residents responses - 13 supported the draft policy, 19 did not support. On safeguarding existing sites 12 supported, 13 did not
support.
Councils’ Comment: Noted

WP?2 - Strategic Approach to Other Forms of Waste 44 responses

e Agree 14, Disagree 16, Don’t know 12
e Thames Water supported the policy and provided guidance references for water supply, wastewater and water quality
Councils’ Comment: Noted
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e Environment Agency - objected to position on restriction of new sites
Councils’ Comments: The existing sites can meet the need and there is sufficient untapped capacity within existing sites
e The Mayor of London/GLA - commented on use of the term apportionment and recommended wording changes
Councils’ Action: Amendment made
e Curley Skip Hire - queried safeguarding unsuitable sites
Councils’ Action: Site C3 deleted
e North London Waste Plan Boroughs - questions on clarity of policy wording on construction, demolition and excavation waste
Councils’ Action: Clarification on excavation waste provided
e Surrey County Council supported WP2 but queried discounting of demand for CD&E sites and the absence of excavation waste
Councils’ Comment: The existing sites can meet the need and there is sufficient untapped capacity within existing sites
e SUEZ suggested changes in line with their response to WP1
Councils’ Action: Policy WP2 revised
e NHS England did not support policy for reasons of clinical waste provision as per their reply to WP1
Councils’ Action: Councils have tried to contact NHS England but have had no response
e South London Nappies did not support policy on grounds of reusable nappy provision as per WP1
Councils’ Comment: Noted
e Essex County Council commented and said they felt that the proposal to not permit new CD&E waste sites unless compensatory was
unsound, as was the approach to hazardous waste sites
Councils’ Comment: The existing sites can meet the need and there is sufficient untapped capacity within existing sites
e Of resident responses, 12 supported the policy and 14 said they did not support (including Sutton Independent Residents). Comments
on size and format of the questionnaire and sewage treatment
Councils’ Comment: Noted

WP3 - Safeguarding of Existing Waste Sites 43 responses

e Agree 13, Disagree 15, Don’t know 14

e Mayor of London/GLA questioned the approach to compensatory provision and the selection criteria/approach for suitable sites, and
supported the introduction of circular economy principles
Councils’ Comment: Disagree on compensatory provision. The councils are producing a site appraisal document. The
circular economy is dealt with in Policy 7

e Curley Skip Hire agreed with safeguarding of sites but suggested less suitable ones should be considered on a case by case basis
Councils’ Action: Site C3 deleted

e Surrey County Council suggested the AMR be referred to for the most up to date site list and queried some of the policy wording
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Councils’ Action: Policy WP3 amended

Veoilia supported the intensification of safeguarded sites to increase throughput

Councils’ Comment: Noted

SUEZ suggested amendments to the wording of part (c) to include limits on compensatory provision, and queried the robustness of
the plan to deal with unexpected eventualities

Councils’ Action: Contingencies policy (WP10) added

Viridor supported the safeguarding of existing sites but queried the boundaries shown in the plan relating to the ERF.

Councils’ Action: Boundaries have been revised

NHS England disagreed with the policy and called for additional facilities for clinical waste

Councils’ Action: Councils have tried to contact NHS England but have had no response

Essex County Council supported the concept of safeguarding waste sites but suggested that the policy should be limited to a specific
distance from the site rather than specific boundaries, and did not support clauses refusing compensatory provision for waste sites
outside the SLWP area

Councils’ Comment: Buffer zones around waste sites not feasible. Disagree.

Residents comments on clarity of the plan, costs and capacity to deal with packaging etc until recycling levels and reduced packaging
increase

Councils’ Comment: Noted. .

- Sites for Compensatory Provision 43 responses

Agree 14, Disagree 19, don’t know 9

Environment Agency called for safeguarding of transhipment hubs in the area, such as railheads

Councils’ Action: Purley railhead is safeguarded. Chessington railhead does not manage or transfer waste

Curley Skip Hire suggested that compensatory provision policies should be applied to decide on safeguarding of existing sites
Councils’ Action: Site C3 deleted

Surrey County Council expressed support for the policy

Councils’ Comment: Noted

SUEZ suggested that the policy should apply to new waste sites, and that policy should be reworded to take account of cumulative
impacts

Councils’ Action: Cumulative impacts are stressed in the sites section

NHS England did not support as no inclusion of facilities for clinical waste

Councils’ Action: Councils have tried to contact NHS England but have had no response
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WPS5 -

Protecting and Enhancing Amenity 47 responses

Agree 18, disagree 14, don’t know 9

Environment Agency recommended introducing references to an Agent of Change principle into the plan, and use of the CEEQUAL
standard alongside BREEAM to capture additional materials and design elements of new facilities

Councils’ Action: Agent of Change policy added. Policy Wp6 changed to include CEEQUAL

Curley Skip Hire suggested that the policies for compensatory provision should be applied to decide whether to safeguard existing
sites

Councils’ Action: Site C3 deleted

Surrey County Council supported the policy and suggested waste development within the Green Belt can only be justified if need
cannot be met on land elsewhere

Councils’ Comment: Noted

Veolia suggested introducing an Agent of Change element to the policy

Councils’ Action: Agent of Change policy added

SUEZ and Viridor both sought increased flexibility on external loading/unloading on a case-by-case basis

Councils’ Comment: The councils consider there is sufficient flexibility is within the red lines of the site safeguarding
The Designing Out Crime Officer recommended that safety and security should be added to the policy

Councils’ Action: Reference added to WP5

NHS England agreed in principle but reiterated the need to include additional clinical waste facilities

Councils’ Action: Councils have tried to contact NHS England but have had no response

Essex County Council felt that the requirements for loading and unloading in enclosed buildings were too prescriptive

Councils’ Comment: Disagree. This has been the most successful element of the 2011 South London Waste Plan policies
Residents comments on cost, impact on the Beddington area and the need for more air quality monitors in the Hackbridge Area. One
felt that the policy should be modified to reflect net gain in biodiversity and provide further protection of rivers

Councils’ Action: Biodiversity is already included. Protection of rivers has been strengthened

- Sustainable Design and Construction of Waste Facilities 41 responses

Agree 19, disagree 12, don’t know 8

Environment Agency suggested use of CEEQUAL assessments in place of BREEAM
Councils’ Action: Policy amended so that CEEQUAL and BREEAM can be used
Curley Skip Hire agreed with the policy where possible

Councils’ Action: Site C3 deleted

Surrey County Council supported the policy
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Councils’ Action: Noted

SUEZ questioned reference to ‘Designing Waste Facilities’ guidance documents and suggested it should be restricted to where
appropriate, and queried requirements to use green roofs on waste facilities

Councils’ Comment: Disagree. The council expects new development to have high sustainable attributes

Designing Out Crime Officer recommended inclusion of the safety and security section from BREEAM

Councils’ Action: Safety and security considerations added to Policy WP5

NHS England agree in principle subject to additional clinical waste facilities

Councils’ Action: Councils have tried to contact NHS England but have had no response

Residents comments on cost and protection of existing wildlife habitats, as well as fitting with sprinklers

Councils’ Comment: Noted

WP7

- The Benefits of Waste 43 responses

Agree 17, disagree 14, don’t know 11

Environment Agency asked that thermal treatment technologies should be explained in more detail, and should also refer to energy
from waste such as the ERF

Councils’ Comment: Councils understand the Mayor’s statement refers to all thermal treatments

Curley Skip Hire agreed with the policy

Councils’ Action: Site C3 deleted

Surrey County Council queried references to recycling within the policy and suggested that the wording should be more positive
Councils’ Comment: Noted

