LONDON LEGACY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Level 10, 1 Stratford Place,
Montfichet Road, London, E20 1EJ

T +44 (0) 20 3288 1800
F +44 (0) 20 3288 1801
www.QueenElizabethOlympicPark.co.uk

Andrew Mead BSc (Hons) MRTPI MIQ
Examiner, Greater Carpenters Neighbourhood Plan
6th January 2020
Dear Sir,

Examination of Carpenters Neighbourhood Plan – examiners
questions of 11th December 2019
I write further to the questions that you have issued in respect of the Examination of the
Carpenters Neighbourhood Plan where you direct questions 8 to 11 to the London Legacy
Development Corporation (LLDC). I have provided responses to those questions below
accompanied by two appendices. These responses add to and clarify the views of the LLDC
in my letter of 5th December.
Question 8. The Revised Local Plan Site Allocation 3.4 Greater Carpenters District states
that the site allocation is expected to yield a minimum of 2,300 new homes (gross). What
are the assumptions on which that expectation is based?
The minimum housing figure stated within the LLDC Draft Revised Local Plan has, as with
other site allocations within the Plan, been drawn from the London SHLAA which has been
prepared by the Mayor of London to provide the housing targets for each London local
planning authority within the New London Plan. The London SHLAA is prepared with the
input of each London local planning authority and uses a standard methodology, unless a
site is covered by an extant planning permission in which case the permitted number of
units is reflected in the SHLAA total target. The London SHLAA report can be found on the
at Greater London Authority website in the following location
https://www.london.gov.uk/what-we-do/planning/london-plan/new-londonplan/strategic-housing-land-availability-assessment but it should be noted that this does
not identify the outcomes for individual sites within the report. The 2,300 figure is the
result of the application of the SHLAA methodology to the Greater Carpenters District site
allocation.
In considering this matter, the following should also be noted. The LLDC Revised Local Plan
is currently at the later stages of its Examination. At the date of this response letter, the
inspector examining the Revised Local Plan has released his confirmed main modifications
to the Plan for public consultation and that consultation will commence shortly. It should
be noted that the inspector has recommended a specific modification to the SA3.4 Greater
Carpenters District site allocation which would remove the 2,300-minimum housing figure
from the site allocation and allow the amount of housing that could be delivered to be
defined by the processes in place to develop plans for the regeneration of the Carpenters
Estate. A copy of the Local Plan inspectors’ letter and confirmed main modifications is
attached with this letter as Appendix 1.
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Question 9. Has the expectation been reduced, given recommended changes PR8 and
PR10 of the Inspectors’ Report on the Examination of the London Plan 2019?
The Mayor of London has now provided to the Secretary of State his ‘Intend to publish’
notification for the New London Plan. This has incorporated the recommendations by the
EiP panel on housing targets and this results in a minor reduction in the LLDC ten-year
housing target from 21,610 to 21,540. This does not have a material effect on the overall
picture for the LLDC five-year housing land supply as the reduction is marginal, this does
not change the picture that relates to LLDC housing and mixed-use development sites and
site allocations needing to optimise the amount of housing that can be provided in each
case.
Question 10. The letter of 5 December 2019, paragraph 2, beneath sub-heading
“Effectiveness of approach to sites for new housing”, states “…this gives a new figure of
new homes for the area as 1,595 rather than 650”. I would be grateful to know the
derivation of the 1,595 figure.
The 1,595 figure is simply a net new housing figure which takes into account the 705 homes
that comprise the Carpenters Estate, subtracting these from the 2,300 figure within the
revised Local Plan site allocation. This figure would then be the additional new housing
capacity that would be associated with the site allocation as a whole through delivery of
new housing on redeveloped sites either as part of any estate regeneration of the
Carpenters Estate itself or through development of other available sites within the site
allocation/neighbourhood area during the Local Plan period.
Question 11. The supporting development principles within Site Allocation 3.4 include
references to a new western entrance to Stratford Regional Station and improvements to
the Jupp Road bridge. The supporting development principles also include the
safeguarding of land for the Docklands Light Railway North Route Double Tracking phase
2. I would be grateful to see a plan (or e-link) which shows the safeguarded land. The
supporting development principles are in the adopted Local Plan and have been carried
forward in the Revised Local Plan. I would be grateful to know whether the GCNP is
considered to be in general conformity with these development principles.
DLR twin track proposal safeguarding
Transport for London and DLR have confirmed that there is no statutory safeguarding that
applies in this instance but rather a principle of safeguarding that is applied through the
Local Plan that highlights this potential project and its overall route. Transport for London
and DLR have confirmed that project information remains in draft and as the detail is
unconfirmed this is not publicly available at this stage. Where the implementation of the
project would require any additional land, this would need to be acquired through an
appropriate approach which would then form part of any eventually confirmed project
plans.
The section of single track that would need to be converted to double track runs between
Warton Road in the west and the start of the existing double tracked high level DLR
platform at Stratford Station. If delivered, this would enable utilisation of the full capacity
of the line into Stratford Regional Station. This route is indicated on the map attached as
Appendix 2. There is currently no specific timetable or timescale identified for delivery of
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this project. As a result, it is currently not listed as a project on the LLDC Infrastructure
Delivery Plan Project List but is likely to be identified as a project on this list in the future as
the list is reviewed regularly.
Conformity with the site allocation Supporting Development Principles
The following table sets out the LLDC’s view on whether the draft Neighbourhood Plan is in
general conformity with the site allocation development principles.
Draft Revised Local Plan Site
Allocation 3.4 Supporting
Development Principles
Proposals should seek to
facilitate a net increase in
residential accommodation,
optimising delivery in
accordance with Policy SP.2 and
H.1 of this Local Plan.

