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1. Introduction 

1.1 This report sets out the process behind identifying and assessing sites and areas for 

the North London Waste Plan (NLWP). This report updates the 2015 Sites and Areas report 

and brings together the outcomes from the Regulation 18 consultation and progress on site 

and area assessment work. 

1.2 The process of identifying the need for new land for waste uses across North London 

was started with the Waste Data Study (see below) which identified capacity gaps for the 

management of North London’s waste over the next 15 years and calculated the amount of 

land needed to meet these gaps. The study has been updated a number of times since work 

on the NLWP started, and the current version, identifies the current level of expected land 

requirements to meet North London’s waste need over the next 15 years.  This calculation 

takes into account the capacity of existing waste sites and any changes or additional 

capacity which is expected to come on-stream during the plan period. 

1.3 A call for sites exercise was also undertaken as part of the search for land suitable for 

waste management facilities.  Waste operators, landowners and other interested parties 

were asked to put forward new sites and a ‘land availability search’ was also undertaken by 

each of the boroughs.   

1.4 All sites brought forward first underwent a detailed desktop appraisal using GIS, 

before being visited and evaluated against assessment criteria to make sure there were no 

immitigable planning constraints to preclude their inclusion in the Draft Plan. The final short 

list of sites and areas was taken forward in the Draft Plan.  The consultation responses from 

the Draft Plan have been used on this latest assessment, together with a review of the 

impact of changes in Regional and Local Policy work which affected the proposed 

allocations. This report presents the latest position on the list of sites and areas to be taken 

forward as part of the Regulation 19 Plan.  For each proposed area, there is a proforma 

detailing key information and planning issues related to the site/area and a short profile 

presenting the headline facts for inclusion in the Regulation 19 Plan. 

2. Waste Data Study 

2.1 Urban Vision and 4Resources were contracted by the North London Boroughs to 

prepare a Waste Data Study to assess future waste arisings and management capacity 

requirements to inform the preparation of the NLWP. 

2.2 The Data Study was first published in April 2014 and comprised three parts as shown 

below, which are intended to be read in conjunction: 

 Part 1: Waste Arisings in North London;  

 Part 2: Waste Capacity in North London; and  
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 Part 3: Sites Assessment. 

2.3 Part 1 of the Waste Data Study provided a detailed analysis of current waste arisings 

in North London for all waste streams and waste movements into and out of the area in 

2011. This was updated in 2014, 2016 and 2018.  The information in Waste Data Study Part 

1 was used to inform Waste Data Study Part 2.  

2.4 Since the completion of the original Data Study there have been a number of  

changes that affect the relevance of its content to the evolving waste management 

priorities for North London. These changes have included the publication of new 

information about waste arisings in the Plan area (particularly Commercial and Industrial 

(C&I) wastes); the identification of a number of new waste management sites; revisions to 

waste management policies in the London Plan; and continuing work, drawing on the 

original Data Study, to define the appropriate waste management strategy that the NLWP 

will pursue. 

2.5 As a result of this new information the capacity gaps were also revised and land 

requirements for the preferred option were estimated. The 2018 update has also taken 

account of a review of throughput/ha thresholds for waste facilities which has resulted in a 

lower land take requirement for a range of facility types, and overall reducing the land take 

requirement for the NLWP. 

2.6 The land required (in hectares) to meet net self-sufficiency for Local Authority 

Collected Waste (LACW), C&I and Construction and Demolition (C&D) waste streams (the 

preferred option for the NLWP) is identified in Table 1 (requirements for London Plan 

apportionment in brackets).  This shows the total land required is 9ha. 

Table 1: Land take requirement (hectares) 

Facility Type 
Hectares 

2018 2025 2030 2035 Total 

Energy from waste 
(C&I/LACW) 

1(1)1  
   

1(1) 

Recycling (LACW and C&I) 1(1) 1(1) 
 

1 3(2) 

Recycling (C&D) 0 0 2 
 

2 

Recycling (Hazardous) 2    2 

Treatment HIC2, CDE 1    1 

TOTAL land required in 
North London 

5 (2) 1(1) 2 (0) 1 (0) 9 (3) 

2.7 The aim of Part 3 of the Data Study was to assess the capacity of existing waste 

management facilities. This work involved identifying all existing licensed waste facilities, 
                                            
 
1 The existing Energy from Waste (EfW) facility at Edmonton does not currently accept C&I waste from private 
operators. Should a change in practice occur, this land may not be required. 
2 HIC- Household, Industrial and Commercial waste. 
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surveying the operators to validate the information on throughput and waste types 

managed and included site visits in 2013 to all existing sites.  Full details of the process and 

the updated findings can be found in the Waste Data Study Part 3 Sites Schedule Report 

(2019). Sites were not revisited post 2013 work.   

2.8 The existing licensed sites were identified through a review of the work undertaken 

on the previous NLWP and the list of sites identified from the Environment Agency’s (EA) 

Waste Data Interrogator (WDI). For each of the sites identified, the following information 

was obtained through desk based assessment. 

 Neighbouring land uses – key issues/constraints; 

 EA Licence number; 

 Licensed capacity; 

 Throughput over the last five years (where possible); 

 Area (in hectares). 

2.9 All existing waste sites are safeguarded through the NLWP in line with the London 

Plan and will assist in meeting the capacity requirements over the Plan period.   

3. The need to identify sites and areas 

3.1 The National Planning Policy for Waste (NPPW) and London Plan require the NLWP 

to identify land to meet the identified capacity gaps over the plan period. Capacity gaps are 

identified through the Data Study and are summarised in Section 5 of the Regulation 19 Plan 

which identifies the land take associated with this as shown in Table 1 above.   

3.2 The site assessment process was therefore undertaken to identify potential 

opportunities across north London for new waste management facilities to come forward 

that are of the right type, in the right place and can be provided at the right time to meet 

the identified capacity gap.  

3.3 In preparing the NLWP it is important to demonstrate that all reasonable, relevant 

and realistic options for siting waste management facilities have been explored and that a 

comprehensive and systematic approach to site identification has been undertaken.  Further 

guidance is provided in Annex B of NPPW and the NPPG on waste Paragraphs 037 to 041. 

Contribution of Sites in Planning for North London’s Waste 

3.4 The NLWP is required to identify land to meet the future requirements for waste 

management over the plan period as set out in Table 1 above, a total of 9ha.  The land 

allocated through the NLWP identifies those areas where in principle, it is considered that 

waste development would be acceptable, with the nature of the activity and scheme design 

left for consideration within the context of individual planning applications.  The original site 

work in 2015 identified both sites and areas for future waste development. Following 

consultation on the Regulation 18 Plan and consideration of the comments received, a 
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review of the original proposed sites and areas that were identified was undertaken.  This 

included looking at the methodology used and the proposed allocations. At that time there 

were 3 sites identified in the Regulation 18 plan, 2 of these sites were removed in light of 

the comments received and the third is subject to a planning application for a waste transfer 

station to support the NLWA and as such has been removed from the plan as this is 

expected to become an active waste site. More details on the consultation are provided 

later in this chapter As a result of this work, the Regulation 19 Plan will only be identifying 

areas as suitable for future waste development. The areas identified will not be safeguarded 

solely for waste use in the NLWP, but are areas of land in which waste use is considered 

compatible alongside other non-waste uses and is an area in which waste developers could 

consider bringing forward new facilities. 

3.5 The identification of areas also allow for flexibility in bringing forward a range of 

locations across North London, allowing for a better spread of opportunities for future 

waste development to be delivered to meet North London’s requirement. 

Planning Policy Context 

3.6 Sections 3-6 of the NPPW set out the approach Local Plans should take in identifying 

future waste requirements over the plan period and this has been used to help develop the 

approach to identifying future locations for waste development in North London.   The 

NPPW endorses the allocation of both sites and areas in Local Plans.  It states “Waste 

planning authorities should identify, in their Local Plans, sites and/or areas for new or 

enhanced waste management facilities in appropriate locations” (section 4).  The National 

Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) adds that when planning for waste in London “Waste 

planning authorities will need to plan for the delivery of sites and areas suitable for waste 

management to fill the gap between existing and required waste management capacity” 

(paragraph 043). 

3.7 In terms of the type of land identified, the sites search was undertaken within the 

framework of the NPPW which requires waste planning authorities to “consider a broad 

range of locations including industrial sites” and “give priority to the re-use of previously-

developed land [and] sites identified for employment uses” (section 4). 

Waste Industry Views 

3.8 The North London Boroughs have spoken to waste industry representatives about 

the contribution that areas can play in planning for waste.  The private sector seeks 

flexibility in terms of land availability for reasons including viability, throughput potential 

and land use compatibility.  The waste industry is increasingly looking for opportunities 

within the circular economy which could include utilising waste in manufacturing processes.  

This would mean a different type of waste facility in the future.  By allocating a range of 

areas for waste uses the NLWP can contribute to this flexibility throughout the plan period. 
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Consultation Responses 

3.9 The North London Boroughs consulted on the Draft Plan in the summer of 2015 for a 

period of 9 weeks. This consultation was also accompanied by a series of work shop and 

drop in events covering all 7 Boroughs. The consultation posed a number of questions on 

the draft plan and proposed allocations. 213 representations were received from a broad 

range of stakeholders. 

3.10 The main issues raised were in relation to the proposed new sites and areas.  The 

responses provided useful local information which has helped to refine the site assessment 

work and the list of sites to be taken forward as part of the Regulation 19 Plan. 

3.11 In preparing the Proposed Submission version of the NLWP, and deciding which sites 

and areas to take forward, the North London Boroughs took into account a number of 

factors including national and regional policy, the aims of the NLWP and consultation 

responses on the Draft Plan.  Further work was undertaken to gather and assess any 

additional information on the proposed sites and areas received during the consultation or 

as a result of new data being published.    

As a result of this work, it was decided by the Boroughs that there were sufficient reasons to 

reassess the approach to sites and areas. The revised approach is to focus on existing, well-

established industrial land, and areas which performed well against the assessment criteria.   

Conclusions 

3.12 Developers of waste facilities seek flexibility in terms of land availability and the 

NLWP can help achieve this flexibility by providing a portfolio of areas suitable for waste.  

This approach of identifying areas has been adopted by a number of other waste plans 

across England and has the benefit in areas such as London of not tying down land for waste 

use only, as would be the case through site allocations, which could restrict future 

development of an area.   

4. Developing the sites and areas assessment methodology 

4.1 The site search criteria to be used in the NLWP have been developed using the 

requirements of NPPW, PPG and the London Plan.  The criteria also incorporate locally 

specific spatial elements where relevant. 

4.2 Sections 3-6 and Annex B of the NPPW set out the approach Local Plans should take 

to identifying future waste requirements over the plan period.  London Plan Policy SI8, 

Waste Capacity and net waste self-sufficiency, (specifically points B and D), policies E4 Land 

for industry, logistics and services to support London’s economic function, Policy E5 

Strategic Industrial Locations and Policy T7 Freight and servicing have also informed the 

methodology. 
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4.3 The process undertaken to identify land in North London is set out below. In 

undertaking the site assessment work, the Boroughs have developed a Site/Area 

Assessment Sheet which has been completed for each potential site/area put forward.  In 

this way, NLWP can ensure that all the sites and areas put forward have been evaluated on 

a consistent basis.   

4.4 Appendix 2 of this report introduces the pro forma and provides guidance on how it 

has been completed.   

Feedback on the sites and areas criteria 

4.5 As part of the process for engaging stakeholders throughout the preparation of the 

Plan,  the North London Boroughs held Focus Group events during the plan preparation 

process.  