SUEZ supported the policy and suggested moving it forward in the document to set the tone for positive impacts

Councils’ Comment: Noted

South London Nappies did not support the policy and suggested waste does not offer a benefit in terms of disposable nappies
Councils’ Comment: Noted

Resident comments included broad support for locating new facilities to support employment and queries over traffic impacts of site
intensification

Councils’ Comment: Noted

Essex County Council felt that Clause b of the policy ‘Waste development for additional Energy from Waste facilities will not be
supported’ was too prescriptive and inflexible

Councils’ Comment: The Councils are following the London Environment Strategy
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WPS8 - Planning Obligations 40 responses

Agree 17, disagree 15, don’t know 9

Curley Skip Hire suggested that the criteria should be used in safeguarding considerations

Councils’ Comment: Site C3 deleted

Surrey County Council supported the policy

Councils’ Comment: Noted

SUEZ questioned whether the policy is necessary given the role of the development management process in identifying planning
obligations and considered the policy wording too complex

Councils’ Comment: Disagree

NHS England support the policy in principle, subject to additional facilities for clinical waste

Councils’ Action: Councils have tried to contact NHS England but have had no response

Resident comments on cost and enforcing traffic restrictions in planning obligations in locations such as Beddington
Councils’ Comment: Noted

Safeguarding of Individual Sites - Croydon

General Comments 6 responses

Historic England recommended that references to archaeological priority areas should be amended to reflect the borough review
Councils’ Action: References added

Residents comments on cost, traffic in Beddington, and the need to expand any site
Councils’ Action: Sutton council is undertaking a study of transport capacity on Beddington Lane

Site Comments including no. of responses for and against safeguarding
C1 - Able Waste Services e Agree 10, Disagree 5, Don’'t Know 10
e Historic England suggest that Airport House be added as an issue to consider
Councils’ Action: Reference added.
e Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded
C2 - Croydon Car Spares e Agree 9, Disagree 4, Don’t Know 10
e Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
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Councils’ Action: Site closed. Within residential area. Not safeguarded

C3 - Curley Skip Hire

Agree 10, Disagree 5, Don’t Know 9

Curley Skip Hire objected to safeguarding of the site on size and surrounding residential use
grounds

Councils’ Action: Site deleted

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Within residential area. Not safeguarded

C4 - Days Aggregate, Purley Depot

Agree 11, Disagree 4, Don’t Know 9

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Days Aggregates stressed the importance of concrete and building material production at a
time of significant construction proposals, as well as railway works, and supported the
retention and increased flexibility for use of the site. Company also reported that the site
manages 169,000tpa of C&D waste

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded. Site guidance amended to allow for flexibility

C5 - Factory Lane Waste Transfer
Stn

Agree 11, Disagree 5, Don’'t Know 8

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses

Councils’ Action: Safequarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should not be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

C6 - Fishers Farm Civic Amenity
Site

Agree 9, Disagree 3, Don’t Know 10

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

C7 - Henry Woods Waste Mgmt

Agree 8, Disagree 4, Don’t Know 11
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

C8 - New Era Metals

Agree 10, Disagree 5, Don’t Know 10
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Historic England suggest that Airport House be added as an issue to consider
Councils’ Action: Reference added.

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

C9 - Pear Tree Farm

Agree 8, Disagree 5, Don’t Know 11

Surrey County Council comment that site is not suitable for intensification but have no
objections to safeguarding as an existing site

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

C10 - Purley Oaks Civic Amenity
Site

Agree 8, Disagree 4, Don’t Know 11

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safequarded

C11 - SafetyKleen, Coulsdon

Agree 6, Disagree 4, Don’t Know 12
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safequarded

C12 - Stubbs Mead Depot

Agree 9, Disagree 4, Don’t Know 10

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safequarded

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Historic England commented that the site will need to be an archaeological consideration
given its size.

Councils’ Action: Reference added
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Safeguarding of Individual Sites - Kingston

General Comments

e Resident question over costs
Councils’ Comment: Noted

Site Comments including no. of responses for and against safeguarding

K1 - Chessington Equestrian Centre e Agree 6, Disagree 7, Don’t Know 14

e PoppyMill Ltd objected and said that the site is not a permanent site and has no opportunity
to intensify use
Councils’ Action: Site K1 deleted

e Elmbridge Borough Council commented and strongly objected to safeguarding of the site on
status, proximity to Green Belt and transport access grounds
Councils’ Action: Site K1 deleted

e Claygate Parish Council objected to retention of the site on the same grounds as for
Elmbridge Borough Council
Councils’ Action: Site K1 deleted

e Surrey County Council commented and said that it would resist any new proposals which
would result in access from the Kingston Bypass, as well as on Green Belt grounds
Councils’ Action: Site K1 deleted

e Historic England commented that the site if safeguarded would need to be considered on
archaeological grounds
Councils’ Action: Site K1 deleted

e Sutton Independent Residents/Cllr Foster agreed should not be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Site K1 deleted

K2 - Genuine Solutions Group e Agree 7, Disagree 2, Don’t Know 14
e Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

K3 - Kingston Civic Amenity Site e Agree 10, Disagree 2, Don’t Know 12
e Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safequarded
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Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

K4 - Kingston Waste Transfer
Station

Agree 10, Disagree 2, Don’t Know 12

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Safeguarding of Individual Sites - Merton

General Comments

schools and fly tipping

e Wimbledon Park Residents Association commented and called for analysis of the impact of waste processing on air pollution,
including detailed studies of the Weir Road site and restrictions on throughput if exceeding EU limits
Councils’ Comment: Noted. Please see Policy WP5 and guidance within the sites section

e Residents comments include cost and air quality/smell associated with the Willow Lane site, with concern about impact on nearby

Councils’ Comment: Noted. Please see Policy WP5 and guidance within the sites section

Site

Comments including no. of responses for and against safeguarding

M1 - B&T@Work

7 Agree, 5 Disagree, 9 Don’t Know

National Grid requested that overhead lines crossing the site be considered as part of
safeguarding and future site development

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M2 - European Metal Recycling

9 Agree, 5 Disagree, 9 Don’t know
National Grid requested that overhead lines crossing the site be considered as part of
safeguarding and future site development
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Councils’ Action: Reference added
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M3 - Deadman Confidential

9 Agree, 5 Disagree, 9 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M4 - Garth Rd Civic Amenity Site

13 Agree, 3 Disagree, 7 Don’t know

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M5 - Garth Road Transfer Station

12 Agree, 3 Disagree, 9 Don’t Know

National Grid requested that overhead lines crossing the site be considered as part of
safeguarding and future site development

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M6 - George Killoughery

7 Agree, 5 Disagree, 11 Don’t know

The Wandle Valley Forum recommends that the plan should explicitly support any
development of the site respecting the character of the Wandle, its function and open space,
as well as a new public route along the riverbank

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Transport for London asked to be consulted on any sites in close proximity to the tram
network, and for potential impact to be flagged as an issue to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M7 LMD Waste Management (Abbey

8 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know
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Industrial Estate)

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M8 - LMD Waste Management
(Willow Lane)

10 Agree, 5 Disagree, 9 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M9 - Maguire Skips (Wandle Way)

9 Agree, 5 Disagree, 9 Don’t know

Maguire Skips Request that the plan be updated to show Powerday Ltd as the new site
operator at Weir Road, and that the Wandle Way site should continue to be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Reference changed. Safeguarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M10 - Maguire Skips (Weir Court)

9 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know

Maguire Skips Request that the plan be updated to show Powerday Ltd as the new site
operator at Weir Road