LLDC view on general conformity of the draft
Neighbourhood Plan

Proposals should maximise
affordable housing delivery
through the Viability Tested
Route re-providing equivalent
affordable housing floorspace
through equivalent tenures as a
minimum

GCNP is not in general conformity with this supporting
development principle as the policies do not align
with Local Plan Policy H.2 Affordable housing that sets
affordable housing target of 35% across the area and
50% on public owned land, as also set within Policy H6
of the draft New London Plan. The mix and definition
of affordable housing assumed by the Local Plan
conforms with those within the National Planning
Policy Framework and the revised London Plan. The
Neighbourhood Plan Policy H2 sets a target of 50%
affordable housing on all sites of ten or more units in
the form of “not for profit (community led and social
rented) housing”. This is a significantly different
approach that does not appear to have been viability
tested. The viability testing that supports the LLDC’s
draft revised Local Plan is based on the NPPF and New
London Plan definition and approach to levels types
and tenures of affordable housing. There is also no
specific identified support from London Borough of

GCNP is not in conformity with the strategic site
allocation SA3.4 Greater Carpenters District and its
supporting development principle.
As outlined in our letter of 5th December, policies and
the approach to sites and the number of new homes
does not take account of all available sites and
capacity within the site allocation area but rather
focuses on the Carpenters Estate. While the answer
above to Question 8 sets out a potentially more
flexible approach that may be included within the final
version of the revised site allocation within the
revised Local Plan, the restrictive approach within the
draft Neighbourhood Plan is considered to prevent
the optimisation housing delivery that the site
allocation seeks and is required in order to meet
housing need.
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Newham as the Local Housing Authority and freehold
owner of a significant amount of the land within the
site allocation area in terms of this proposed differing
approach.
Development densities and uses
should reflect location, and
public transport accessibility
and the town centre boundary.

GCNP is not in general conformity with this supporting
development principle as the Plan does not take into
account the area’s very high public transport
accessibility levels (PTAL).

In accordance with Policy BN.5
any tall buildings should be
directed towards the town
centre boundary.

The Plan sets a general limit of up to 8 storeys for new
development. This is not in accordance with Policy
BN.5 which provides for a more flexible approach to
heights and would allow for variations to be produced
in different locations across the Site Allocation Area
where for example more height might be appropriate
close to or adjacent to Stratford Station as a result of
its very high transport accessibility levels. Therefore, it
is the Legacy Corporation’s view that non-delivery of
appropriate densities is likely to result in development
capacity not being optimised and result in a negative
impact on overall levels of housing delivery and the
ability to deliver a mix of other uses particularly
adjacent to the Town Centre boundary and Stratford
Regional Station.
Furthermore, as outline within our letter of 5th
December, the LLDC considers that there are a
number of deficiencies in the methodology and
approach within the Forum’s Site Options Report
prepared on its behalf by AECOM.