4.6 Of relevance to this report was the second of three Focus groups held on the 3rd 

June 2014 during the development on the Draft Plan at which, among other issues, 

participants provided views on the site assessment criteria.   The Focus Groups did not reach 

consensus on the criteria to be included and, although not part of the responses to the 

discussion session between the groups, during the group feedback session a discussion took 

place regarding how the plan would score sites during the site assessment process. The 

facilitators set out that the approach used in the previous plan to score sites would not be 

taken forward in this plan. The group were informed of the proposed approach to 

appraising sites using a qualitative approach rather than quantitative (i.e. giving an overall 

score) was to be used.  Some members of the group expressed concern over how this would 

work and an example pro-forma was sent to those who requested one.   Further details 

from the 3rd June Focus Group are set out in Appendix 1 and the full outcomes report is 

available here  

http://www.nlwp.net/downloads/consultation2014/Report_on_Focus_Group_Events_%28

March-July_2014%29.pdf 

4.7 Consultation has also been undertaken with the prescribed bodies in line with the 

requirements of the Duty to Co-operate (DtC).  Table 7 of the DtC report (May 2015) details 

the responses received, and where this has relevance for the site and areas assessment, 

issues have been addressed through refinement of the process. The majority of issues raised 

relate to the role of flood risk, which is addressed through the sequential test, with others 

being development specific, and as such will be dealt with at the application stage. 

4.8 As discussed, the Draft Plan was consulted on between 30th July 2015 and 30th 

September 2015. This posed a series of questions, of which question 6 was directly related 

to the site assessment process and asked " Do you agree that the above described 

methodology used to identify potential sites and areas for future waste development is 

justified and proportionate? If not why not? Please provide an alternative approach”. The 

responses received were broadly supportive of the methodology for identifying new sites 

and areas, although the resulting sites/areas were often not.  Residents felt very strongly 

http://www.nlwp.net/downloads/consultation2014/Report_on_Focus_Group_Events_%28March-July_2014%29.pdf
http://www.nlwp.net/downloads/consultation2014/Report_on_Focus_Group_Events_%28March-July_2014%29.pdf
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that waste facilities should be located well away from residential areas.  Comments were 

received suggesting that too much land had been identified and that sites in ‘Band B’ should 

be prioritised, with other comments suggesting that all industrial areas should be 

considered suitable and that consolidation of a number of smaller sites should also be 

considered. 

4.9 All these factors have been considered as part of the process for refining the site 

search methodology. 

Strategic Road Network 

4.10 A Strategic Road Network layer was not available at the time of the desk based 

assessment.  However, OS mapping/Google was utilised to established main highways 

within the vicinity of the site/area during the appraisals.  As part of the consultation work on 

the plan and the responses received, individual highways teams have looked at the 

proposed allocations to provide comments on their suitability and to highlight any specific 

access issues which need to be accounted for. 

Site Search and Selection Process 

4.11 An extensive site search and selection process was undertaken and  involved the 

following key stages: 

Survey of existing waste sites 

4.12 A survey of existing waste sites was the first piece of work undertaken in the site 

assessment process in 2014 (see 2.7 above). This work was updated in 2018 as part of the 

work of the revised data study. The purpose of this was to undertake a detailed review of 

the existing waste sites, including obtaining information from the operators on their future 

plans and validation of the information we held regarding their sites. Of the 65 operators 

contacted in 2014, 21 responded and of the 59 sites contacted in 2018, responses were 

received from 12.   

4.13 A questionnaire was sent to each of the existing operators to validate the 

information we held which included information on their past throughputs as recorded in 

the Environment Agency Waste Data Interrogator and what we knew about the operation.  

We also asked if they had any future plans to redevelop the site which could feed in to the 

development of the NLWP.  Any sites which did not respond were contacted again by email 

and telephone.  Any new information gained from the process was then fed in to the site 

assessment process and the Waste data Study update.  

4.14 The results of this work indicated that there was insufficient capacity within existing 

sites to meet the expected waste arisings over the plan period, and as such the plan would 

need to identify opportunities where such development could take place during the plan 

period. This survey was repeated in 2017 as part of the update to the Waste Data Study Part 

3 Report, and the findings have also been fed into this work. 
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Call for sites 

4.15 The call for sites exercise was carried out in two stages and work on this commenced 

in June 2014.  The process undertaken involved sending a letter and a nomination form to 

existing waste operators and other landowners and interested parties who have land they 

may wish to put forward for consideration for allocation for waste uses within the NLWP.   

Any nominations put forward were required to provide details of the site they proposed, 

including a detailed plan and landownership details. An example nomination form is 

attached as Appendix 3. 

4.16 Two responses were received to the call for sites from other land owners and 

interested parties. However, one site was outside the boundary of the NLWP, and the other 

nomination put forward a number of sites in place of the allocation of their land as a waste 

site in the previous NLWP.  This submission was not supported by any site boundary 

information and was not submitted with any supporting information to suggest they owned 

the sites or had the support of the landowners. We could not therefore use this information 

to support a specific allocation and instead fed this information into the desk based 

assessment process.  

4.17 Nine responses were received from existing operators of which seven maintained 

their intention to continue to operate their sites during the plan period with no specific 

intentions to redevelop their sites. The NLWA and Powerday put forward changes to their 

facilities and Thames Water subsequently provided further information on their Deephams 

Sewage Treatment Works. The Powerday site has since become operational and is included 

in the updated list of existing sites. The consultants acting on behalf of waste management 

company GBN responded to the recent survey and confirmed that they had acquired a new 

site on Gibbs Road in Enfield, to process up to 200,000 tonnes of construction, demolition 

and excavation waste, which should be operational towards the end of 2018. 

4.18 All existing waste management sites are to be safeguarded through the NLWP in line 

with the London Plan and in recognition of the significant role they play in the management 

of North London’s waste.   Through work on identifying sites and areas, the Boroughs are 

aware that there are a number of developments, specifically the Brent Cross Cricklewood 

redevelopment and Crossrail 2, which may affect some existing waste sites.  Should these 

sites need to be relocated, the responsible Borough must find compensatory sites in order 

to comply with the London Plan.  However, the NLWP has not specifically looked at the sites 

to meet this need and it is envisaged that compensatory sites will be provided in line with 

the London Plan and the NLWP once adopted.  Barnet is working with the NLWP to look for 

solutions to meet the requirements of the waste sites displaced as part of the Brent Cross 

Cricklewood redevelopment. 

Edmonton EcoPark 

4.19 In November 2014 the North London Waste Authority announced plans for the 

development of a new Energy Recovery Facility (ERF) - the North London Heat and Power 
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Project, on their existing site at the Edmonton EcoPark in Enfield. This will replace the 

existing Energy from Waste (EfW) plant at the EcoPark that is coming to the end of its 

operational life. A Development Consent Order (DCO) was granted for the facility in 

February 2017. The replacement facility, expected to be operational from 2025, could 

generate power for around 127,000 homes and provide heat for local homes and businesses 

as part of a decentralised energy network known as the Lee Valley Heat Network.  The 

development of Edmonton for the new ERF will provide a strategic facility for the NLWP and 

provide a solution for managing the non-recyclable element of LACW.  Delivery of this 

facility would see the NLWA continue to manage LACW from the North London Boroughs 

and help reduce the reliance on disposal of waste to landfill.   

Deephams Sewage Treatment Works 

4.20 The Environment Agency issued a significantly tighter environmental permit that 

came into force in March 2017 and required Thames Water to make improvements to the 

quality of the discharged effluent. The need for an effluent upgrade to Deephams Sewage 

Treatment Works (STW) is highlighted in the National Planning Statement on Waste Water, 

and planning permission for this work was granted by Enfield Council on 20th February 2015.  

Thames Water is also proposing an upgrade to the sewage sludge treatment stream at 

Deephams STW during its 2015 to 2020 business plan period by providing enhanced sludge 

treatment plant within the boundaries of the existing site. Enfield Council will continue work 

with Thames Water and the Environment Agency to ensure that adequate and appropriate 

waste water treatment infrastructure is provided. 

Powerday  

4.21 As noted above, Powerday in Enfield received planning permission for an upgrade to 

a Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) capable of handling 300,000 tonnes of waste per annum 

of C&I and C&D waste. This site is now operational and capacity is accounted for as part of 

the existing available capacity. 

Pinkham Way 

4.22 During the call for sites the NLWA put forward the land at the former Friern Barnet 

Sewage Treatment Works (“Pinkham Way”) as a site/area considered suitable for the 

provision of future management facilities. The whole area was put forward, encompassing 

the part owned by the NLWA and the part owned by Barnet Council.  The Pinkham Way site 

is not currently in use and is designated in Haringey’s Local Plan as an employment site and 

as a Site of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC) (borough grade 1).  The area was 

assessed as part of the NLWP site assessment procedure and found to be suitable, in 

principle, for waste facilities. NLWA had intended to use Pinkham Way as part of its strategy 

for dealing with residual waste for the seven boroughs but that strategy changed when the 

NLWA announced plans for the new ERF at the Edmonton EcoPark. The DCO for the ERF was 

approved in 2017. Pinkham Way remains part of the NLWA’s strategic portfolio. 
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4.23 A summary of the findings from both ‘call for sites’ exercises is provided in Appendix 

3.  

Land availability search 

4.24 The land availability search process was carried out as a desk based assessment 

using GIS. The aim was to undertake an assessment to identify land available in North 

London that may be suitable for the development of waste management infrastructure. 

Initially,, all available sites and areas were included in the process in order that the site/area 

assessment process for the NLWP could then be applied. Sites/areas were included at this 

stage if they met any of the criteria listed in Table 2 below. The purpose of this work was to 

identify a ‘long list’ of potential sites that should be subject to further  evaluation to identify 

those with the potential for future waste use and which should be taken forward for further 

consideration and site visits.  Table 6 below sets out all the search criteria considered when 

seeking available land. 

4.25 A review of Green Belt land to identify potentially suitable waste sites was not 

considered as part of the assessment because it would need to be undertaken at a borough 

level.  Green Belt land at this stage is also considered an ‘absolute criterion’ for built 

facilities (as defined in paragraph 4.25 below). This would prevent any such site being 

included within the plan, although this would not prevent a planning application being 

submitted that is able to demonstrate the special circumstances required under national 

policy.  Green Belt is not an ‘absolute criterion’ for non-built facilities, however, the plan has 

not identified a need for this type of development during the plan period and so no sites 

have needed to be identified. 

Table 2: Land Availability Search Criteria 

Land Use Criteria 

 GIS Dataset(s) Source/notes 

Vacant and undeveloped 

sites 0.25 hectare and 

above 

The London Brownfield 
Sites Dataset 

Greater London Authority 

Land allocated for Industrial 

or employment use in the 

adopted Local Plan 

(Strategic Industrial 

Locations and Locally 

Significant Industrial Sites 

and other 

industrial/employment 

allocations) 

SIL ‘Point’ data  
 
 

SIL ‘Polygon data’  
 
 
 
 
Industrial/Employment 
Land 

Point data is from Greater 
London Authority 
 
Polygon data is from 
boroughs (Enfield, Waltham 
Forest, Barnet and Hackney 
have supplied polygons for 
SIL) 
 
Data supplied by Boroughs.  