Councils’ Action: Reference changed

The Wandle Valley Forum recommends that the plan should explicitly support any
development of the site respecting the character of the Wandle, its function and open space
Councils’ Action: Reference added

Transport for London noted that the site is included on land previously identified for use in
construction of Crossrail 2, and advised that any future redevelopment plans should be
refused

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M11 - Morden Transfer Station

9 Agree, 4 Disagree, 10 Don’t know

SUEZ agreed that the site should be safeguarded, and requested that consideration be
given to permitting operations to be carried out without the need for fully enclosed buildings.
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded. See Policy WP5

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

26




M12 - NJB Recycling

8 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know

Transport for London noted that the site is included on land previously identified for use in
construction of Crossrail 2, and advised that any future redevelopment plans should be
refused

Councils’ Comment: Disagree

The Wandle Valley Forum recommends that the plan should explicitly support any
development of the site respecting the character of the Wandle, its function and open space
Councils’ Action: Reference added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M13 - One Waste Clearance

7 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M14 - Reston Waste Transfer &
Recovery

9 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know

Transport for London noted that the site is included on land previously identified for use in
construction of Crossrail 2, and any future redevelopment plans should be refused
Councils’ Comment: Disagree

The Wandle Valley Forum recommended that the plan should explicitly support any
development of the site respecting the character of the Wandle, its function and open space
Councils’ Action: Reference added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M15 - Riverside AD Facility

8 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know

The Wandle Valley Forum recommended that the plan should explicitly support any
development of the site respecting the character of the Wandle, its function and open space,
as well as a new public route along the riverbank

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Historic England requested that the Wandle Valley Conservation Area be referenced in the
planning designation and list of issues to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference to be added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded
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M16 - Riverside Bio Waste
Treatment Centre

9 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know

The Wandle Valley Forum recommended that the plan should explicitly support any
development of the site respecting the character of the Wandle, its function and open space,
as well as a new public route along the riverbank

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Historic England requested that the Wandle Valley Conservation Area be referenced in the
planning designation and list of issues to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference to be added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M17 - UK and European (Ranns)
Construction

7 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

M18 - Wandle Waste Management

7 Agree, 5 Disagree, 10 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

Safeguarding of Individual Sites - Sutton

General Comments

Kimpton (S7) as a local facility

Comments by residents on waste operations in Beddington, particularly HGV traffic volumes along Beddington Lane, and the value of

Comment by Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster about overloading of concrete lorries
Councils’ Action: Sutton council is undertaking a transport capacity study on Beddington Lane

Site

Comments including no. of responses for and against safeguarding

S1- 777 Recycling Centre

13 Agreed, 7 Disagreed, 9 Don’t know

National Grid asked that an underground electricity cable near the site be added as an issue
to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference added
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Transport for London commented on the intensification of sites and the need to consider the
Transport for London Road Network as part of any planning application, requesting that the
Issues to Consider should include assessment of cumulative highways impact

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster stated that site should not be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S2 - Beddington Farmlands ERF

15 Agreed, 13 Disagreed, 6 Don’t know

National Grid asked that 2 overhead electricity cables crossing the site be added as an issue
to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Transport for London commented on the intensification of sites and the need to consider the
Transport for London Road Network as part of any planning application, requesting that the
Issues to Consider should include assessment of cumulative highways impact.

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safequarded

S3 - Cannon Hygiene

12 Agreed, 6 Disagreed, 11 Don’t know

Transport for London asked to be consulted on any sites in close proximity to the tram
network, and for potential impact to be flagged as an issue to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Transport for London commented on the intensification of sites and the need to consider the
Transport for London Road Network as part of any planning application, requesting that the
Issues to Consider should include assessment of cumulative highways impact.

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S4 - Croydon Transfer Station

14 Agreed, 3 Disagreed, 12 Don’t know

Transport for London commented on the intensification of sites and the need to consider the
Transport for London Road Network as part of any planning application, requesting that the
Issues to Consider should include assessment of cumulative highways impact.

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses
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Councils’ Action: Safeguarded
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S5 - Hinton Skips

8 Agreed, 5 Disagreed, 14 Don’t know

National Grid asked that 2 overhead electricity cables and an underground cable crossing
the site be added as an issue to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Transport for London commented on the intensification of sites and the need to consider the
Transport for London Road Network as part of any planning application, requesting that the
Issues to Consider should include assessment of cumulative highways impact.

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Hinton Skips considered that the site should be safeguarded for waste uses

Councils’ Action: Safequarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S6 - Hydro Cleansing

8 Agreed, 5 Disagreed, 15 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safequarded

S7 - Kimpton Civic Amenity Site

31 Agreed, 3 Disagreed, 3 Don’t know

National Grid asked that an overhead electricity cable crossing the site be added as an issue
to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Veolia welcomed safeguarding of the site for future waste uses

Councils’ Action: Safequarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S8 - King Concrete

7 Agreed, 7 Disagreed, 14 Don’t know

National Grid asked that an overhead electricity cable crossing the site be added as an issue
to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Transport for London commented on the intensification of sites and the need to consider the

30




Transport for London Road Network as part of any planning application, requesting that the
Issues to Consider should include assessment of cumulative highways impact.

Councils’ Action: Reference added

King Concrete considered that the land should be safeguarded for waste uses along with
land immediately to the south of the site, to allow for expansion proposals

Councils’ Action: Safeguarded. Site boundary redrawn

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster stated that site should not be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S9 - Premier Skip Hire

9 Agreed, 6 Disagreed, 12 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S10 - Raven Recycling

8 Agreed, 6 Disagreed, 14 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S11 - TGM Environmental

7 Agreed, 6 Disagreed, 14 Don’t know
Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster agreed should be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safeguarded

S12 - Country Waste Skip Hire
(Beddington Lane Resource
Recovery Facility)

8 Agreed, 8 Disagreed, 14 Don’t know

National Grid asked that 2 overhead electricity cables crossing the site be added as an issue
to consider

Councils’ Action: Reference added

Transport for London commented on the intensification of sites and the need to consider the
Transport for London Road Network as part of any planning application, requesting that the
Issues to Consider should include assessment of cumulative highways impact.

Councils’ Action: Reference added

SUEZ commented supporting the strategy for safeguarding site S12 and no longer
safeguarding Benedict Wharf

Councils’ Action: S12 safeguarded. Benedict’s Wharf not safequarded

Sutton Independent Residents/ClIr Foster stated that site should not be safeguarded
Councils’ Action: Safequarded
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No Comments

e Natural England replied and said that it had no comments to make
Councils’ Comment: Noted

e Highways Agency indicated that the plan policies would not have any material impact on the Strategic Road Network, so would not
comment further
Councils’ Action: Reference added

Comments on the supporting Technical Report

e Viridor suggested that the Beddington Recycling Centre should be considered for contingency space and infrastructure for times
when the ERF is not operational, and for supporting uses in association with restored landfill
Councils’ Action: Reference added
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Croydon Webpage

CROYDON AtoZ | About Your Area | News | Jobs | Contact

iome Planning and regenerstion Creycon's plarning policy framework Croycon’s locel plan South London waste plan

South London waste plan

South London waste plan Have your say

The South London Waste Plan (adopted 30 January 2012) sets out the spatial issues and objectives to be met in ‘ Check out our latest polls

waste management for the next ten years up to 2022 It is 3 joint development plan document (DPD) and covers

the geographical area comprising the London Borough of Croydon, the Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames,

the London Borough of Merton and the London Borough of Sutton. It contains policies to guide the determination Can't find what you're looking for on

of planning applications for waste facilities and identfies existing waste sites to be safeguarded and areas this page? Browse the A-Z index of

where waste facility development may be suitable. the Planning and regeneration
section

The South London waste plan is part of the development plan for Croydon's local plan programme. Itis in
conformity and should be read alongside with the policies of the Croydon Local Plan 2018

Latest news

The South London Waste Plan is curently being updated. An Issues and Preferred Options Document for the
South London Waste Plan has been produced as the initial consultation document for a new South London
Waste Plan. It sets out the preferred strategy of Croydon, Kingston, Merton and Sutton councils for the location
of waste facilities and how planning applications will be decided. The new South London Waste Plan when
adopted will cover a 15 year planning period from 2021-2036. As this is a joint consultation on this occasion
London Borough of Sutton are collecting consultation response, for details of the consultation see below.