Where provided, commercial
and other active uses shall be
on the ground floor along key
connections, related to the
station, Metropolitan Centre
and Stratford High Street

GCNP does allow for the provision of new commercial
and other activities uses which is in line with this
principle. However, the Plan does not acknowledge
the suitable locations for these uses and the site’s
relation to the Stratford Metropolitan Centre where
these uses would be more appropriate.

Maximise and reflect in any new GCNP is in general conformity with this supporting
development or public realm
development principles.
improvement the potential
arising from pedestrian
movement to and from a new
western entrance to Stratford
Regional Station and
improvements to the Jupp Road
bridge.

4

LONDON LEGACY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Level 10, 1 Stratford Place,
Montfichet Road, London, E20 1EJ

T +44 (0) 20 3288 1800
F +44 (0) 20 3288 1801
www.QueenElizabethOlympicPark.co.uk

The identified option for the
new western entrance to
Stratford Regional Station
should be incorporated into
redevelopment proposals for
this site.
Improve connections from the
site to the north and to
Stratford Metropolitan Centre;
to south-west to the Greenway
via Bridgewater Road.
Improve connections within the
site along Warton Road,
Carpenters Road, Gibbins Road
and Jupp Road; and to within
Queen Elizabeth Olympic Park
Subject to the above, proposals
should be in accordance with
the provisions of other Local
Plan policies including B.1 in
relation to employment
floorspace, H.1 for housing mix,
CI.1 for community facilities and
BN.7 in relation to Local Open
Space
Safeguarding of land for DLR
North Route Double Tracking
phase 2.

Consider retention of existing
low-rise family housing where
this does not prevent the
achievement of wider
regeneration objectives
Ensure early community
consultation where specific
development proposals or
regeneration plans are brought
forward and take account of the
requirements of the Good
Practice Guide for Estate
Regeneration including
residents’ ballots

While the current status and detail of this project is
currently unconfirmed as detailed in the answer to
question 11 above, the draft Neighbourhood Plan
does not reference the project and so does not
generally conform to the Local Plan which includes
acknowledgement of the need to consider
safeguarding of the route for this project.
GCNP is in general conformity with this supporting
development principle.

GCNP is in general conformity with this supporting
development principle.
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Support the Greater Carpenters
Neighbourhood Forum in its
preparation of a
Neighbourhood Plan where this
conforms to the requirements
of the Local Plan and this site
allocation and involves
cooperation with the Council in
its roles as landowner and
housing authority.

The representation submitted by the London Borough
of Newham highlight the issues around cooperation
and alignment between the Council and
Neighbourhood Forum and its approach in the draft
Neighbourhood Plan that the LLDC consider to be
necessary in order to achieve deliverable solution to
the future of the Carpenters Estate and wider
development of the Greater Carpenters
Neighbourhood Area and the SA3.4 site allocation.

I trust that the above provides the information that you are seeking in relation to your
questions.
Your sincerely

Alex Savine
Head of Planning Policy
Appendix 1 – Local Plan Examination: Inspectors confirmed main modifications
Appendix 2 – Map of DLR twin tracking route within the Neighbourhood Area
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Appendix 1: Local Plan Examination - inspectors
confirmed main modifications