Unallocated sites with See row above.  
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Land Use Criteria 

 GIS Dataset(s) Source/notes 

existing industrial uses 

Previously developed land 

(brownfield) including 

disused airfields, disused 

railway sidings/facilities, 

disused harbour/wharf 

facilities, and disused 

power stations 

The London Brownfield 
Sites Database  

Greater London Authority 

Derelict/contaminated land The London Brownfield 
Sites Database  

Greater London Authority 

Existing waste management 

sites (cumulative impact to 

be considered) 

Existing waste management 
sites database, operators 
invited to nominate 
through call for sites 

Data set created by Urban 
Vision as part of Data Study 
work 

Existing or redundant sites 

or buildings 

The London Brownfield 
Sites Database  

Greater London Authority 

Sites previously occupied 

by other types of waste 

management facilities 

No available dataset  

Existing waste water 

treatment works 

No available dataset; water 
company aware of call for 
sites 

Thames Water had no sites 
to put forward in this 
process and had sufficient 
land to meet their own 
requirements 

Land adjacent to 

railways/navigable 

waterways 

No available dataset; 
assessed as screening 
criteria 

Railways and canals 
considered as part of the 
screening criteria 

Sites with the ability to use 

freight transport 

No available dataset; 
assessed as screening 
criteria 

Considered as part of the 
screening criteria 

Site and area assessment 

4.26 The  site assessment process initially concentrated on a desk based assessment using 

GIS and transposing the findings of this information on to the Site and Area Assessment 

Forms. This included information on the name, reference, a description of the locality and 

its surroundings, size, grid reference, any local plan designations and the source of the 

proposal (e,g. landowner).  A site plan was also added to each.  This provided a context to 

the area to help in subsequent assessment stages and provided those assessing and 

implementing the plan with a basic understanding of the site/area. Following compilation of 
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the long list of sites identified through the previous stage, the information was then 

assessed using GIS to help refine the list of sites.   

4.27 The GIS assessment then applied the agreed site assessment criteria developed in 

line with national policy and with feedback from the focus groups.  The assessment  criteria 

were split into two levels described below. The details on the criteria used are shown in 

Table 7.  

Level 1 Absolute criteria – constraints for which mitigation is not possible; any 

sites or parts of sites affected were removed from further consideration, and, 

the remaining sites or, where appropriate, the  unaffected part(s) of a site 

were taken forward to the next level of assessment.  

Level 2 Screening criteria –these relate to potential constraints where 

mitigation may be possible and have been applied to all remaining sites. A level 

of judgement has been used when considering the potential suitability of the 

site for future waste use and where mitigation may be possible. 

4.28 The aim of the assessment process was to identify as many potentially suitable sites 

and areas for waste development as possible which were 0.5ha or larger.  The screening 

criteria identified in Table 3 were then applied to all land left after this process was 

completed. Sites which made it through the absolute criteria (column 1) when there 

reassessed against the screening criteria (column 2) .  

4.29 The aim of using the screening criteria was to apply a level of judgement to the 

process to ensure that those sites/areas which are wholly unsuitable are excluded from 

further consideration and to identify those which may be suitable.   

4.30   Sites and areas which were unaffected by Absolute Criteria were then assessed 

against the Screening Criteria (see Table 3), enabling each site to be assessed in terms of its 

potential suitability for a range of waste uses. Some factors, such as flood risk, are a 

constraint which makes the site less suitable and would constrain what types of waste 

management development would be suitable at site.  Factors such as land use could have 

either a positive or negative impact dependent upon how compatible the existing land use 

designation is with a waste management use. The third type of factor is a positive, such as 

the potential for site to utilise sustainable transport, which is a preferred factor but would 

not count negatively where not available. A full description of how each criterion was 

assessed and factored in to the final categorisation of each of the sites and areas is provided 

within Appendix 2.  

4.31 All sites and areas removed at this stage were recorded to ensure that a transparent 

and robust approach to the assessment process was achieved, and the reason for removal 

was clear.  The information on sites/areas remaining for consideration for waste 

development was then sent to the relevant borough to review and comment on.  A 
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summary of the assessment findings is given in Chapter 6 whilst a complete list of sites and 

areas including details on those excluded, and reasons, is provided in Appendix 5. 

4.32 Each borough was asked to comment on whether the site/area was being identified 

for an alternative use in their Local Plan, had an application for another use coming forward 

or if they knew of any other planning reasons why the site/area should not be considered 

further.  Following this review a final list of sites was identified for site visits. 

Table 3: Site Assessment Criteria 

Absolute Criteria Screening Criteria 

 Metropolitan open land 

 Green belt (for built facilities) 

 Grade 1 & 2 agricultural land (part 
of the Green belt) 

 Sites of international importance 
for conservation e.g. Ramsar sites, 
Special Areas of Conservation 
(SACs) and Special Protection Areas 
(SPAs)  

 Sites of national importance for 
conservation e.g. Sites of Special 
Scientific Interest and National 
Nature Reserves 

 Ancient Woodlands 

 Scheduled Ancient Monuments 

 Listed Buildings (grade I and II*) 

 Registered Parks and Gardens 
(grade I and II*) 

 Registered battle fields 

 Community forests 

 AONB’s 

 Protected open spaces 

 

 Landscape designations such as 
Areas of Special Character  

 Conservation Areas 

 Sites of local importance for nature 
conservation (SINCs) 

 Flood risk areas/flood plain 

 Accessibility (proximity to road, rail, 
canal/river) 

 Sites greater than 2km from the 
primary route network 

 Ground water source protection 
zones 1 or 2 

 Surface waters 

 Principle aquifers 

 Airfield safeguarding areas 
(Birdstrike zones) 

 Air Quality Management Areas 

 Site specific local plan policies and 
designations 

 Community forests 

 Unstable land 

 Green belt (for non-built facilities) 

 Local Plan designations 

 Settings of Scheduled Ancient 
Monuments 

 Settings of Listed Buildings 

 Settings of Registered Parks and 
Gardens (grade I and II*) 

 Neighbouring land uses 

 Proximity to sensitive receptors 

Site and area visits 

4.33 Following the initial desk based study, and the removal of sites and areas clearly 

unsuitable for any type of waste management, site and area visits were organised.   
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4.34 Site and area visits were initially undertaken in August 2014 by 2 officers, one 

looking at the broad impacts relating to planning and the other assessing the site as part of 

the overall process of sustainability appraisal.  This process ensured that as part of the 

planning considerations, any potential social, environment and economic impacts were also 

considered in the decision on whether a site/area had the potential for waste development 

and what type of facility may come forward.  The findings of the process were recorded on a 

site/area assessment sheet (an example is provided in Appendix 2) and this information was 

used to check that the desk based information was accurate and to assess potential facility 

types on the sites.   

4.35 Following the site visits, and on completion of the site/area assessment sheets, the 

effect of potential waste uses on a site/area was appraised using the scoring system set out 

below, whereby the suitability of the site/area for waste uses was given a suitability  rating 

as follows: 

Band A Band B Band C Band D 

Site is highly suitable 
for waste uses with 
only minimal 
mitigation required 

Site is suitable for 
waste uses 
following 
appropriate 
mitigation 

Site is possibly suitable 
for waste uses although 
there are significant 
mitigation issues to 
address 

Site is not suitable 
for waste uses 

4.36 Sites were assessed on their suitability for a range of facility types and these are 

outlined below:- 

  Facility type Definition 

A Recycling Turning waste into a new substance or 
product includes composting if it 
meets quality protocols. 

B Composting (including indoor / in-
vessel composting) 

A biological process which takes place 
in the presence of oxygen in which 
organic wastes, such as garden and 
kitchen waste, are converted into a 
stable, granular material.  This can be 
applied to land to improve soil 
structure and enrich the nutrient 
content of the soil. 

C Integrated resource recovery 
facilities / resource parks  

A multi -faceted waste management 
facility where processing, recycling and 
treatment of waste occurs in one 
location 

D Waste treatment facility (including 
thermal treatment, anaerobic 
digestion, pyrolysis / gasification, 
mechanical biological treatment) 

Physical, chemical, biological or thermal 
waste management processes which 
change the characteristics of waste. 
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E Waste transfer Facility for receiving and ‘bulking up’ 
waste before its onward journey for 
treatment, recycling or disposal 
elsewhere. 

4.37 Following completion of the site/area visits and assessment sheets, each borough 

was sent the findings to review and comment as necessary. Following this stage (as part of 

the Regulation 18 Plan work) there was still concern that insufficient land was available in 

order for the plan to show how it would meet the London Plan apportionment and the 

wider ambition of providing for net self-sufficiency in waste management for North London. 

Further review of sites / areas 

4.38 Following the completion of the site and area assessments, and the understanding 

that the findings highlighted that insufficient land was available to meet the needs of the 

NLWP a review of the initial list of sites was requested. Sites and areas that had previously 

been excluded were re-examined by the boroughs on the basis of the following criteria:- 

1. Designation for other use in development plan 
2. Won't come forward during plan period due to established use 

4.39 This resulted in additional sites and areas coming forward which were then visited 

during October 2014 . 

Additional Site Visits 

4.40 The additional sites were visited by officers from Urban Vision during October 2014 

and were assessed in the same manner as sites visited during August 2014. The findings of 

the visits identified additional sites and areas which may have potential and these were 

added to the list which can be seen in Table 14 which shows the full list of sites consulted on 

as part of the Regulation 18 consultation.  Table 4 below shows the refined list following 

further consideration following the Regulation 18 Consultation responses.   

Sustainability Appraisal and Habitats Regulation Assessment  

4.41 To ensure the process of identifying sites in the plan is robust and sound, the 

Boroughs are required to undertake a Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of all the proposed sites 

and areas, and a Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) on any sites and areas identified as 

potentially affecting the integrity of sites designated as Natura 20003 sites.  All sites for 

which a site visit was carried out were subject to SA, and those sites remaining in the 

process after this assessment were further subjected to HRA.  

2017-8 Site Assessment work 

                                            
 
3 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/index_en.htm 
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4.42 Following the Regulation 18 consultation, a further review of the sites was carried 

out to ensure points raised through the consultation process were addressed.  In addition, 

more information was sought about the potential impact of the opportunity areas in the 

London Plan and the impact of Cross Rail 2 on existing waste sites and proposed allocations. 

Following this initial desk based exercise, a revised list of sites from the original list 

consulted upon in 2015 was identified and these sites where then revisited during June 

2018.  

4.43 The revised list of proposed areas was generated through the following process 

 Assessment of the consultation responses on individual sites and areas. The 

boroughs carefully considered the information contained in the representations 

and any accompanying reports such as on site assessment, access/traffic 

constraints, proximity to residential property, flood risk, environmental and 

ecological matters. Where appropriate the site and area proformas were 

updated.  

 A review of the original areas put forward by each borough to assess whether 

priorities had changed for these sites locally. The Boroughs considered whether 

waste use was still appropriate and whether the locations put forward help to 

achieve a geographical spread of facilities across the plan area.  This resulted in a 

number of areas being removed from further consideration for waste uses. 

 Preparation of an updated waste capacity assessment through a review of the 

data study.  This has resulted in a change in the amount of waste to be managed 

and a result in the amount of land being required to meet North London’s needs.  

In addition to this, as part of the work on updating the data study, Urban Vision 

undertook a review of waste facilities across England looking at their land take 

and throughput per ha.  This has resulted in the NLWP being able to identify a 

higher tonnage per ha for most facility types meaning a smaller land take 

requirement. 

4.44 Following consideration of the above points a revised list of locations was 

developed. This resulted in only areas remaining in consideration going forward. The only 

specific site identified is currently the subject of a planning application for a Waste Transfer 

Station for the North London Waste Authority (NLWA). 

4.45 Site visits of the remaining potential allocations were undertaken in June 2018 to 

note any changes to the uses located on the sites and surrounding land uses, since the 2014 

visits. This work was used to assess if the potential allocations are still suitable and to note 

any changes which may affect the original assessment findings. 

4.46 Following the completion of the above work, the SA and HRA work previously 

undertaken was also reviewed and updated as necessary. 
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Site Assessment Findings 

4.47 On completion of this work a total of 102.38ha was identified as potentially being 

suitable for waste development within area allocations across the plan area.  

4.48 The remaining areas have been identified for built waste management facilities, as it 

is accepted that the seven North London Boroughs are unable to provide for the 

development of Landfill. The areas identified will be included within the Regulation 19 Plan.  

The proforma for each of the areas to be taken forward is provided in Appendix 5.  Each 

proforma provides details of the allocation, including information on its size, location i.e. 

borough, potential waste uses and any particular issues which need to be considered.  A 

summary of the findings is provided in Table 4 below. 