Issues and Preferred Options Consultation

The consultation will run from Thursday, 31 October 2019 to Sunday, 22 Decembder 2019. Copies of the
documents available for consolation are below or paper copies are available in Croydon at Bernard Weatherhill
House (Access Croydon) between 9am - Spm or at any one of the Croydon ibraries during the consuitation
period. To find Libraries and opening times please use - find your library.

How do | respond?

You can respond through the council’s consultation hub, https://sutton citizenspace.com [2 or send an email to
pianningpolicyCsutton gov.uk

What happens after the consultation?

Council officers will consider responses and draw up a Draft South London Waste Plan which will be consulted
upon in spring/summer 2020.
Contacts

Spatial Planning
Development and Environment

@ 020 8407 1385

spatialplanning@croydon gov.uk

@ 6th Floor Zone B, Bernard Weatherill House, 8 Mint Walk, Croydon CRO 1EA

P B i Veaale

34



Merton Webpage

il and E...

@ un  # Idox EDRMS Login

mome | Pamng e Botergs

Local Plan

Serarg

e Teew,

« % Vermes S.wsmeney Aqumss Sow - Assgion T

wiws ow Dan e Sowmeani, Acrwas

. acecivy Taz
= ragecers Sre Ven Vosrcessm

»a Lo

« % racenys Ssw-messns Suiee o Serres Ven Uscrceion

5 s Sve Demens Trwes, 3

o T Zovmeesty siveas 3o Sve Srwesg

o % Zovmreses; siereas o s Sve Suwies ens Soie

Ve s Sve Srwes -

reung iracecmrs reqart ¥ sune 331

« % VermesCore Srwas jetter v cauncl 3 magecy 33

s Sove Srmas; jecer ram e magesy i3 e sounct

2 Sreies; - seses novse

v Tareieg Soneg; e

$ites and Policies Plan and Policles Maps

Tre Stes ans Poic e aven nec

orng mosscatons
scmenia

meuten W for recewaomant The Duicus Ve Bhons atece

0% 5 CHn ) e D RCH, 37 SSETO @ D CHTTE BOLACATEE BOE 208N X

204

+  Ztessns Dzices Tan ee Pue

2re Swrreg Sraes; wne

" Langon

e Pen gces 5
e boraugha of Cryeon

Now Soum London Weste us soruuteton

8 /3 3820 Te wres wne Srw'eres Soszos y
Tha @ e mtel coma.imscn CoTument e 8 nea S0,
Cawrc ® P praject
cermer sorach

¥ 1 Drwer 13 TRAT B AT VRCEGA. SOCLTENE T K30 BUW At e w Versn Orc Senre

202 w1 Marme s Bracas

sanzon vawe

o % Zoyweases; e
o % Asxese Swwmen
o % Zo. Loneon Wawe Swn - Dwsming inacecirs &

«  Wiguenck A Screcis f s3.nceews thetces

Zonesie of mre vances

o+ Senrelmewtesieqsn 13 23313

M Inbox - duncan.clar...

Sutton GIS up 4

& Relstec Information

2ow Tas Sasewcn

Zormranon genee:

s.zerce

(gennns

35



Sutton Webpage

(& Welcome to Services Accessibility Select language MyAccount El
- tton Council

Sutton

Nesda vacanen?
\rbo  veo
PLAN A TRIP

Home > Pianning 3nd buliging contral > Pianning policy > Current Consuitations
Current Consultations

Issues and Preferred Options Document for the South London Waste Plan

The Issues and Preferred Options Document for the South London Waste Plan is the initial consuitation document for a new South London
Waste Pian. it sets out the preferred strategy of Croydon, Kingston. Merton and Sutton councils for the location of waste facilities and how
planning appiications will be decided.

Documents for consultation: Issues and Preferred Options for the South London Waste Plan, Sustainability Appraisal
incorporating Strategic Environmental Assessment & Appendices

Appraisal Scoping Report

Draft Affordable Housing and Financial Viability Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)

The Draft Affordable Housing and Financial Viability SPD sets out Sutton council's approach to delivering affordable housing on privately
developed sites. It sets out how much affordable housing will be expected by the council, how private developers can deliver affordable housing
quickly and what they should submit with a planning application when it comes to providing affordable housing.

Document for consultation: Draft Affordable Housing and Financial Viability SPD

Are there any consultation events?

There are none organised. However, if you would like an officer to attend one of your organisation’s regular meetings or if you have any
questions. please contact planningpolicy @sutton.gov.uk

When does the consultation close?

The consultation for both documents will run from Thursday, 31 October 2010 to Sunday, 22 December 2019

How do | respond?
You can respond through the council's consuitation hub, hitps://sutton. citizenspace.com or send an email to planningpolicy@sutton.gov.uk

What happens after the consultation?

In the case of the Issues and Preferred Options South London Waste Plan document, council officers will consider responses and draw up a
Draft South London Waste Plan. Officers will then consuit on the Draft South London Waste Plan in spring/summer 2020.

In the case of the Draft Affordable Housing and Financial Viabity SPD. officers will collate and consider all the representations and make
appropriate changes to the draft document Subject to the representations, the revised document is timetabled to be adopted on 24 March at the
council's Housing, Economy and Business Committee. The document will then be used when deciding relevant planning applications.

In both cases, the representatons wil be made public on the council's website.

We are looking forward to hearing from you

Consultation Information Arrangements

The council is contacting you as you have either registered to be informed about consuitations relating to planning policy matters or is contacting
your organisation in order to carry out a public task.

Any responses received to the consultations will be held electronically for the purposes of meeting the council's duties arising from reporting
consultations.
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Merton Public Notice

Thursday, Nowemiber 7, 2019

London Borough of Merton

Public Notices

LOMDON BEOROUGH OF MERTOMN
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984 = SECTION 14(1)
RIALTO ROAD, CR4
(TEMPORARY RESTRICTION OF TRAFF|C) ORDER 2018
1. The Geuncl of the London Borcugh of Merten hereby give notice
than 1o facitate sewes connecton works in Rinke Agad, CRY, toy

resinct wehicular tratfio in the sxd rond,

2 During the warka=
ial

ng persen would cause or permit any vehicle to enter or
praceed in Rinka Aoad, GRA, bebween iis junclion with
Eastiieli= Ao and fis junction wit Sandy Lane;

ne persan wauld cause ar permil any venicle 1o wal insheding
for the purpaees o leas ng or urleasing, in the length of rosd
specilied i parsgranh #la) sbeve: ang

any designated parking phee susted 0 the length of read
enecifiied Ir paragraph 2(a) suove sould be suspendec,

3. The restricdons would anly apaly during such tmes and o such extent
as would from Sme Io tme be indicated by ratc signs proscrioed by
the Traffic Signs Regulutdons and General Cirections 2016,