ID/5

Letter to LLDC

Examination of the London Legacy Development Corporation
Revised Local Plan
Explanatory Letter to accompany the draft schedule of Main
Modifications
I am attaching a table showing main modifications I consider are likely to be
necessary in order for the London Legacy Development Corporation Revised
Local Plan (the Plan) to be found sound. Assuming that the Development
Corporation would be content to adopt the Plan on this basis, I should be
grateful if you would arrange for these to undergo public consultation for a sixweek period at the Corporation’s earliest opportunity. Should this not be the
case, please advise me as soon as possible in order that I can consider how best
to proceed with the examination. The LLDC would also need to undergo
screening for SA/HRA before they go out to consultation.
All the modifications set out in the attached table were either raised in
representations and/or discussed at the examination hearing sessions. The
majority of the main modifications were suggested by the London Legacy
Development Corporation (LLDC). However, in two important subject areas, I
have without prejudice to my final report, introduced significant changes; in one
case, I have changed/further modified the LLDC’s suggested modification, whilst
in the second case, I have introduced a set of further main modifications which I
consider are likely to be necessary for the Plan to be sound.
The purpose of my letter is to highlight and explain my reasoning behind the
further main modifications (MMs) that I consider are likely to be necessary.
Those who attended the relevant examination hearing sessions will appreciate
that both of these subject areas were discussed at some length at these
sessions. Furthermore, it is necessary for me to underline the point that I will
consider carefully any further representations in relation to these two sets of
modifications (and indeed regarding all the suggested modifications in the
attached table) following the consultation exercise and before writing my final
report to the Development Corporation.
The first of the two further main modifications relates to the application of the
Agent of Change principle to the continued safeguarding of industrial uses
and activities within the areas identified in Table 3 of the submitted Plan.
There seems to be broad agreement among the parties that the employment
clusters within the plan area provide strategically important industrial land (SIL).
This includes businesses within Use Classes B2 (general industrial) and B8
(storage or distribution), which contribute significantly to the economy and
employment requirements of not only the plan area but across East London as a
whole and even further afield. It is also generally accepted that such industrial
land is becoming increasingly constrained, partly as a result of pressures to
deliver more residential development in and very close to these sites as well as
1
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in response to the attractiveness in viability terms to realise residential value on
sites which are located within or close to the boundaries of the SILs.
In response to this issue, LLDC initially set out in policy B1.3 of the submitted
Plan a commitment to safeguarding land within SILs, where the intensification
and consolidation of SIL for other uses (such as for residential) will only be
acceptable where identified within Table 3 and the relevant Site Allocations.
In response to representations, LLDC has suggested a modification (Examination
Document LD20, reference MM13), which suggests that in the explanatory text
to policy B1 – i.e. in paragraph 4.14 – that the ability of industries within SILs to
operate on a 24-hour basis should be safeguarded.
I am initially minded to agree with the Corporation that this is a positive
modification in assisting the satisfactory implementation of policy B1 as
discussed at the hearing examination sessions. However, it was also argued
that the commitment in the Plan to safeguard the operation of industrial land
within SILs should state clearly that no time restrictions on vehicular access or
noise limitations should be placed on existing operations, or on industrial
operations that wish to develop in future within the SILs.
In responding to the challenge of intensification within the Legacy Area, the
balance between enabling existing and proposed business enterprises within the
SILs to exist, innovate and compete in national and global markets, to meet the
economic and employment needs of the plan area and beyond, is, in my view, a
critical material consideration. It is clearly also very important to safeguard the
living conditions of the occupiers of all existing and proposed residential
developments within and close to the boundaries of the SILs. In this light, the
Plan needs to set a clear strategic message to guide future development.
One of the provisions in the operation of the current Agent of Change principle is
that whichever use is the most recent, this use/activity has to modify its
operations in view of existing neighbouring uses. This has meant, as I heard
during the examination hearing sessions, that fettering restrictions have been
placed on proposed industrial activity within SILs in relation to considerations of
amenity in relation to existing neighbouring housing areas.
MMs 8 & 9 support the need to safeguard the industrial activities of the SILs as
paramount and, subject to consultation comments on them, I conclude that they
are necessary for the Plan to be sound. MM8 also secures the inclusion of the
three principles at the heart of the representations and discussions at the
hearings, i.e. 24-hour operations, 24-hour access/deliveries and operational
requirements in terms of noise generation, and that these provisions should be
included within the actual policy (B1.3), whilst MM9 amends paragraph 4.14 in
the supporting text.
The four constituent Councils, as environmental health authorities, retain their
authority to intervene if they consider that action needs to be taken over alleged
noise and other forms of nuisance and disturbance, and the suggested
modifications would not override their use of appropriate environmental health
powers.
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The second set of additional modifications relates to the future of the Greater
Carpenters Estate, where strongly held views were expressed by residents and
community representatives over its future. Several representations and
contributions made in the discussions at the hearing sessions questioned
whether the estate should be cleared and redeveloped to achieve an important
contribution to meeting housing need in the form of 2,300 new dwellings. They
argued for the estate to be refurbished in a way that would enable most existing
residents to remain there.
The Greater Carpenters Estate presents a classic planning dilemma of how to
maximise exciting opportunities while protecting the important interests of the
existing community. It is not possible to bring these alternative aims together;
they cannot co-exist. It is acknowledged that there would be an important
benefit in the delivery of an additional 2,300 new units in a potentially exciting
new development, which would contribute towards the overall regeneration and
housing aims of the Development Corporation.
However, I note that the alternative “bottom up” and more nuanced approach,
as set out in the emerging Greater Carpenters Neighbourhood Plan, as well as
bringing about stability for the existing residents and an end to their uncertainty,
would also provide 650 new homes and bring 300-350 empty homes back into
use. This would reduce the quantitative difference between the alternative
options from 2,300 dwellings to possibly around 1,300 dwellings, although this
figure is still significant.
Newham Council, in whose boundary Greater Carpenters Estate lies, is also the
housing authority and major landowner in the estate. I note that the Borough
has signalled its aim to reassess its options, in line with the views of the
community, which accords with the aim in policy SA3.4 in the adopted LLDC
Local Plan for the Greater Carpenters District, which is to ensure early
community consultation where specific development proposals or regeneration
plans are brought forward. Therefore, without Newham Council’s agreement to
the submitted policy SA3.4, I consider that the policy is not effective.
Important and significant community consultation over the future of the Greater
Carpenters area is now happening, with a residents’ ballot being organised by
Newham Council for the end of quarter 1 of 2020/21.
All this community consultation, upon which hangs the future of an estate and a
community, would be rendered potentially academic if the Plan were to commit
itself to the delivery of 2,300 new homes through clearance and redevelopment.
This, by implication, would necessitate the clearance of the existing housing
stock and probably many if not all the existing community facilities, and the
dispersal of the existing residents.
National policy, as expressed in paragraph 16 (c) of the Framework, requires
that plans should be shaped by early, proportionate and effective engagement
between plan-makers and communities. In my view, this important requirement
and element in the positive preparation of the Plan would be jeopardised if my
report were to sanction the submitted policy SA3.4 in its present form, with its
proposed 2,300 new dwellings for the Greater Carpenters area. I therefore
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consider that the current policy, in relation to the above considerations, is not
sound in its present form.
For the above reasons, and subject to the outcome of the consultation, I
consider that main modifications [MMs 27, 28 & 29] to the first two bullet
points of policy SA3.4 are necessary for the Plan to be sound. These
modifications emphasise full community consultation through the emerging
Neighbourhood Plan in the first bullet. They also delete reference to the
proposed 2,300 new homes in the second bullet, replacing this with a statement
that the precise size of the housing allocation will be determined following the
outcome of consideration of the options referred to in the bullet point above,
which will involve full community consultation.