Table 4: Areas identified for the Regulation 19 NLWP 

Ref 
(Draft Plan 
Ref) 

Site Name Facility Type(s) Area (ha) Area Designation 
Existing Waste 
Facility 

Barnet 

B05 
(A02-BA) 

Oakleigh Road 

(A) Intergrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (C) 
Waste Transfer, (E) Processing 
and Recycling 

0.99 Employment Land  

A portion of 
the site is 
covered by 
Skip hire 
operator and 
bulking up 
facility (BAR1) 

B06 
(A03-BA) 

Brunswick Industrial 
Park 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) 
Processing and Recycling 

3.9 Employment Land  No 

B08 
(A04-BA) 

Mill Hill Industrial Estate (E) Processing and Recycling 0.9 Employment Land  No 

B10 
(A05-BA) 

Connaught Business 
Centre 

(E) Processing and Recycling 0.9 

Employment Land 
and Locally 
Significant 
Industrial Site 

No 

Camden 

No sites being taken forward 

Enfield 
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Ref 
(Draft Plan 
Ref) 

Site Name Facility Type(s) Area (ha) Area Designation 
Existing Waste 
Facility 

E16 
(A12-EN) 

Eley’s Estate 

(A) Integrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (B) 
Major Waste Treatment Facility, 
(C) Waste Transfer, (D) In Vessel 
Composting, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

26.1 

Strategic Industrial 
Land  within the 
Edmonton Leeside 
Area Action Plan  

Eley’s Estate, 
covers a large 
area which 
includes a 
number of 
waste 
management 
facilities and is 
next to the 
Edmonton Eco 
Park complex 

Hackney 

HAC03 
(A15-HC) 

Millfields LSIS (C) Waste Transfer 1.48 
Locally Significant 
Industrial Site 

The site is a 
Council run 
waste transfer 
station and 
depot for the 
Council’s 
waste 
transport fleet. 

HAC09 
(LLDC1-HC) 

Bartrip Street LSIS 
(C) Waste Transfer, (E) 
Processing and Recycling 

0.6 
Locally Significant 
Industrial Site 

No 

HAC13 
(LLDC2-HC) 

Palace Close SIL 
(C) Waste Transfer, (E) 
Processing and Recycling 

0.33 
Strategic Industrial 
Land   

No 

Haringey 
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Ref 
(Draft Plan 
Ref) 

Site Name Facility Type(s) Area (ha) Area Designation 
Existing Waste 
Facility 

HAR01 
(A22-HR) 

Friern Barnet Sewage 
Works (LEA 4) 

(A) Integrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (B) 
Major Waste Treatment Facility, 
(C) Waste Transfer, (D) In Vessel  
Composting, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

5.95 

Local Employment 
Area and Borough 
SINC. The site falls 
within the 
Borough’s Specific 
Proposal 5, 
Employment 
generating uses 
subject to no 
adverse effect on 
the nature 
conservation value 
of the site. 

No 

HAR03  
(A19-HR) 

Brantwood Road (SIL 3) 
(B) Major Waste Treatment 
Facility  C) Waste Transfer, (E) 
Processing and Recycling 

16.9 

Strategic Industrial 
Location and 
defined 
employment area 

No 

HAR05 
(A21-HR) 

North East Tottenham 
(SIL 12), Garmen Rd 

(B) Major Waste Treatment 
Facility  C) Waste Transfer, (E) 
Processing and Recycling 

15.32 

Strategic Industrial 
Location and 
Defined 
Employment Land. 
Site is within an 
Area of 
Archaeological 
Importance. 

No 

Islington 

No sites put forward 
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Ref 
(Draft Plan 
Ref) 

Site Name Facility Type(s) Area (ha) Area Designation 
Existing Waste 
Facility 

Waltham Forest 

WF03 
(A24-WF) 

Argall Avenue 
(C) Waste Transfer, (D) In Vessel 
Composting, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

26.91 
Strategic 
Employment Area 

Yes 

WF05 
(LLDC3-WF) 

Bus Depot, Temple Mill 
Lane 

(C) Waste Transfer, (D) In Vessel  
Composting, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

2.1 
Locally Significant 
Industrial Site 

No 



Availability of land for development in industrial areas. 

4.49 While additional land may come forward during the plan preparation process, it is 

currently assumed that the capacity gap will be met through new developments coming 

forward across the 13 proposed areas.  But how much of the total 102.38ha of land in the 

13 areas can reasonably be assumed to become available for development of waste facilities 

during the plan period?  To assess this, the North London Boroughs have analysed the 

proportion of North London’s industrial land currently in waste use, the ability of waste 

development to compete with other land uses in industrial areas, business churn and 

vacancy rates. 

Proportion of industrial land currently in waste use 

4.50 The tables included in London’s Industrial Land Supply and Economy Study 2015 

(March 2016) set out the amount of industrial land and vacancy rates by borough.  The 

boroughs are defined by geographical area with Camden and Islington included in the 

‘central sub-region’, Hackney and Waltham Forest in the ‘east sub-region’ and Barnet, 

Enfield and Haringey in the ‘north sub-region’.  The figures have therefore been extracted 

and are presented here for only the North London Boroughs. 

4.51 The table below shows that waste and recycling uses made up around 4.5% of all 

Strategic Industrial Land (SIL), Locally Significant Industrial Sites (LSIS) and non-designated 

employment land in North London in 2015.  This compares with around 4% in London 

overall4.  

Table 5: Industrial land use in North London 2015 
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Barnet 5.6 21.5 
31.
2 

0.9 8.0 0 6.7 
20.
0 

0.4 1.7 0 
25.
3 

5.8 
127.
6 

Camden 0 13.0 
18.
8 

0.3 0.4 0 0.2 6.2 0.1 0 0.4 2.1 0.3 41.9 

Enfield 0 
146.
5 

158
.3 

9.7 1.4 0 
32.
2 

81.
6 

4.3 4.2 0 
21.
0 

24.
0 

483.
7 

Hackney 2.0 35.2 6.0 1 0.3 0 1.5 5.9 0.3 0 0.2 
20.
2 

1.5 76.1 

Haringey 1.1 34.9 
74.
2 

7.6 1.5 0 4.1 
13.
8 

2.8 3.4 0.2 
11.
6 

11.
3 

166.
5 

                                            
 
4 London’s Industrial Land Supply and Economy Study 2015, GLA March 2016 

http://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/london-industrial-land-baseline-final-report%20Nov%202010.pdf
http://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/Industrial%20Land%20Demand%20and%20Release%20Benchmarks%20Study_0.pdf
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Islington 1.7 7.9 
11.
8 

1.0 1.1 0 0.8 7.2 0.6 1.8 0.7 4.0 0 38.9 

Waltha
m Forest 

3.5 66.5 
45.
2 

2.9 0 
13.
4 

5.3 
37.
0 

18.
5 

3.3 1.1 
13.
1 

1.9 
212.
0 

Total 
13.
9 

325.
5 

345
.5 

23.
4 

12.
7 

13.
4 

50.
8 

171
.7 27 

14.
4 2.6 

97.
3 

44.
8 

1146
.7 

Percenta
ge 

1% 28% 
30
% 

2% 1% 1% 
4.5
% 

15
% 

2% 1% 
0.5
% 

9% 4%  

Source: London’s Industrial Land Supply and Economy Study 2015, March 2016: Table 2-3 

4.52 Table 6 provides a breakdown of the land in waste use in North London.  While the 

majority of waste activities take place on designated industrial land (SIL and LSIS), about 

25% (12.7ha) are on non-designated employment land. 

Table 6: North London land in waste use 2015 

Borough 

Designated employment 
land (ha) 

Non-
designated 
employment 
land (ha) 

Total land in 
waste use 
(ha) 

Total land in 
industrial 
use (ha) SIL LSIS 

Barnet 0 1.8 4.6 6.7 102.3 

Camden 0 0.2 0 0.2 39.8 

Enfield 27.1 2.9  2.2 32.2 462.7 

Hackney 0 0 1.5 1.5 55.9 

Haringey 0.3 0.2 3.6 4.1 154.9 

Islington 0 0 0.8 0.8 34.9 

Waltham 
Forest 

0 5.3 0 5.3 198.9 

Total 
27.4 10.4 12.7 50.8 1,049.4 

 

Source: London’s Industrial Land Supply and Economy Study 2015, March 2016 

Competition with other land uses 

4.53 There was no change in the stock of industrial land in London for waste and recycling 

between 2010 and 2015.  This compares to a 9% reduction for all industrial land in London 

reflecting the continued decline in manufacturing.  This is despite the fact that between 

2010 and 2015 the total amount of industrial land in London decreased by 528ha, 

equivalent to 106ha per annum and 2.7 times that of the target rate of release set out in 

The Land for Industry and Transport SPG (2012).  This trend demonstrates not only that 

policies to re-provide waste capacity within London are being met but that waste facilities 

are able to compete with other uses.  This is supported by the Industrial Land Study 2015 

which states “we would expect [the waste and utilities] sector to grow as the London 

economy increases in size”. 

http://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/london-industrial-land-baseline-final-report%20Nov%202010.pdf
http://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/london-industrial-land-baseline-final-report%20Nov%202010.pdf
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Vacancy Rates 

4.54 To determine vacancy rate we looked at industrial land vacancy rates for each of the 

boroughs.  The most complete source of evidence for this is London’s Industrial Land Supply 

and Economy Study 2015 (March 2016) prepared by AECOM for the Greater London 

Authority (GLA).  This study updates the Industrial Land Baseline Study (November 2010) 

which fed into the Draft NLWP Sites and Areas Report (July 2015).   

4.55 The main source of vacancy rate data used is from 2015, as shown in the AECOM 

Study in Table 2-4: Vacant Industrial Land in London, Waste use is/was considered a ‘wider’ 

industrial use rather than a ‘core’ industrial use, so the vacancy rates to include wider uses 

have been used.  Vacancy rates for all uses are slightly lower than those for core uses only. 

The vacancy rates are as shown in Table 7.   

Table 7: Vacant industrial land 

Borough Vacant industrial land as % of all core and wider uses 

Barnet 6.0% 

Camden 0.8% 

Enfield 5.3% 

Hackney 3.9% 

Haringey 7.3% 

Islington 0.5% 

Waltham Forest  1.1% 

4.56 A total of 102.38ha of industrial land has been put forward by the boroughs in the 

Proposed Submission Plan as suitable for waste uses.   

4.57 When these vacancy rates are applied to the land identified by the boroughs as 

suitable for waste facilities, the proportion of land, within the proposed areas, estimated to 

become available for development over the plan period is 5ha (4.8% of the total).  This is 

shown in the table below: 

Table 8: Estimate vacancy rates of proposed areas 

Borough Areas (ha) Vacancy rate (%) Vacant land (ha) 

Barnet 6.69 6%            0.4  

Enfield 26.1 5.3%            1.4  

Hackney (including 
LLDC) 

2.41 
3.9%            0.1  

Haringey 38.17 7.3%            2.8  

Waltham Forest 
(including LLDC) 

29.01 
1.1%            0.3  

Total 102.38 4.8%            5.0  

http://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/london-industrial-land-baseline-final-report%20Nov%202010.pdf
http://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/london-industrial-land-baseline-final-report%20Nov%202010.pdf
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4.58 Table 8 above, and Table 7 of the NLWP, shows that 5ha of land is required in the 

short term (from 2018).  The current vacant land estimate of 5ha set out in Table 5 above 

shows there is opportunity to meet this short-term requirement. 

Industrial Land Release 

4.59 Table 9 sets out the amount of industrial land released for other uses between 2001 

and 2015.  The data shows that a total of 219ha of industrial land in North London was 

released 2001-2015 for other uses.  Proportionately more land was released in inner London 

(Camden, Hackney and Islington) during this period than in outer London.  The table also 

shows that a total of 135.4ha of North London’s industrial land is in the pipeline for release 

as part of unimplemented planning permissions, Opportunity Areas and Housing Zones, and 

emerging Local Plan proposals.  The future release of industrial land is likely to be 

concentrated in the outer London boroughs (in particular Enfield, Haringey and Waltham 

Forest). 