Wihiedles Walie aMectid by the read clasane shauld arecead vis
Sancly Lane, Priesilay Foad, Guyalt Gardens, Ropar Way and
Eustlields Road or sicemarsa,

interd to mece an Order, Te effect of which would be fo temporasily

PHASE 3 Four way wraffc lighks wil be [9pm on & Mot n the Qrdler would apply: =
Landan Raad, the In cperation, Thursday 51k (8} 16wy wehicls berg ueed i cornection wik the sxecution ol
apthbeand lans Oiverson 1, (Mo accens o | Decembe: . e sald works; ar
il ha Aarlharm Lisedan Mokl fem Livender | 2009 until (b} bo anything done with the parmssion or of the direcfon of &
werieine of Lavender | Awenue) Via Wealern Road,  [4am the palice conalalle in unilsrm, 6f & pelicn cemmunly suppart
dweemae and the southe  |Helzorn Way and London tollowing gy, efficer in unifarm. ar
wessbound lane of Foad e amy wehicle being wsed for polce, fire beigade or ambulnce
Fureatham Foag Diversion 2, (Ne sccess PEOsES; OF
Streatham Rasd, 1 Lavinelar S e ) ae el preven] vehilcule setass b pramiens b or achcen
dalwasen Tha noriie Leedon Raad) Via Lonteon to Ihe read or length of read speciad in parsaraph 2(a) s
wnstem kv ol Foad, Langley Read, Tooling this riotice Insalar ue access ls rensonably praclicable wihout
Graham Foad and ks |High Sineet, High Sireet Interference with the works,
b """"" with Laneian Fdl[:'_’“:;w'lc:'";" ":”" & sy vehicl waiting in conlravention of ary waitng prohibition
Lovander Rvsnis. fram | Dharsom 3. Sratam sl mpnsed by e Order may e remeved under the proviaians of he
s [UPesan with LOngion | seeéss wa Graham Avenise Remval and Dispossl of Vahlcles Regulntions 1386,
Goad wostward for ter | and Fernlea Road, 7, The Order weald coms info eperafion on Mondey 18t Movembes
— 2019 with the warks sxpsetag b ks complated by Manday 25ih
PHASE 1 Forr way safe Nights wil b |3pm on Movember 2079, Mowever, (he Oroer would remain in force for
Losdan Rosd, the n opersen Wednsstny 3 months should futher works be requined.
marihbeund lane(s] Diversian 1 (Mo access ta |4ih Cabed 7 Nowember 2018,
salwass il junetion Lerdon Rasd fam Evel Dncambe: LONGON BOROUGH OF MERTON
e e et [Gama® ROAD TRAFF|C REGULAT|ON ACT 1884 - SECTION 14(1)
Lavender Avenus. Way ard Lerdan Bosd tnllzwing ary. MANSEL ROAD AND WIMBLEDON HILL ROAD, W18
Diversian & (Ko access o (TEMPORARY RESTRICTION OF TRAFF|C)
Eunlrs Moad ar Lavendar ORDER 2019
:‘"I"""!':“H';;”‘I"' Rad) 1, The Councl] of S Lemdon Borough of Mertan heraby give nofice
H:m":m"“ ey “E:ri'“"" 16 fuciflate dvelepmant varss at Winbledan High Sehesl
High s"“,' Colliers Wood, taneel Bong, ey inlend to make an Order, the efiecl of which
Christchurch Aoad and would be te temporarly restrict vehloular traffic I the sad road and
I;'Nlalrn Ao, Wimbleden Hill Raad,
AMASE 30 Two way waltic lights wil apm on 2 Durrng the worss= , )
Stroatham Rand, operabe on Streatham Rond  (Monssy 9h in) nexparsan weud seaes or peemii any vahicls iax
[y —————— [T p— Discamber 1} #nles ar pracesd in Manael Road, between il juncten wilh
|ane, Dolwken Grahas | Grahams Road or Graham | 2019 unlil Wirsledan HIl Bosd and o point 2,5 metres south-wess of
Foed ard the comman | Avene rem Streathom Aoad |dam the the common boundary of Mos. 4 and € Mansel Road: or
Doundary of Nos, 43 and |and vicewersa) Via Sandy  |iollowing aay, [} wilt, ineluging for the purpese of loading of upleadeg any
45 Streatham FRoad Lare ang Fermka Boan, wabicle-
FRASE 1A Twn way vaffic ghts wil [3gm on {11 in the length of Manzel Read specifion in sub-
Streatham Road, operate on Sireatham Road | Tuesdey 10th _ Paarmph 2(0) s oo o
e pouthree stbound Diversian (Mo acsess Decembeer {2} In Wimbsiedon Hil Road rom e jncilan wih Manes|
lare. Bebwesn Graka= rakam Road o Graham 2049 wnlil Poad north-westward for & gistance al 5 melres
Fond ard he commen | Asnue fram Sirestham Aead [4am e {b) e person woukd enter or proceed in lhe footway-
RoUneiary of Nes, 43 and |and vice=varse) Via Ssntly  |Tollewing aay, 1) @ the narthewest 2o of S lengs rond 5peet sd in sub=
45 Streathas Road. Lane and Foerabea Road. paragraph 2isl) ukeve; or
PHASE S FTTe—— p— e i} & the seutfwest sige of S longth of Wimioledsn Hill Rand
Landan Raad, il wids |Road Saulbere® Raad, i oselay o 1% luna e win Manzel Roag narih-we: tard for &
of road bebwesn its Mitcham Rosd ard Lendon |10 bimruta of 65 meslrea; .
erwiian with Lavender | oad Docambaer T Bt Lt & b aarlbewis! s of Wimbladan HIl Read
Ay and e junetion 2099 uniil would be suspended,
Vietaria R, Aam the 3, Any dusignated pardng place aiuslad in the length of rowd
fo|lewing ey, specfed in sub-parsgranh above would be suspended for
SEHEDULE 2 e duration of the weeks b 'Wimblegen High Sehoel.
Evaline losd, 4, The restrictiors would anly spply during sech imes and Io such
[a) S port side, eatert as would from tme %o time be indicated by traffic signs
from itz jurcSion with Landan Aoad weslward for & datancs of arescribed by the Trafe Signa Aeguletans and Gerernal Directions
125 mlres: 2016,
{10 from lta juncsion with Morlimer Rosd sastward to & poim 5 Wehiculsr reste stlected by the resd eloaure sheuld proceed via
eapealts e weslirn keri-ling of Flummaer Lane; Wimbledon Hill Rosd, Worpls Read and Ray=and Rasd or
1B sile, Tram a point 125 matres weal of s Janetisn wis Vioeverss s ssmrontius
Lanean Aead wislwiet far o dal TH \ '
i e muslwie far @ atanen ol 2 metes 6 Padealriung allcted by e footwiy clasare shiuld protesd wia

e footway oppoel
7. Malking in thi
(a}

wanild agaly =

tn arry wehicle beng used in connection with the execution of
Ihe said works ar for the loading or unloaging of constroction
| iwiery vehicles o

I weryhirg dena wilh B
pelice sansinble in unfar= ar 3 polce community supnert
officer in uniferm or

1o amy' vebicle beirg uaed for pelice, fire brigads ar ambulandss
pUrpeess o

50 a5 b prowent pedesirian access to promises in or adjacent
1o e longth of road specilied in sub=pamgraph 200001 or

2 reasonably prackcable withoud

parmizEen of af the drection ol a

I

inlerierence wilk the war
i =0 as bo prowent wehicular access (o premses in or sdjacent 10