Conclusion
In conclusion, I wish to reiterate that I have explained my reasoning in relation
to the above two sets of further main modifications in order to assist the
examination, and I will of course consider carefully all representations made to
these modifications which are set out in the attached table.

Mike Fox,
Inspector
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London Legacy Development Corporation – Local Plan Review
Table showing Draft Schedule of Main Modifications

MM
No

MM1

LLDC
Ref,
based
on
LD20
&35
M3

Submitted
LP Ref

Proposed Change

Policy BN2,
page 90
Policy BN4,
page 96

Add following to policy criteria:
8.Protect essential waterway infrastructure.
Insert following text to policy criteria:
Ensuring surrounding open spaces, including
waterways and canals, receive adequate levels of
daylight and sunlight.
Add following to policy criteria:
6. Account is taken of any potential impact on any
Groundwater Source Protection Zone.
Add to policy:
Where an air quality assessment shows that a
proposed development may result in significant effects
on habitats within European sites, a project level
Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) should be
undertaken and submitted with any planning
application.
Add to paragraph:
The requirements of the Habitats Directive (EC
Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Habitats
and Natural Fauna and Flora are transposed into law in
England and Wales by the Conservation of Habitats
and Species Regulations 2017. Under Article 6 of EC
Directive 92/43/EEC (the Habitats Directive), an
assessment (Appropriate Assessment) is required
where a plan or project may give rise to significant
effects upon any European sites. There are no
European sites located within the LLDC area boundary.
However, European Sites outside the boundary may be
affected by activities undertaken within the LLDC area
if they are connected through an impact gateway, for
example, hydrological links or impacts upon air quality.
These sites are identified below.