Table 9: Industrial land release 2001-2015 

Borough 
Industrial land 
release 2001-2015 
(ha) 

Release of industrial land 
as % of 2001 stock 2001-
2015 

Potential Industrial 
Land Release (ha)5 

Barnet 20 16.2% 1.8 

Camden 19 32.7% 1 

Enfield 28 5.7% 67.3 

Hackney 45 44.4% 2.1 

Haringey 15 9.0% 31.2 

Islington 46 56.8% 5.1 

Waltham Forest  46 18.8% 26.9 

Total 219  135.4 

Source: London’s Industrial Land Supply and Economy Study 2015 (March 2016) 

The result of industrial land release will be a reduced supply of land suitable for waste 

facilities in North London. 

Business Churn 

4.60 Business churn can be described as the sum of business births and deaths in a given 

year, and expressed as a percentage of the total business stock in that year.  Churn can be 

                                            
 
5 Potential Industrial land release from unimplemented planning permissions, Opportunity Area Planning 
Frameworks (OAPFs), emerging (not yet adopted) local plan policy proposals and Housing Zones  
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seen as a proxy measure for the dynamism of a local economy; firms that no longer serve a 

market close and new firms are set up in response to emerging demand6.   

4.61 Churn rates across London have risen gradually from a level of around 12% per 

annum in 1998-2001 to over 20% in 2012-13.  This is mostly due to migration of businesses.  

Between 2007-2013, London experienced a net out migration of businesses  whch resulted 

in a loss of firms and employment to the Greater South East and the rest of the UK.  For 

example, in 2012-13, 1,600 more firms migrated out of London than migrated in, resulting in 

a net loss of employment to the GSE and the rest of the UK of 10,470. 

4.62 London’s Industrial Land Supply and Economy Study 2015 found that there is a 

considerable churn in industrial enterprises in London.  However, the sector which includes 

waste uses has gone from one of the highest churn rates 1998-2007 to a lower churn rate 

2008-2014.  This indicates stability within the waste sector, possibly influenced by the 

London Plan policy requiring re-provision of waste capacity should a site be developed for 

other uses.  In addition, the sector which includes waste uses is positively affected by 

businesses moving into London, seeing in migration of 1.34% during 2008-20147 and an 

average new businesses start-up rate of 2.1%.  This indicates that while there is a high level 

of churn of industrial uses as a whole, waste activities are less affected by this and there are 

opportunities for further growth within the sector as sites within industrial areas become 

vacant as businesses move out.  If the most recent (2012-13) churn rate of 20% is applied to 

the total land identified in the NLWP as suitable for waste uses (102.38ha), an estimated 

20.5ha could become available over the plan period as a result of business churn. 

Conclusion 

4.63 The analysis above of land in waste use, the ability of waste development to 

compete with other land uses, and vacancy rates demonstrates that waste facilities are able 

to compete with other uses and that waste is an established and enduring use within North 

London.   The estimated 5ha of current vacant industrial land in North London provides 

sufficient opportunity to meet waste management needs in North London in the short term.  

It is also estimated that 20.5ha of land could become available over the plan period as a 

result of business churn which will provide sufficient opportunities  to meet the 9ha 

required by 2035.  It is expected that waste uses will continue to be able to compete with 

other industrial uses and benefit from inward migration of firms, as London moves towards 

an industrial sector which services its own economy and population.   

                                            
 
6 GLA Economics Working Paper 73: The changing spatial nature of business and employment in London, 
Trends Business Research Ltd (February 2016) 
 
7 GLA Economics Working Paper 73: The changing spatial nature of business and employment in London, 
Trends Business Research Ltd (February 2016) 
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Spatial Framework Test 

4.64 The Spatial Framework for the NLWP is set out in section 4 of the Regulation 19 Plan 

and provides the basis for balancing various priorities, opportunities and constraints.  It sets 

a framework for the availability of land to achieve a deliverable distribution of waste 

management facilities, whilst bringing social, economic and environmental benefits to North 

London. 

4.65 The spatial framework was developed in line with guidance set out in the NPPW, the 

London Plan, the NLWP’s evidence base and objectives and the views of stakeholders. The 

following key principles were identified, (the text in brackets shows how this was applied 

below): 

A. Make use of existing sites  
B. Seek a geographical spread of waste sites across North London, consistent with 

the principles of sustainable development. (site/areas identified in locations 
without existing facilities) 

C. Encourage co-location of facilities and complementary activities (site/areas with 
or adjacent to existing facilities) 

D. Provide opportunities for decentralised heat and energy networks (Site/area are 
close to existing or proposed heat networks) 

E. Protect local amenity 
F. Support sustainable modes of transport (adjacent to rail sidings or River Lee 

Navigation) 

4.66 Table 10 below identifies how each area identified through the site search process 

has met different aspects of the spatial framework.  However, it is important to note that 

not all aspects of the framework can be assessed using a map, in particular E: Protect local 

amenity.  

Table 10: List of areas by spatial attribute 

Ref 
(Draft Plan 
Reference) 

Site/Area Name Spatial Attributes 

Barnet 

B05 
(A02-BA) 

Oakleigh Road  A, C 

B06 
(A03-BA) 

Brunswick Industrial Park  A, B 

B08 
(A04-BA) 

Mill Hill Industrial Estate  A, B 

B10 
(A05-BA) 

Connaught Business Centre  A, B 

Enfield 

E16 
(A12-EN) 

Eley’s Estate  A, C, D, F 
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Ref 
(Draft Plan 
Reference) 

Site/Area Name Spatial Attributes 

Hackney 

HAC03 
(A15-HC) 

Millfields A, C, F 

HAC09 
(LLDC1-HC) 

Bartrip Street LSIS  A, B 

HAC13 
(LLDC2-HC) 

Palace Close SIL  A, B 

Haringey 

HAR01 
(A22-HR) 

Friern Barnet Sewage Works  A, B 

HAR03 
(A19-HR) 

Brantwood Road  A, C, D 

HAR05 
(A21-HR) 

North East Tottenham, Garmen Rd  A, C, D 

Waltham Forest 

WF03 
(A24-WF) 

Argall Avenue  A, C 

WF05 
(LLDC3-WF) 

Bus Depot, Temple Mill Lane  A, B 

Flooding 

4.67 As part of the desk based search the flood risk at each area was assessed using 

Environment Agency mapping to determine if any part fell within Flood Zone 2 (between 1 

in 100 year/1.0% chance and 1 in 1000 year/0.1% chance of flooding) and Flood Zone 3 

(greater than 1 in 100 year/1.0% or greater chance of flooding). 

4.68 The thirteen proposed areas fall either partially or entirely within Flood Zone 2, one 

area falls partially within Flood Zone 3 and four areas fall within both Flood Zone 2 and 3. 

This is shown in Table 11 below. 

Table 11: Areas within Flood Zone 2 and 3 

Flood Zone 
Reference 
(Draft Plan 
Reference) 

Name 

Sites wholly or partially within 
Flood Zone 2 HAC09 

(LLDC1-HC) 
Bartrip Street LSIS 

HAC03 
(LLDC2-HC) 

Palace Close SIL 

HAR03 
(A19-HR) 

Brantwood Road  
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HAR05 
(A21-HR) 

North East Tottenham, Garmen Rd 

Sites wholly or partially within 
Flood Zone 3 

None  

Sites wholly or partially within 
Flood Zones 2 & 3 

B10 
(A05-BA) 

Connaught Business Centre 

E16 
(A12-EN) 

Eley’s Estate 

WF03 
(A24-WF) 

Argall Avenue 

WF05 
(LLDC3-WF) 

Bus Depot, Temple Mill Lane 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (Level 2) 

4.69 Of the seven Boroughs, Haringey, Hackney, Enfield and Waltham Forest have 

prepared Level 2 SFRA’s in support of the development of their Development Plan 

Documents. The principal objective of the Level 2 SFRA s is to facilitate application of the 

Sequential Test and Exception Test by providing a more detailed study of the nature of flood 

hazard, taking account of the presence of flood risk management measures such as flood 

defences. The remaining Boroughs of Barnet, Camden and Islington have not prepared a 

Level 2 SFRA. Barnet have prepared a joint SFRA Level 1 with a number of other authorities 

in West London which was published in 2018, Islington have also prepared an SFRA Level 1 

in 2018 and have been advised that due to the entire borough being within Flood Zone 1, a 

level 2 SFRA is not required. The same advice has been received by Camden. Both Enfield 

and Waltham Forest are currently looking at updating their SFRA Level 1 Reports and may 

need to review their Level 2 reports based on the outcomes of the Level 1. 

4.70 None of the Level 2 SFRAs look specifically at the areas being proposed within the 

NLWP. However, Hackney’s SFRA included HAC09 Bartip Street and HAC13 Palace Close; 

Waltham Forests SFRA included WF3 Argall Avenue, and WF5 Bus Depot, Temple Mill Lane. 

Sequential test 

4.71 The aim of the Sequential Test is to guide development to areas with the lowest 

probability of flooding. Therefore preference is given to the allocation of development that 

is within Flood Zone 1 (FZ 1), as this would represent the lowest probability of flooding from 

fluvial and/or tidal sources. If the quantum of development cannot be accommodated 

within these areas, reasonably available sites within Flood Zone 2 (FZ 2) can be considered 

(with an Exception Test applied where required). Only where there are no reasonably 

available sites with lesser flood risk should sites within Flood Zone 3  be considered (with an 

Exception Test applied where required). 

4.72 Sites identified in Flood Zone 3b lie within a ‘functional floodplain' (1 in 20 years/5% 

chance of flooding), and will not be suitable for development. Those lying within Flood Zone 
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3a (between 1 in 20 years/5% and 1 in 100 year/1.0% chance of flooding) are in areas of 

high flooding potential but may be suitable for development which will be determined 

through an exception test. 

4.73 The Flood Risk Sequential Test Report assesses the sites and areas proposed for 

allocation within the NLWP in terms of the proposed used against the vulnerability of the 

site to flooding. All of the areas which are considered to be suitable for waste management 

facilities comprise “less vulnerable” development in the context of the NPPG, and do not fall 

to be considered under the “exception test”. They may therefore be considered further as 

areas for allocation in the NLWP.  

4.74 Hazardous waste operations are not considered suitable in flood zone 3. All of those 

areas identified in the NLWP in flood zone 3 were considered suitable only for recycling and 

processing or waste transfer facilities. These types of facilities are considered compatible 

within flood zone 3 by the Environment Agency.  

4.75 Further details and an overview of the flood risk issues for the NLWP area, alongside 

a summary of both national and local policy requirements in relation to flood risk can be 

found within the Flood Risk Sequential Test Report.  

Source Protection Zones 

4.76 As part of the desk based search the locality of groundwater source protection 

zones, in relation to the identified sites and areas, was assessed using Environment Agency 

mapping.  This was to determine if any part fell within a Source Protection Zone which the 

Environment Agency defines as: 

 Zone 1 (Inner zone) is the area with a 50 day travel time from any point below 
the water table to the source. This zone has a minimum radius of 50 metres. 

 Zone 2 (Outer zone) is the area with a 400 day travel time from a point below 
the water table. This zone has a minimum radius of 250 or 500 metres around 
the source, depending on the size of the abstraction. 

 Zone 3 (Total catchment) - is the area around a source within which all 
groundwater recharge is presumed to be discharged at the source.  

A list of affected areas is provided in Table 12 below. 