Ihe [ergth of rosd specfied in submoaregranh o) abovs,
Ay wohic b waiting in conlrmeention of ary resircon imposed by
i Order may be remeved under the proviskons of e Aemeval ang
Drapase] of Yericlea Magulations 1988,
The Crdor would come into eperafion on Mondey 18th November
2019 arel Fifiain in ferce far 18 merte of wndl e works are
campletes, whichever iz the sutlion
Dratedl T Mevesibar, 2019,

LONDON BOROUGH OF MERTON
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULAT|ON ACT 1284 - SECTION 14(1)
MERTON H|GH STREET AND PINGOTT ROAD
{TEMPORARY RESTR|CT|ON OF TRAFF|C)
ORDER 2019

1 The Ceuncil of te Landan Beraugh ol Mertan hersby give ratice tat
1o enalle tre ungraoe of & telecoens sRe and nseoc lsted werks in s
sdd|scert b Merion High Sireet and Pineelt Red, thiy intend I make
an Oirder, e eoot of which would oo b femperarly ressrict raffic in
theae roads,

2, Durmg the works no persen would=
| eaiae ar parmi any veticle 1o arter ar procead i
(0 Binoott Hoad, from &s junclion with Merton High Sirect
adullmard 12 Iha asulhern kartding & Dewesas Cloae;
(1) Merian High Stresl, me westoound lare, fram a paird 20
metres west of B3 unction with Pincott Road and o paint 20
=atraz et of itz juncticn with Pincall Moasd;
(bl cause or permk any vericle fo wait, including for the purpose
& foiding o anlaading any veliclea in e raeds o largihg of
roscs specded in sub-parsgrashs 0
{e) enter or proceed in the jootways adiacent to the |engths of
raad speciled in subparagrachs Ha il and i
3, Dursg the worka, Pincoll Raed balween Dewsen Clese nd Nilsan
Grove would be made teo-way working
4 The restriclions would apple only during such times and lo such
exient a8 would frem time e time e indicaled by trafiic signs
presciibed by the Tralfc Signe Regulations snd Genersl Direclians
2016,
8 Any wehicle waling In contravention of any resiricfion Impesed by

the Crder may De removed under the proviaiona of the Removal ard
Dispoesl of Vehicles Regulwiions 1986,

Hething b tha Oredes wauld saply e =

{a) anything done with the permission or al the direction of o
Palee conatable im uniform o & peliee communty supen
eicer in unform. ar

ib] any wehick being used in connection with the execulion of the
asid wares; e

{c) any wehicle being used for police, fire brigade or ambulance
pUTpnsEs Sublect 0 She conditens ut the lime of any
smargensy, or

{d] 50 a3 bo prevent sccess by promises in or adjacent o the

lengths af roads spectad in paragraph 2 above irectss s
ascess |5 reasonably practicable winout interienence with the
anid warks,
7, Wehleular irstfie affected by the rosd elesure shedd procesd by
way of Mertan High Sireel, Abbey Boad snd Helsen Grove Road,
&, Paduridan aific alacied by ihe foaiway cles d pracesd
usrg the footway apposite or Dowman Close as necessary,
The Craer wauld came Inlo aperation en Wednesday 27 Novesiner,
20019 whn the works anficialed to be completed the same gay,
Howauer, the Cirder would remain in force for 3 months shoukd
tfurther werks be requined.
Cated ¥ November, 2019,

SOUTH LONDON WASTE PLAN — ISSUES AND
PREFERRED OPT|ONS CONSULTATION
Consultation en a Joint Deve|lopment Plan Document for
Waste

Thi Lesdon Boroughs of Crayden, Krgitan, Metan and Sulles are
prepanng a Joint Waste Develgpment Plan Cocument, knawn as fe
South Londen Weste Flan, Thia will form part of sse boeogh's Local
Desnlupmant Framewars ang svenbally replace the soaling South
Londen Waste #lan thet was adopted in 3012

Folewrg recent research, the ‘our bercughs are new propasing

e saleguarding af exising wasie aiies for corfirued and Improved
waste management and s proposing ne new wasle sles, They have
drafied poleies bo make sure wasto is managed Io e highest possiole
atardands,

We are liing an the 5 aites and drait
planning polkcies for the South Londen Waste Plan frem 31 Octaber
2019 12 22 Decomber 2014,

Suston Councll are the project lead for the plan and all Waste Flan
sangulisiians e behall of the nemed beroughs asovs,

COEUMEnts &am L Sound &l wiw, SUROm, gov, L e Lements oraul tatisns,
I wl local libearies snd main council offices,

e can reapand vis Sutten Ceuncils conpalation hub i
etps.//suSon. ciizonspace. com

Oy emall.  plhoningpelicydsathon. gov.uk

Iry wrifing lu: Strabegic PMlanning {Waste Plan)

Londen Borough of Sution

24 Danreark Read, Carshslian, SMS 200

PAUL MCGARRY
Head of futureMerton
London Barough af Merton

Telephone: 020 8274 4801

Merton Civie Centre
London Road, Morden
Surrey 5M4 50X
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Sutton Public Notice

Thursday, Ociober 34, 2019

|41

Announcements - Public Notices

Official Notice

T, Whilst the chamare remalng in force the sfermalies roule for diveried
traffic will b via Ingls Foud, Cirant Rosd snd Lower Addiscarmbe Roud
o appreniatel slgned

come imo operaticn on 30 dunuary 2630 and it I

tad Wal thi werks Wil b cairled st in 3 iy, Haweder, the

Crder will remaln in farce for 18 months to be rentredused should

Turshar works b requires, The preribitans will snly secly during mach

and o auch aximed an enall from §me io Sma ba inclcsed by iraffle

e
Braind 31 October 3014,
Mike Bastan

Highway Improvenents Manager
Face Cepal

CVERBURY CRESCENT, NEW ADDINGTON

TERE £ A

% Grayden Councll MERZEY GIVES HOTICE that o feclitate wabsr main
raplncamens warks, (e intens i maks an G

would B b Samparaly restricl pa
Aggngton

e e e
etbetians will Be intiaduced in Oartury Sreaced. Naw

oo Ino operatien an 16 Noverier 2012 and it s
aniicipahed thal the works will e carled sut in 2 woois. Howavar, the
Ordar will remuin in forea for 18 manihe b ke reinireuced sheuld
turthar works B roqured.

_ The resiriction will orlly apply during such Hmes
sl frum Bme ie Bme be inglesed by rafle sy

Dated 31 October 2018,

Mika Basten

ral 16 such eatend as

Highwmy Impravements Oficer

Flaze Department

Cropden Coonell are inviiing eammants. o
wiieh wre advisrtaed tor Ihe reassna ghan

THOAIAFUL H bs proposed ta ft 2 new B50mm dis vests in e rewr wll

1w fer tha frast: aly intuke, the o

TANAEN LA o

o Wl the sl

g e N Copser Whieh Droguces na Jangeraus fames,
g waim al

il thie axtfac! will anly bi
condersnie maod,

w1 118 Narth End Crayden CRO 1TL

RAeasonisl
Hiri 1o wiew th pless and supparting dacuments:

applications sted bl

Wame: Cenmral Crovdan Conservation Area

Application Nusier:
Propassd
develepment sl

1 give natize that.