MM2

M4

MM3

M5

MM4

M7

Policy
BN14, page
114
Policy BN11

MM5

M8

Para 6.42

Name of Site

Status

Lea Valley Special
Protection Area
Lea Valley Ramsar
Site

SPA
Ramsar

Distance from
LLDC
boundary
3.4km northwest
3.4km northwest
1

Epping Forest Special
Area of Conservation

MM6

M9

Policy BN14

MM7

M30

Para 7.5

MM8

M13
[as
amend
ed]

Policy B1.3

MM9

New

Para 4.14

MM10

M13

Objective 2

SPA

2.9km northeast

An Appropriate Assessment of this Plan has concluded
that any application coming forward as a result of Local
Plan designation should be subject to a detailed project
level HRA where:
• The proposed development involves or requires
the abstraction of water from the Lea Valley,
and/or
• An air quality assessment shows that a
proposed development would result in
significant effects on habitats within European
Sites.
Add to policy:
Where a proposed development involves or requires
the abstraction of water from the Lea Valley, a Project
Level Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) should
be undertaken and submitted with any planning
application.
Add to list:
6. Improvements to Stratford Station as part of an
integrated congestion relief scheme access and station
upgrade.
Add to existing paragraph:
In accordance with the Agent of Change principle,
development proposals within or adjacent to SILs
should not compromise the function, integrity,
access/delivery arrangements or effectiveness of the
location in accommodating industrial type activities
(including Use Classes B2 and B8) and their ability to
operate on a 24-hour basis. For clarity, and to avoid
any misunderstanding, this applies to all clusters
identified within Table 3. Mitigation measures should
ensure that Classes B2/B8 operations will not have
undue restrictions on noise generation or delivery
hours.
Change text as follows:
Section 106 Agreements. In accordance with the
Agent of Change principle, development proposals
should demonstrate an acceptable relationship with the
existing SIL users and ensure that noise-generating
industrial uses remain viable and can continue or grow
without unreasonable restrictions being placed on
them, taking into account the function of SIL sites and
industrial/warehousing operators’ ability to operate 24
hours and 7 days a week. Mitigation measures should
ensure that Classes B2/B8 operations will not have
undue restrictions on noise generation or delivery
hours.
Delete 22,000 new homes and insert 24,000 new
2

MM11

M14

Para 5.3

MM12

M16

Para 5.28

MM13

M19

SA3.6

MM14

M20

SA3.6

MM15

M23

Appendix 5:
Glossary

MM16

M24

Appendix 5:
Glossary

MM17

M25

Para 3.7

MM18

M26

Appendix 5:

homes.
Change text as follows:
The trajectory includes a five per cent buffer of
deliverable sites which shows that the target is
expected to be met for the first five ten years, but it
may not be possible on a rolling five-year basis past
2028/2029. Nonetheless, it is expected that more
than 24,000 22,000 homes will be delivered over the
plan period of 2020 to 2036 through optimised housing
delivery on suitable, available and achievable sites
over the period.
Delete 3 and insert 2.5 bedspaces accounting for a
single home.
Change text as follows:
Provide affordable housing across the portfolio sites
(site allocations SA3.2, SA3.5, SA3.6 and SA4.3) in
accordance with policy H2 based on an affordable
housing threshold of 35 50 per cent, and in accordance
with policy H2 applying an affordable housing
threshold of 50 per cent on public land or industrial
land where there is a net loss of industrial floorspace
capacity.
Change text as follows:
• In determining the affordable housing threshold
to be applied for each part of the site, the
Legacy Corporation will consider for surplus
utilities site land, evidence of extraordinary
decontamination, enabling and remediation
costs, including viability evidence, to determine
whether a 35 per cent affordable housing
threshold can apply when bringing the site
forward.
Change text as follows:
Agent of Change principle …..from noise and other
nuisances……….from noise and other nuisance
complaints.
Change text as follows:
Community and social infrastructure facilities ……
This list is not exhaustive and other uses can be
included as community or social infrastructure.
Add the following text:
Any formally designated neighbourhood forum may
also prepare a Neighbourhood Plan for its relevant
neighbourhood planning area which will include further
non-strategic policies for the relevant part of the
Legacy Corporation Area. A Neighbourhood Plan will
become part of the Statutory Development Plan once
all relevant legal processes have been satisfied and the
plan is officially ‘made’ by the Legacy Corporation. [Is
it not made by the forum?]
Add following definition of Neighbourhood Plan:
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MM19