Table 12: Areas within Source Protection Zones 

 
Reference  
(Draft Plan Reference) 

Name 

Sites in 
SPZ 1 

B06 
(A03-BA) 

Brunswick Industrial Park 

HAR04 
(A20-HR) 

North East Tottenham (SIL 12), Garmen Rd 
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Reference  
(Draft Plan Reference) 

Name 

Sites in 
SPZ1 & 2 

E16 
(A12-EN) 

Eley’s Estate 

HAC09 
(LLDC1-HC) 

Bartrip Street LSIS 

HAC08 
(A18-HR) 

Brantwood Road 

Sites in 
SPZ 2 

WF03 
(A24-WF) 

Argall Avenue 

Sites in 
SPZ 3 

WF05 
(LLDC3-WF) 

Bus Depot, Temple Mill Lane 

 

4.77 The Environment Agency considers landfill operations unsuitable within a source 

protection zone. No landfills are proposed within the NLWP. For other waste developments 

the Environment Agency position statement F1 states “Inside SPZ1 we will only object to 

proposals for new development of non-landfill waste operations where we believe the 

operation poses an intrinsic hazard to groundwater”8. The Environment Agency notes that 

the risk assessment requirements for “non-landfill waste activities would be satisfied by the 

generic risk assessment that supports the application for an EPR standard permit, where 

these are available”. 

4.78 Any of the sites identified as lying wholly or partially within Source Protection Zone 1 

will be required to provide a risk assessment at planning stage. The risk assessment would 

need to show that the development will present a negligible risk to groundwater. 

5. Conclusion 

5.1 Following the site assessment process, a total of 102.38ha of land was identified as 

being potentially suitable for consideration as an allocation within the NLWP.  The 

assessment includes allocations, as set out in Table 13 below, and comprises land within 

existing SIL, LSIS and Local Employment/Industrial Areas.  

Table 13: Area land requirements 

 
  
 

                                            
 
8  Groundwater protection: Principles and practice (GP3) August 2013 Version 1.1 

Available 
areas 

Total land take 
(hectares) 

No. of areas 2ha. or 
less 

No. of areas over 
2ha. 

13 102.38 6 7 

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/297347/LIT_7660_9a3742.pdf
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6. Summary of Assessments 
 
Table 14: Summary of Assessment findings  

Original 
Ref 

Draft 
Plan Ref 

Name 
Site 
or 
Area 

Size Band Comments 

Barnet 

B01 N/A 
Land adjacent to High Barnet 
Underground Station 

Site 0.8 C TfL do not wish the site to be included for waste uses.  

B02 N/A Redrose Trading Estate Area 0.21 D 
Site is only 0.2ha and consists of small units overlooked by 
residential dwellings and is considered unsuitable. 

B03 N/A Lancaster Road Industrial Estate Area 1.37 D 

Two elements to site – Units off Henry Road which residential 
properties line and the main area of Lancaster Road which is one 
way. The surrounding area is residential and considered 
unsuitable.    

B04 A01-BA Meadow Works Area 0.5 C 
Area includes an Existing Waste Management Facility with the 
possibility of expansion 

B05 A02-BA Oakleigh Road Area 3.12 B 

There are two existing Waste Management Facility with the 
potential for additional facilities at site. 

Area reduced to 0.91 hectares to reflect existing waste facilities 
on site which are expected to stay operational throughout the 
plan period. 

B06 A03-BA Brunswick Industrial Park Area 3.97 C 
The site is a medium sized industrial park close to residential 
properties and could be suitable for enclosed waste management 
facilities. 

B07 N/A Bunns Lane Area 0.65 D 
Site has narrow access and is currently used as a music studio – 
considered unsuitable. 
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Original 
Ref 

Draft 
Plan Ref 

Name 
Site 
or 
Area 

Size Band Comments 

 B08 A04-BA Mill Hill Industrial Estate Area 1.0 C 
Number of amenity issues with site but good access to road 
network. Could be suitable for small enclosed facility. 

B09 N/A Pentavia Site 2.47 D 
Site is retail park with food outlet and therefore considered 
unsuitable. 

B10 A05-BA Connaught Business Centre Area 0.92 C 
Site is within flood zone 2&3 and high risk of surface water 
flooding, site considered unsuitable. 

B11 A06-BA BT Depot and Jewsons Building Area 0.71 C 
Two areas - Suzuki dealership (Western edge) is unsuitable, 
remaining BT depot & car park suitable for enclosed facilities.   

B12 N/A Garrick Industrial Centre Area 7.28 D Waste use not compatible with higher end business uses on site. 

B13 S01-BA Edgware Road and Geron Way Site 2.89 B 

The site is currently the subject of a planning application for 
NLWA as a replacement WTS for Hendon . The size site has been 
reduced from the previous ha to reflect the land available and to 
avoid conflict with the other landowners. Upgraded to B following 
amendment to boundary and removal of area objected to by 
Bestway 

B14 N/A 1068 – 1072 High Road Site 0.2 C Residential Planning application brought forward 

Camden 

C01 N/A Kentish Town Industrial Area Area 16.39 B 
Area south of railway lines redesigned opportunity area and so no 
longer suitable. Northern area identified as unsuitable following 
site visit.. Mitigation needed for Housing on eastern boundary. 

Enfield 

E01 A07-EN Freezywater Area 10.78 B 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. 

E02 N/A Innova Park Area 26.64 C High end business uses on site make allocation unsuitable. 

E03 A08-EN Brimsdown Area 134.4 B 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. 
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Original 
Ref 

Draft 
Plan Ref 

Name 
Site 
or 
Area 

Size Band Comments 

E04 S02-EN Bilton Way Site 0.47 C 
Site within Brimsdown and as such no longer being taken 
forward. 

E05 N/A Brandcroft Way Site 0.78 D Site unsuitable due to recent redevelopment. 

E06 N/A Powerday Plc, Jeffreys Rd Site 0.48 N/A Existing Waste Management Facility 

E07 N/A Queensway Area 3.46 D Site is considered unsuitable due to existing uses in the area.  

E08 A09-EN Redburn Trading Estate Area 4.04 C 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. Site also within 
SPZ2 and flood zone 2 

E09 A10-EN Meridian Business Park Area 14.9 B 
Site is being developed for high end uses and no longer 
considered compatible with waste uses. 

E10 N/A Riverside Industrial Estate Site 1.63 C Main site owner does not want site to be included 

E11 N/A Clavering Industrial Estate Area 3.33 D Buildings and local road network unsuitable. 

E12 N/A Oakthorpe Dairy Site 3.13 D Current facility unsuitable for waste management.  

E13 A11-EN Montagu Industrial Area Area 9.56 C 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. 

E14 N/A Gibbs Road Site 0.89 C 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. 

E15 N/A First Avenue Site Area 2.44 N/A 
Site re-designated as open space by Enfield, site no longer 
suitable 

E16 A12-EN Eley’s Estate Area 26.1 B 

Site includes a number of waste facilities and is deemed suitable 
for further developments. 
Area reduced to 26.1 hectares to reflect that Aztec and Edmonton 
had been incorrectly included in the boundary for this estate and 
to reflect existing waste facilities on site which are expected to 
stay operation throughout the plan period. 

E17 N/A Biffa Edmonton Site 3.75 N/A Existing Waste Management Facility 
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Original 
Ref 

Draft 
Plan Ref 

Name 
Site 
or 
Area 

Size Band Comments 

E18 A13-EN 
Commercial Road and North 
Middlesex Estate 

Area 10.09 C 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. 

E19 N/A Langhedge Industrial Estate Area 0.74 D 
High end business and local residential properties make this site 
unsuitable. 

E20 N/A Edmonton Incineration Plant Site 4.5 A 

The site is currently all being utilised to support the development 
of the NLWA replacement Energy Recovery Facility.  The NLWA 
will inform us of any available line once all construction and 
demolition works are complete. 

Hackney 

HAC01 N/A Belfast Road Area 0.968 D Facilities and Access unsuitable for waste facilities. 

HAC02 A14-HC Theydon Road Area 4.38 C 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Hackney Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. 

HAC03 A15-HC Millfields LSIS Site 2.19 N/A 

Existing Waste Management Facility.  
Area reduced to 1.48 hectares to reflect existing waste facilities 
on site which are expected to stay operational throughout the 
plan period. 

HAC04 A16-HC Hackney Downs Area 0.55 C 
Two parts to site – northern has existing waste facility and is 
suitable for additional waste uses. Southern section unsuitable. 

HAC05 N/A Tilia Street Area 0.28 D 
Small units in close proximity to residential properties, site 
considered unsuitable. 

HAC06 N/A Lee Conservency LSIS Site 0.46 D 
Sensitive receptors on site and surrounding, site considered 
unsuitable. 

HAC07 A17-HC Mare Street LSIS Area 0.46 C 
Two areas, southern unsuitable due to poor access. Only the 
Northern area is proposed.The northern area includes a current 
waste management facility. 

HAC08 A18-HC Oak Wharf Area 2.8 C 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Hackney Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. 
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Original 
Ref 

Draft 
Plan Ref 

Name 
Site 
or 
Area 

Size Band Comments 

HAC09 LLDC1-HC Bartrip Street LSIS Site 0.64 C 
Potential to incorporate a small waste management facility. The 
two redundant buildings may not be suitable in their current form 
due to size and height constraints. 

HAC10 N/A Eastway Buxhall Crescent LSIS Area 0.4 D 
Hackney Wick Area Action Plan states that should the site 
become available, residential development wass the most 
appropriate use. Waste facilities considered unsuitable. 

HAC11 N/A Eastway Osborn Road LSIS Area 0.5 D 
Designation of site includes provision for community facilities. 
Waste facilities considered unsuitable 

HAC12 N/A Hackney Wick SIL Area 10.8 C 
Site is dominated by high end employment uses and not 
considered suitable 

HAC13 LLDC2-HC Palace Close SIL Area 0.34 C 

Considering the sensitive receptors of Palace Close it is 
considered that small scale waste management facilities that 
could make use of the existing buildings would be the most 
appropriate option. Only the Western area proposed. 
 

HAC14 S03-HC Eagle Wharf Road Site 0.7 C 

Land owner of western end of site has asked for their land to be 
excluded. Eastern end of site occupied by a storage facility used 
by the  London Museum which is under a 100 year lease. As such, 
site removed 

Haringey 

HAR01 A22-HR 
Friern Barnet Sewage Works 
(LEA 4)/ Pinkham Way 

Area 5.95 B 
Site could hold several high end waste management facilities and 
has good access to the road network. Environmental issues would 
need to be addressed. 

HAR02 N/A 
O’Donovan Waste Disposal Ltd, 
100A Markfield Road 

Site 0.68 N/A Existing Waste Management Facility 

HAR03 A19-HR Brantwood Road (SIL 3) Area 16.9 C 
This is a large site but bounded on all sides by sensitive receptors.  
By restricting waste management facilities to the centre of the 
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Original 
Ref 

Draft 
Plan Ref 

Name 
Site 
or 
Area 

Size Band Comments 

site which would be away from receptors then some facilities 
would be appropriate.   

HAR04 A20-HR Willoughby Lane (LEA 18) Area 1.1 C 
Site being proposed for other uses within the Haringey Local Plan 
and not considered compatible with waste uses. 

HAR05 A21-HR North East Tottenham (SIL 12) Area 15.32 C 
The site is of sufficient size to accommodate a number of waste 
management facilities without compromising the amenity of local 
sensitive receptors. 

HAR06 A23-HR Wood Green (LEA 19) Area 11.5 C 
A large part of site has outline planning permission which would 
impact delivery and therefore site considered unsuitable for 
waste uses. 

Waltham Forest 

WF01 N/A Chingford Industrial Centre  Area 1.84 D 
The current uses at site and surrounding make the site unsuitable 
for waste facilities. 

WF02 N/A 
Exectec Ltd (Mercedes Parts 
Centre), 21 Chingford Ind. Est. 