TRIABEEICONA
axpark Croydan 99
St
Mr tatthew ok Ban
Baspark Li=iled
Unk 1 Diplocks Yard

v b i
HUsted sver the
hated by

Barough of Crayden for
planning sermizalan fo

rem this

antak|ithmant fzls

+ Wisil aur wak alle wwweraydan, gowsklonlinashans and sefect TAFTTUCONR)
“Grlins Manring Argec, o

+ Wiet Arcoss Cragden on the ground e of Haw ta view the plans and supporing documents:
Bemard Weatherll House, 3.00e Lo 4008 o0 Mosdays 1o Fridays Wik s web wie wwwerapdanges

taxzap! public helidayny

How 18 cemment or traze appheations:

© Ues e Orline Comments tacilty lollowing InsTuetons on T
Oeline Plannicg Aegister; & dupl cate Pard cooy

+ Bend anemal 1o dmesmimenladirayden, ok ar,

v Eend sl
[

slzpmar Manug

EEAING Comm e

Tewn and Cauntry Flanning Ast 1330
Town and Gouniry Flaneing [Dewelopment Managemont Preceduns)

|Exvgland] Ordar 2015

1. Placa Dapsimest
mara Weainerll Houss, § Mint Walk, Grovgsn GRI TES, .
+  ushe the apploaion numbers abave n any corespandence. .

I you 86 Aal sond youil semimenls i e, thiy may fal be

Fmt Mowembar 2019

“Tinkne

anning Magle

Figes

L EP

Haw i eomm

riak P oaaReY, o

10 o eutans

Send an emall te dmeormensEoroydonga
Send a lemer 10 Development Management,

Eals Smith=Head of Dewslopmant 4

gemant

Dated: 3131 Celobar 2019

CROYDON

www.croydon.gov.uk

el Crayden CAC 1

T4 Nerth Rzad Brightan BN 1YD
Cantirued use o band for e sting of a
Inrgernty pog up wepping mall camprang
up ko 37 retall restauranticafe and drinking

Inchuding & management and siurage unia
with smvccimed rool eanapy for sn sddmionsl
B ypars ensiing on O1AD1202T (wWithoit
compliance with condition 1 -Bmisd time
period = attachid 1o pRNNIG Eeemisaion

Halite under Artle & = Mijer Development

Janlnaplans wnd valect

= Wik Aceeas Grayden on the ground foar of Barmard Weatharnll
S00am o &,00pm on Mondsys fo Fr

= Use the Online Comments faclity following insincticns on the
Orline Flanning Register; o Supbeate hird copy i nol nesesiary, of

Berrard Weatherll Heuse, £ Mint Walk, Craydon TRO
- Duote e apphoalion nunbers abowe in any cerrespandense. I you
Ao N0t 2NE YEUT COMMENTS I DM, Ty My fEt B OGN SO
The desdline tor recateing camments b 1ath Nowember 2019

Gocrpe
LD

a A1/AE mnd A4) wnilx

I ———

i 8,
Flape Department,

LOKDDN BEADEGH OF SUTTON HOUSINE, PLANNING AMD REGENERATION
WITIGE OF COMSULTATIIH
Saith Liadun Wasts Plin OPD | Devebogmmont Plin Daca
Ressea wd Prafarrad dptians Gecwmart

Mg by gl 1l Wt Liorchen Alasaag ol Sl s publisbeellbe Seal® Lorger, Waate Ms
OFT b and Predomed Options docurvesi far publs cammert. Sepreseriations are being ininé
el Surday, 22 Dacersber 2018, The accemsanying Starabity Al o dbe o
corailiadan andmpressrtations e ks e on Hs daser
Tre lesases ané Prefereed Oigfions Dseument. 2 joins: alun with Goavehon, Kingsion, Becion and Sutlan,
s the inklal sonsukaten, Seeamen i3 a i Sech Lavdan Wasie Han_ ks o the preleed
sty of e Tan borasgts bor the lsthon @t wast faciies 37 bew smanty planning apphoations
williae tesded
wies ol e dacuren] e asaleble lorinspecior:
+ wn i sguncls wbsinwwecssron gk comesicorsdbabass, e
+ snthe s o duis bk e
+  attwlcaians sokv untl 22 Cevember

T 010 01,5

hurch fiamd, Gwm Thwre: §,35- 14,50, e 5,3
UibrasyiTh Ltk Camtrn |t sgues) Mo ST Fridnk 010
Ao Head, uten

Fhasnem Library (xtatiee hars]

Wicllzan [, Raundshas

o TLOEE

AN representatisns regerding this applcation MUST
EE I WERNTING andl sbiil e

Llcanalng Act 2003
Wesizs of applcation s VAITY & Premises Licsnss
Dinfrs Thabl T/ Ls Guesing 0 Dudly
Addrase ol Pra Corown Paind
& Caown Dale, London, $519 340
Tr prarinms currendly hax ihe bansil of a Prami
Licerce mumber 5171801, The pu
appheatan (= ta vy the hours when Licenmable
Actvities may take place from Men-Sun fam - 10pm.
Sunday wil remain 1 samay Conatians wll appki
Anyans wisting t maks 8 repraserestan fo e
apobsatan may e o8 By 11001,
A record of the appleation mase 1o the Livensing
Autharty will be ket on & register a2 the address
ghen balow and the regisier may be napecced
during nommad sfice Bt

Hama of apefcn

Parads,

T Litinsing Tears

Leadun Borough of Crayss
Drapaeirva
Park Lana, Geopdon G 518

ar
cannechan wilh an o
oot 1o & mEdmum fne ol S4000 an summsy
comvictien lor Ihe ahence,

Winrd Madgsny

Woicoo] Ubrary (sa e hare]
‘Wertarof Fasd, Carshaken
Saten Sierd Lsrery

31 Hichalles Wiy, Saten

W Tharr 3 H1R Frifat 3201705

W Thare 002000
Fridat 8001 T00 S0 11001620

Thi Sl Liriry. Tt 0,010 W ,0-17,38, Thiest

o Wirytve Lane, Earsraian B350 Frida 8301700
Wollr gt iy T 101 W 470143
statsds wollgis Thar T e

Tora: 32301 W 70T
8,55-18,50, Fe

it corsalaban hub: FRpE AHaNE TR EAST
by pa i Puring Py, Landan Barcugh af Suion, 6 Denrsadc Rasd, Garshalion, SHS 25
Sapermsninfsne et e svewivnd of 0 Eannd]Dricms by funte, H Becsmbor 2011

a loealiq.eouk

it's about
knowing local.

South West London

SET1ES

sertadans wl be reade pubhs a0 the ol webs e fallowiy fie sansubatcr.

LONDON BOROUGH OF SUTTON
PLANNING APPLICATIONS

Apolications listed belew can be viewed and commenied upan
by viiling www,sulion,geovai properiysoelicalionasarch or sl our
oifces al M Denmark Road, Garshalien, SM5 2JG betweon
0800 = 1700 Monday to Fridey. All comments shoudld be
submitted wiin 21 days af the dale of s publicalion.