M28

Figure 9

MM20

M29

Para 5.21

MM21

M30

Policy H3

MM22

M31

Para 7.8

MM23

M32

Para 7.13

MM24

M33

Figure 25

MM25

M34

Figure 25

MM26

New

Policy
SA1.7

MM27

New

Policy
SA3.4

Neighbourhood Plan – A plan prepared by a
designated neighbourhood forum for its neighbourhood
plan area under neighbourhood planning processes. A
neighbourhood plan attains the same legal status as a
local plan, forming part of the statutory development
plan, once all relevant legal processes have been
satisfied and it is officially ‘made’ by the Legacy
Corporation. [Is it not made by the forum?]
Insert new housing trajectory to include a small
sites/windfall assumption as well as permissions and
allocations, to include additional capacity, as submitted
during the examination hearing sessions.
Change text as follows:
For Build to Rent schemes to qualify for the FTR, the
tenure mix should consist entirely of Discounted
Market Rent affordable rented products with 60%
being offered at a discount equivalent to low cost rents
(social or London Affordable Rent), 30% as London
Living Rent, and the remainder offered at equivalent
rates to other intermediate housing offers.
Change text as follows:
The Legacy Corporation will support provision of new
specialist older persons’ accommodation to meet the
identified annual benchmark of 17 per annum within
C2 or C3 uses which will be acceptable where: ….
Change text as follows:
Transport for London (TfL) and Network Rail are
working closely together to develop Crossrail 2. The
proposed route map as confirmed in 2015 the 2018
Mayor’s Strategy would provide a link across London’s
south-west to north-east corridor from the north-east
to the south-west. The concept of an eastern branch
has previously been explored and focused on an
alignment through Hackney, Newham and beyond and
Haringey and Network Rail branches. An eastern
branch could provide significant benefits to the Legacy
Corporation area and continue to be a priority for the
growth boroughs that it would include.
Change text as follows:
and new platforms network capacity improvements at
Stratford Station.
Amend to correct location of Jupp Road Bridge
enhancement and amend to show Principal Connection
enhancement for whole of Stratford Station.
Amend to correct IQL to Stratford waterfront as offroad connection.
Change text as follows:
• Maximise the Make provision of for at least
seven gypsy and traveller pitches.
Insert following text at the start of the first bullet
point:
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MM28

New

Policy
SA3.4

MM29

New

Policy
SA3.4

MM30

M37

Para 5.20

The detailed development principles for this area will
be formulated through the emerging Greater
Carpenters Neighbourhood Plan.
Add following text to first bullet point:
Consideration will be given to a range of options
including refurbishment, opportunities for infill
development, comprehensive redevelopment and
combinations of these options for the site allocation
area.
Add following text to start of the second bullet point:
The precise size of the housing allocation will be
determined following the outcome of consideration of
the options referred to in the bullet point above, which
will involve full community consultation, the site
allocation is expected to yield a minimum of 2,300 new
homes (gross), a total which may be substantially
increased following discussions with the Community
Forum and the landowners with an affordable housing
threshold …..
Change text as follows:
“The Mayor has set out appropriate income caps for his
preferred intermediate tenures of London Living Rent
and London Shared Ownership which will be applied. In
relation to affordable housing allocations the Legacy
Corporation will follow the approaches of the four
boroughs. The Mayor’s annual London Affordable Rent
benchmarks shall be used as the starting point for
when setting appropriate rental rates., and other
similar products should also demonstrate similar levels
of affordability To ensure that intermediate units
remain genuinely affordable, the guidance within the
Mayor of London’s Affordable Housing Viability
Supplementary Planning Guidance (August 2017), or
any future equivalent guidance published by the Mayor
should be used. The Mayor updates the income ranges
eligible for intermediate products in his Annual
Monitoring Report. Developers will be expected to
demonstrate that they have engaged with a registered
provider and secured a commitment for provision from
the outset. Subject to the availability of appropriate
funding, delivery of social rented accommodation
within the area will be supported.”

5

Appendix 2: extract from draft
Revised Local Plan Policies Map
showing route of DLR twin tracking within Greater Carpenters
Neighbourhood Area safguarded
within the Local Plan

Route of DLR twing tracking
project within Greater Carpenters
Neighbourhood Area
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