Site 0.12 N/A Existing Waste Management Facility 

WF03 A24-WF Argall Avenue (SEA5) Area 26.91 C 
Amenity issues with surrounding uses, however given the size of 
site and the existing facilities further development considered 
suitable. 

WF04 A25-WF Auckland Road Area 1.26 N/A 
Existing Facilities but owners in pre application consultation with 
Council to redevelop the site; as such site removed 

WF05 
LLDC3-
WF 

Bus Depot, Temple Mill Lane Area 2.17 C 

Existing use and uncertainty of availability during the life of the 
North London Waste Plan combined with the proximity of the 
Olympic Legacy venue prevents the allocation of this area being 
higher than B and C.   
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Appendix 1 Site/Area Assessment Sheets Development 

A series of three Focus Group events were held on 25th March, 3rd June and 1st July 2014 

at Resource for London in the London Borough of Islington. The second of which included a 

detailed presentation about waste arisings in North London, waste management 

technologies and a presentation by the GLA on the Further Alterations to the London Plan. 

There were three discussion sessions where participants considered the Plan aim, 

objectives, spatial strategy and site assessment criteria which is the focus of this appendix. 

The attendees included representatives of local resident groups, environmental bodies, 

statutory consultees, the waste industry and the local planning authorities. The events 

provided these interested parties with an opportunity to engage with planning officers and 

positively contribute towards the plan preparation process. 

During the discussion session on Site Assessment Criteria facilitators asked the group to 

consider the following questions: 

Question 1 
(on land use criteria): Do you know of any other 
types of land that should be considered as 
potentially suitable for the development of 
waste management infrastructure? 

Question 2 (on sites assessment criteria): Do you think 
there are any other sites assessment criteria or 
policies that should be taken into consideration? 

A list of assessment criteria were presented to the focus group and these are shown below:- 
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Presented Absolute Criteria Presented Screening Criteria 

Metropolitan Open Land Landscape designations, such as Areas of 

Special Character 

Green belt (for built facilities) Air Quality Management Areas 

Grade 1 & 2 agricultural land  Listed Buildings (other than grade I and II*) 
and locally listed building 

Sites of international importance for 

conservation e.g. Ramsar sites, Special Areas 

of Conservation (SACs) and Special 

Protection Areas (SPAs) 

Conservation Areas 

Site of national importance for conservation 

e.g. Sites of Special Scientific Interest and 

National Nature Reserves 

Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation 

(SINCs) – metropolitan, borough and local 

importance 

Nature Reserves Flood risk areas/flood plain 

Ancient Woodlands Accessibility (proximity to road, rail, 

canal/river) 

Scheduled Ancient Monuments Ground water protection zones 

Listed Buildings (grade I and II*) Surface waters 

Registered Parks and Gardens (grade I and 

II*) 

Major aquifers 

 Airfield safeguarding areas (Birdstrike 

zones) 

 Site specific local plan policies and 

designations, e.g. land allocated for housing 

 Neighbouring land uses 

 Protected open spaces 

 Unstable land 

 Proximity to sensitive receptors (housing, 

homes for elderly people, schools, 

nurseries, hospitals) 

 Viability / deliverability 

 Proximity to source of waste 

 Green belt (for non-built facilities) 

The Focus Group made a number of suggestions and these are provided below with 

corresponding commentary. 
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Focus Group 
Suggestions 

Commentary 

 
Sequential Approach:  

1. Intensification of 
existing sites 

2. SILs 
3. LSIS 
4. Employment Land 
5. Previously 

developed land 
6. Greenfield land 

 

This is partially covered by the London Plan: 
5.82 It is envisaged that land in strategic industrial 
locations will provide the major opportunities for locating 
waste treatment facilities (see Annex 3). Boroughs should 
also look to locally significant industrial sites and existing 
waste management sites. Existing waste management 
sites (including safeguarded wharves with waste use or 
potential) should be clearly identified and safeguarded 
for waste use. Suitable brownfield sites and 
contaminated land elsewhere may also provide 
opportunities. 
policy 5.17G  
Land to manage borough waste apportionments should 
be brought forward through: 
a. protecting and facilitating the maximum use of existing 
waste sites, particularly waste transfer facilities and 
landfill sites 
b. identifying sites in strategic industrial locations (see 
Policy 2.17) 
c. identifying sites in locally significant employment areas 
(see Policy 4.4) 
d. safeguarding wharves (in accordance with policy 7.26) 
with an existing or future potential for waste 
management. 
 
Greenfield land is covered by other policies. 

More specific with land 
and the technologies 
appropriate on that 
land 
Consider banding 
technologies in terms 
of impacts 

The plan cannot be too specific otherwise it will fail to be 
‘future proof’.  
 
However, the types of facility which could be suitable on 
particular sites will be identified.  

Green Belt should  be 
excluded for all waste 
management options 

Windrow composting may be a suitable waste 
management option on farms within the Green Belt.  
Built facilities for waste management would not be 
appropriate development in the green Belt.   

The criteria should not 
include vacant and 
undeveloped sites 
under 0.25ha and 
should instead follow 
the London Plan criteria 
(FALP 5.17 f and g) 
0.25ha cut off could be 

There are very limited opportunities for waste 
management facilities to be operationally practicable at 
lower than the 0.25ha limit.  This criterion is a method for 
finding a manageable number of facilities.  If a site 
smaller than the cut off limit came forward it would be 
considered on its merits but they would not be actively 
sought.   
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Focus Group 
Suggestions 

Commentary 

reduced 
 

The criteria should not 
include employment 
use/land in order to 
reflect the London Plan 
(Policy 5.17) which 
refers to Strategic 
Industrial Land (SIL) 
(Policy 2.17) and Locally 
Significantly Important 
Industrial Sites (LSIS) 
(Policy 4.4) only 

Noted this is a separate issue – about definition on 
industrial land and employment and are interchangeable.  
We need to be very clear about definitions.  For the 
purposes of this plan the terms are being used 
interchangeably 

Define ‘existing or 
redundant sites’ 

Noted this will be defined  

It was questioned how 
the screening criteria 
was going to be 
weighted  

There is no weighting.  A site is either suitable or not 
following the application of the site assessment criteria.    
 

The sites and areas were “sieved” by assessing them against the absolute and screening 

criteria.  The design of the Assessment Sheets was informed by the outcomes of the Focus 

Group and the final version of the Assessment Sheet can be found at Appendix 2. 

Sites/Areas that will be taken forward for allocation as built waste management facilities in 

the North London Plan will also be expected to perform well against a range of 

environmental, social and economic criteria.  It should be noted that this assessment was 

based on information available at the time of the assessment.  It is expected that a full 

assessment of the suitability of the site/area for a facility type will be undertaken by the 

developer prior to applying for planning permission to allow for more detailed analysis of 

any potential impact.     

In arriving at the final proforma, and in completing a proforma for any given site, a series of 

assumptions have been made and certain limitations recognised.  These are factors that 

need to be considered in reviewing the appraisals as a whole. 

A key issue in preparing a series of site appraisals such as these is that, however much the 

proforma is structured to facilitate objective answers, there is an element of subjectivity, 

especially where sustainability plays such a central role in the appraisal.  Ultimately, many of 

the criteria involve issues that are not fixed or are difficult to predict and these rely on an 

individual’s professional judgement, informed by their experience and knowledge of the 

subject. 
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For example, in appraising the social or economic impacts of a waste management facility 

there is a great deal of uncertainty because there are so many other factors affecting social 

and economic trends.  Similarly, while the presence of sensitive environmental receptors 

can be determined for certain, the precise impact of a waste management facility on them 

can be uncertain because there are a range of other factors that can influence the situation, 

all with their own variables. 

To partially address these limitations, some of the questions in the proforma utilise a set 

distance from the site being assessed within which it is assumed a sensitive receptor could 

be affected by a waste management facility on the site, though the certainty of the 

likelihood of this affect may vary.  This does not discount the fact that receptors outside the 

threshold may be affected, but the likelihood is significantly lower.  Unfortunately, there is 

little in the way of national or regional guidance from relevant bodies indicating what such 

thresholds should be for different sensitive receptors. 

The nature of the NLWP as a strategic document identifies a key understanding of how the 

site appraisals should be viewed as a whole.  Any allocations for sites / areas for waste 

management facilities that ultimately emerge from the final version of the NLWP are meant 

to guide development and, through exercises such as this site appraisal exercise, to provide 

a reliable indication as to the general suitability of those sites / areas for particular waste 

uses given the site context. 

As such, these appraisals are not intended to go into extremely detailed coverage of every 

specific issue, as this is a matter for the ultimate developer of the site and the Planning 

Authority any application is submitted to.  They are intended to provide sufficiently detailed 

information to identify those sites/areas which are most suitable for waste management 

facilities uses given the individual contexts and the direction the overall strategy for waste 

management within the NLWP. 
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Appendix 2 Site Assessment Form 
 
The aim of the site assessment process was to identify as many sites and areas as possible 
which could be used for waste management during the plan period. The approach of the 
assessors was therefore an assumption in favour of inclusion of all locations which were 0.5 
hectares or larger, unless the site/area was completely affected by absolute criteria. If the 
site was only partially affected by absolute criteria and the unaffected area was 0.5 hectares 
or larger the unaffected section of the site/area was taken forward for further assessment. 
 
The assumption in favour was considered appropriate given the need to safeguard land in 
an area where demand on land is high and suitable sites/areas were anticipated to be 
limited. Given the overall lack of sites which have passed the selection process and no 
suitable sites or areas have been identified within Camden or Islington, we consider that this 
has been an appropriate method. 
 
Sites and areas not affected by Absolute Criteria were subsequently assessed against 
Screening Criteria and the results documented on the form below. The aim of this second 
layer of assessment was to identify the suitability of the location to contain waste 
management facilities and identify any constraints. Sites/areas were given a rating following 
the assessment to indicate whether the site was constrained or not. 
 
The assessors’ aim was not to remove sites/areas but to identify what development would 
be suitable at each location.  However, where constraints were such that any type of waste 
management facility was considered inappropriate and were unable to be mitigated during 
the planning process, a site/area assessment sheet would conclude that the site/area should 
not be taken forward. 
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North London Waste Plan 

Site/Area Assessment Sheets 

 
Site Reference:  
 
Site Name:  

 
The assessment sheet is structured as follows: 
 

1 Introduction (provides basic information including site name, location, size etc.) 
 

2 Appraisal against Level 1 Absolute criteria - the performance of the site in relation to 
national and international considerations (e.g. wildlife and landscape designations).  
The failure of a site to ‘pass’ Level 1 will mean that the site is discounted from 
further consideration and no further information on it is assembled. 
 

3 Appraisal against Level 2 criteria (screening) - the performance of the site in relation 
to local considerations including the environmental, social and economic setting (e.g. 
local conservation designations). 

 
4 Appraisal against opportunities – the performance of the site in relation to 

considerations which lend weight to its potential allocation (e.g. potential water or 
rail access, proximity to waste source etc.) 

 
5 Appraisal against deliverability criteria – the performance of the site in relation to 

various practical aspects of bringing the site forward (e.g. land ownership, 
contamination etc.) 

 
6 Conclusions on the site (conclusions on the relative merits of the site for waste 

management and the potential uses for the site in terms of different waste 
technologies).  A traffic light classification for overall site performance is used.  
However, this is indicative and does not represent the final decision on whether or 
not the site will be taken forward for consultation / allocation. 

Key issues 
 
 It should be noted that the various criteria will not be weighted (although a 

failure to pass Level 1 will mean that the site will not be taken forward or 
boundary should be amended to exclude the affected area if appropriate).  