Application Mo DM2019/01728
Location: ‘el House & Morth Sireet Carshalion SME 2HU
Praposak Eraedion of & firal lloar resr axiansicn,

Application Mo:
Locatian:
Proposnl

DR2018/01184

20 Marth Sirest Carshabon SM5 FHU
Erection of & b sharey rear extenalon and oot
extension in connection with the conversian of
the praperly inte 4 sel-contained flals.
Eraction of & frent baundary wall ang
provisian of car parking at the rear,

To discuss your advertising:

0208 722 6416

swlondon@localiq.co.uk
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ROYAL BOROUGH OF KINGSTOMN UPON THAMES

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 (AS A

PLANNING (LISTED BUILDINGS AND CONSERVATION AREAS) ACT 1990

The Cauneil of the Rayal Barsugh of Kingates upen Tharmes hei recalved & acelcation for ol

parmiesien, listed pulbaing esosent o7 consaraaten arsa caneant for me devel
achued il Frifele,

& copy of the applcaten, togener wit the rebesrs plans and decuments may pe mspecied at the
Wilomaten Advita Conlre, Dullihall 2, the fecenlan i apem Fom Bam o Spm Menday 1o Fridiy of &

httpe fae o ngeiengank, Any persan woeting b make repressniafions con

ahguld aubeil hes in sriling b S undersigned b the address given belew within the lise spetified,

awating relerence shown
THE SCHEDULE

il Ho: Sl Diaeripiisn

MENDED}

opment brelty Gesorines

ceming e application

{Rapreantations withic 21 gaya of the date of susfcation af this Nalics
102 S20/HOU # Gorkran Rosd
Surphen
KT BPL

WOZAREOU 15 Tumanin
Woreeater P

K4 T

Erection ol vingls morey
prehed part fal 1o and
Bahiz and from parch cw

Oireciar of Grawth Narsyn Huseain
Guildhall 2, High Street, Kingsten upan Thuses, KT1 1EU
Dwie of Wotes 31/10/2879

Eraciion of u singhe sioeuy rmar asbansan

=

msanE an i parl
analation of dx oot




Kingston Consultation Portal

South London Waste Plan Consultation

In 2012, the Royal Borough of Kingston, along with the
three London boroughs of Croydon, Merton and Sutton
adopted the South London Waste Plan (Development Plan
Document) 2011-2021 which allocated sites, created
planning policies and designated areas for waste
management development.

The plan also safeguarded existing waste sites and
identified areas which may be suitable for waste use. The
plan period is coming to an end and so It is necessary to
prepare a new one.

The four south London Councils of Croydon, Merton,
Kingston and Sutton have again agreed to prepare the
South London Waste Plan. The new waste plan will cover the period 2021 to 2036 plan period.

No new waste sites are being proposed in this new Plan. The existing waste sites are being safeguarded and
intensified where appropriate.

The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires local planning authorities to engage and involve the
local community and other interested parties in the area in the production of development plan documents,
including Waste Plans.

The consultation will take place between October and December 2019.

39

Who's listening

Patrick Akindude /’7\\
Planning Policy Officer ¢ PAE

Kingston Council \\ /
o SIS

Phone 02085476446
Email planningpolicy@sutton.gov.uk

Document Library

= South London Waste Plan 21 (8.52 MB)
(pdf)

=| Appendices (13.9 MB) (pdf)

=| Technical Paper Appendices (2.64 MB)
(pdf)

=| Technical Paper (1.18 MB) (pdf)

more..




Sutton Consultation Portal

X o Prcioned Qe o _

-plan/

n & xL11.Retailand E... @ un # IdoxEDRMS Login M Inbox - duncan.clar... Sutton GIS uptoda B uncan

@Sutton | a |

ConsultationHub  Find Consultations We Asked, You Said, We Did

« o

Issues and Preferred Options Document for the South London Waste Plan

Overview Closes 22 Dec 2019

Opened 31 Oct 2019
This is an Issues and Preferred Options consultation document for the

development of a new South London Waste Plan, a joint plan covering the
London Boroughs of Sutton, Croydon, Merton and Kingston for the period

2021-2036. Contact
02087706453
The South London Waste Plan will set out policies and safeguard sites for planningpolicy@sutton govuk

waste facilities across the four boroughs, and will be used for the
determination of planning applications relating to waste facilities.

The document provides a number of updates to the currently adopted Waste
Plan. The questions in this survey are repeated in the document to act as
prompts for the consultation process.

Why We Are Consulting

The four boroughs are required to consult on the draft plan to meet the
requirements of Regulation 18 of The Town and Country Planning (Local
Planning) (England) Regulations 2012. Each borough is running its own
simultaneous consultation.

Click here to take part

Online Survey >
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Croydon Facebook

- | Love Croydon il Like Page ***
S/ 20 December 2019 at 10:09 - ©

Last chance to have your say on the Issues and Preferred Options
consultation for the South London waste plan which closes on Sunday (22).
Find out more and how to get involved here: http://ow.ly/bUpIS0XEYna
#Croydon #CroydonLocalPlan

South London Waste Plan

() Comment

Croydon Tweet

= Your Croydon & @yourcroydon - Dec 20, 2019 v
RO+~ Last chance to have your say on the Issues and Preferred Options
consultation for the South London waste plan which closes on Sunday (22).
Find out more and how to get involved here: ow.ly/tGSN50xEYqd #Croydon
#CroydonLocalPlan
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Kingston Facebook

o, Kingston Council i Like Page [°*°
15 December 2019 at 19:00 - §

There's one week left to have your say on the The South London Waste
Plan consultation.
Find out more (g4 bit.ly/2PCLfva

o Like () Comment 2> Share

Kingston Tweet
a Kingston Council £ @RBKingston - Dec 15, 2019 v

There's one week left to have your say on the The South London Waste
Plan consultation.
Find out more B3 bit.ly/2PCL{Va

Q 0 4 Qs Ty
; Haydons Road North @HaydonsNorth - Dec 8, 2019 v
So after one has read and considered the 325 pages {!!) of documents

relating to the South London Waste Plan, how and where should residents
send comments @Merton_Council @SuttonCouncil ?? No email address or
survey link? ¢ 5

consult.merton.gov.uk/kms/dmart.aspx...

Q 1 1 Q3 0
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Merton Facebook

e Merton Council e Like Page E}

3 December 2019 - §

Get involved in the draft South London Waste Plan consultation until 22
December 2019. Sutton Council is running this consultation on behalf of the
Merton, Kingston Croydon and Sutton councils
https://www.sutton.gov.uk/currentconsultations

('r ‘ -
GREATER LONDON

Os 2 comments

o) Like () Comment &> Share

Merton Tweet

Merton Council @Merton_Council - Dec 10, 2019 v
(Get involved in the draft South London Waste Plan consultation until 22
December 2019. Sutton Council is running this consultation on behalf of the

Merton, Kingston Croydon and Sutton councils
sutton.gov.uk/currentconsult...

- 1on
GREATER LONDON

R. Thames

SUTTON  CROYDON
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Sutton Facebook

Sutton Council il Like Page  *°*
sunon 20 December 2019 at 09:01 - §

We want to hear from you on the South London Waste Plan Issues and
Preferred Options Consultation.

The consultation details policies which will ensure waste sites across Sutton
are managed to the highest standards.

Express your views by Sun 22 Dec: http://fow.ly/9kze50x1ev2
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Sutton Council | 1l Like Page [E
suon 17 December 2019 at 12:00 - §

We want to hear from you on the South London Waste Plan Issues and
Preferred Options Consultation.

The consultation details policies which will ensure waste sites across Sutton
are managed to the highest standards.

Express your views by Sun 22 Dec: hitp://ow.ly/9kze50x1ev2

[ YA
GREATER LONDON

o 12 20 comments 33 shares

oY Like (D Comment 2> Share
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Sutton Tweets

Sutton

Q

Sutton Council & @SuttonCouncil - Dec 17, 2019 v

We want to hear from you on the South London Waste Plan [ssues and
Preferred Options Consultation.

The consultation details policies which will ensure waste sites across Sutton
are managed to the highest standards.
Express your views by Sun 22 Dec: ow.ly/9kze50xTev2

— o
GREATER LONDON

R. Thames

11 2 Q 2 Ty

Sutton Council @ @5SuttonCouncil - Nov 4, 2019 N

The South London Waste Plan Issues and Preferred Cptions Consultation is

now open.

We are proposing with neighbouring Councils that there should be no new
waste sites.

Have your say: ow.ly/bYhI50x10Ro

Submit your views by Sunday 22 Dec.
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