 
 For some sites, the assessment sheet will be filled in on a gradual basis as more 

information emerges about the site and its suitability for particular waste 
management uses.  Some criteria may therefore be scored initially as ‘not 
assessed’  
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SITE DETAILS 

Site name/address  

Site reference number  

Borough  

Description of Site  

Description of surrounding uses  

Local Plan designations  

OS grid reference  

Size (ha)  

Date of appraisal  

Appraised by  

Source of site suggestion  

Location Plan  

Site Plan  

Site photographs 
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LEVEL 1 ABSOLUTE CRITERIA – Any site/area affected by the following criteria either had to have the 
affected section removed or the site/area was deemed unsuitable for waste use and not taken forward.  

Removal of a section of site was only possible where the majority of site was not affected and left a 
suitable size and shaped site/area.  

1. Is the site part of an internationally designated 
site (Special Protection Areas, Special Areas of 
Conservation, RAMSAR Sites)? 

Natural England GIS boundary layers downloaded 
to determine if site lies within internationally 
designated site. Where available name of site 
recorded.  

Sites/areas within internationally designated were 
discounted. 

2. Is the site located within a Site(s) of Special 
Scientific Interest (SSSI)? 

 

Natural England GIS boundary layers downloaded 
to determine if site lies within SSSI. Where 
available name of site recorded. 

Sites/areas within SSSI were discounted. 

3. Is the site located within Metropolitan Open 
Land? 

GIS boundary data provided by London Boroughs 
and used to determine if site lies within 
Metropolitan Open Land. Where available name of 
MOL recorded.  

Sites/areas within MOL were discounted. 

4. Is the site / or buildings within the site 
recognised as ANY of the following Heritage 
Assets: 

 Scheduled Ancient Monuments 

 Listed Building (grade I and II*) 

 Registered Historic Battlefields 

 Registered Parks and Gardens 
(grade I and II*)? 

Historic England (formally part of English Heritage) 
point data downloaded to assess if site or a 
building within is a heritage asset. Name and asset 
type recorded. 

Sites/areas containing the listed Heritage Assets 
were discounted. 

5. Is the Site within the Green Belt (For Built 
facilities) and/or Grade 1 & 2 agricultural land? 

 

GIS boundary data for greenbelt provided by 
boroughs and via London.gov.uk. Agricultural 
boundary data downloaded from Defra. Boundary 
data used to identify sites within greenbelt or 
grade 1 & 2 agricultural land. 

Sites/areas for built facilities were discounted if 
they lay within greenbelt. 

6. Is the site within an Ancient Woodland? 

 

Natural England GIS boundary layers downloaded 
to determine if site lies within Ancient Woodland. 
Where available name of woodland recorded. 

Sites/areas were discounted if they lay within 
Ancient Woodland. 
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7. Any showstopper site specific local plan 
policies and designations e.g. land allocated 
for housing 

 

Information provided by boroughs though local 
plans and consultation. 

Boroughs consulted on proposed sites/areas to 
assess if they would conflict with any existing or 
planned local plan policies and/or designations. 

Should the site be taken forward for further 
consideration? 

 

Sites/areas completely affected by absolute 
criteria were removed. Those only partially 
affected, and which were appropriate (eg only a 
small area of site which could be removed without 
impacting the suitability or deliverability of the 
site), had their boundary redrawn to remove 
affected area.  

 

Are there any issues arising from Level 1 which 
needs to be carried forward? 

 

Listed issues identified by level 1 screening which 
would not remove site from consideration but 
would require further assessment e.g. site within 
greenbelt and only suitable for non-built facilities. 

 
 

LEVEL 2 CRITERIA – Screening 

Land Use 

8. Indicate if land is- 

1. Strategic Industrial Location 
2. Locally Significant Industrial Site 
3. Industrial/Employment Land 
4. Previously developed land 
5. Contaminated  

(1-3) SIL’s, LSIS and employment/industrial land 
GIS boundary data supplied by boroughs. 

(4) Previously developed land identified through 
2009 London Brownfield Sites Database (source: 
The London Development Agency) and OS 
mapping. 

(5) Boroughs Part 2A contamination registers 
checked. 

Industrial land was considered the most suitable 
for waste development and was favoured 
(dependent on suitability of existing business), 
although other land types were not considered a 
negative.  

The prospect of development including 
remediation of contaminated sites seen as a 
positive benefit which would be seen a positive for 
such sites.  
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9. Would the site allow for the co-location of 
waste management facilities? 

 

Co-location considered a possibility if existing 
waste management facilities are in adjacent 
properties or if an areacould support more than 
one waste facility. 

Potential to co-locate facilities was considered a 
positive attribute as this would reduce 
transportation and potentially aid movement of 
waste up the waste hierarchy.   

10. Is the site located in an area of major new 
developments? 

 

Details of major new developments provided by 
boroughs. 

Aim of plan was to improve the spatial distribution 
of facilities bringing them closer to producers to 
reduce transport of waste. This would also provide 
for the developing needs of North London. As such 
this was seen as a positive criterion during the site 
selection process.  

11. Is the site within proximity to an existing or 
planned Decentralised Energy network 

 

Could development at the site generate heat 
and / or power?  

Has this site been identified as a Heat Mapping 
zone?  

Existing and proposed heat networks and 
decentralised energy potential area GIS data 
sourced from Greater London Authority. Data used 
to assess if sites lay close to networks and could be 
used to generate heat and power. 

The London Plan encourages decentralised energy, 
production of heat and power can move waste up 
the waste hierarchy. Seen as a positive attribute of 
a site/area. 

Deliverability: Land ownership 
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12. Are there any issues of land ownership that 
could prevent development on the site being 
delivered? 

 

Ownership of Sites established via Land Registry 
search. Once identified owner(s) written to for a 
formal response on site inclusion. 

If landowner not supportive of sites inclusion 
deliverability is questionable and as such weighed 
heavily against a site. Only if there was a chance of 
deliverability, such as a site having planning 
permission, would it be considered suitable and 
carried forward. 

Ownership of Areas not assessed as individual 
plots of land are not being safeguarded and areas 
are likely to contain multiple land owners. 

Areas seen as key to delivering flexibility in the 
plan and seen as a positive factor. 

Protection of water resources and managing flood risk 

13. Is the site within: 

 flood zones 2 or 3  

 in an area with a history of 
groundwater flooding 

 a Critical Drainage Area (or area at 
risk of surface water flooding)? 

According to NPPW, in testing the suitability of 
sites and areas, WPAs should carefully 
consider the suitability of locations subject to 
flooding.     

Flood zone 2 & 3 GIS boundary data downloaded 
from Environment Agency and used to assess if site 
lies within a Flood Zone. 

Critical Drainage Area GIS data provided by 
boroughs and used to assess if site lies within a 
critical drainage area. 

Flooding was used to help determine which 
facilities would be recommended for the site, 
dependent on their appropriateness within a given 
flood zone.  

Those identified within Flood Zone 3 were further 
subject to a sequential test to assess the full 
potential impact of flooding on site.  

14. Is the site within or adjacent to Principal 
Aquifers, Source Protection Zones 1 and 2 or 
surface waters? 

Boundary data downloaded from Environment 
Agency. 

This would be a constraint on landfills but not 
relevant in terms of NLWP as the area cannot 
accommodate such facilities.  

Identification of an Aquifer would be used to help 
with banding of a site or area by identifying those 
least constrained.  

Land instability 
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15. Is the site subject to any known stability 
issues? 

 

No data source was available to assess this criteria 
but allowed local authorities to comment. More 
likely to be suitable in areas with historic or active 
underground mining and/or brine extraction. As 
such, the general comment: “Possibly – no known 
problems but needs to be investigated later in the 
planning process” was added to assessment forms. 
This could be assessed in more details during 
planning application process if required.  

Landscape and visual intrusion 

16. Is the site located within or adjacent to any 
area designated for its local landscape 
importance? 

 

Reliant on GIS data sent by boroughs and 
comments from Authority planning officers. 

This criteria was used to determine which facility 
types would be suitable at a given location. This 
could constrain design so was seen as a negative 
factor when banding sites/areas.  

Green Belt  and Open Space 

17. Is the site in the Green Belt?  If so, would 
location here of a non-built facility (eg on farm 
composting) be consistent with the proximity 
principle; would it cause harm to the 
objectives of Green Belt designation? 

GIS boundary data for greenbelt provided by 
boroughs and via London.gov.uk. Allowed to assess 
if site within greenbelt and allowed direction and 
distance to be given if close to site. 

Criteria used to identify the most suitable 
greenbelt sites for non-built facilities. 

18. Is the site adjacent to a Protected Open 
Space? 

 

 

Relied on borough GIS data to identify adjacent 
sites and to record name, direction and distance. 

Criteria used to determine which facility types 
would be suitable at the given location. Could 
constrain design so seen as a negative factor used 
to help band sites/areas. 

Nature conservation and Geology 

19. Is the site home to protected species and / or 
habitats? 

 

If no information available a study would be 
required at each proposed location affected. 
Boroughs provided with an opportunity to 
comment if site known to be affected. General 
statement recorded: “Uncertain – needs to be 
investigated later in the planning process”. 

Could constrain design so seen as a negative 
factor, used to help band sites/areas. 
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20. Is the site within or adjacent to Sites of 
Importance for Nature Conservation (SINCs) 
(Metropolitan, Borough or local)?  

SINC GIS boundary data provided by boroughs. 
Recorded name of SINC within site or name, 
direction and distance if adjacent to site. 

Criteria used to determine which facility types 
would be suitable at the given location. Would 
constrain design so seen as a negative factor used 
to help band sites/areas. 

21. Is the site within or adjacent to woodlands 
including ancient woodlands? 

 

Natural England GIS boundary layer used for 
Ancient woodlands and OS used to identify 
wooded areas. Distance and direction to areas 
recorded and names where available. 

Criteria used to determine which facility types 
would be suitable at the given location. Could 
constrain design so seen as a negative factor used 
to help band sites/areas. 

Historic environment and built heritage 

22. Is the site / or buildings within a site 
recognised as ANY of the following Heritage 
Assets: 

 Listed Building (other than grade I 
and II*) 

 Locally Listed Building 

       Or in close proximity to them? 

Historic England (formerly part of English Heritage) 
point data used to identify any listings within 250m 
of site and recorded name, type of asset, direction 
and distance.  

Criteria used to determine which facility types 
would be suitable at the given location. Could 
constrain design so seen as a negative factor, used 
to help band sites/areas. 

23. Is the site within or adjacent to a Conservation 
Area? 

GIS boundary data provided by boroughs to 
identify Conservation areas within 250m. Name, 
direction and distance from site recorded.  

Criteria used to determine which facility types 
would be suitable at the given location. Could 
constrain design so seen as a negative factor, used 
to help band sites/areas. 
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Traffic and access 

24. Description of the road network in proximity 
to the site 

Road network identified through OS mapping and 
observation made during site visit. 

Seen as a positive for sites with good access to 
primary road network and a negative where 
location is connected by minor local roads. Would 
be used to determine which facility types would be 
suitable at the given location. 

In locations where network considered incapable 
(e.g. roads unable to be used by HGV’s) of 
supporting high levels of waste movements, 
criteria could be used to justify removal of sites.   

25. Is there a navigable waterway or wharf 
adjacent or very close to the site? 

 

OS mapping used to identify navigable waterways. 
Name, direction and distance to feature recorded. 

Potential to transport waste more sustainably seen 
as a positive when rating sites and areas. 

26. Is there a railway line suitable for freight 
traffic adjacent or very close to the site?   

 

OS mapping used to identify rail infrastructure. 
Direction and distance to feature recorded. 

Potential to transport waste more sustainably seen 
as a positive when rating sites and areas.  

27. Does the site have public footpaths and rights 
of way? 

 

Public Rights of Way boundary layer supplied by 
boroughs, comments noted if affecting site or 
area.  

Could constrain design so seen as a negative 
factor, used to help band sites/areas. 
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Sensitive receptors 

28. Identify sensitive receptors which may be 
impacted by dust, fumes, emissions to air, 
odours, noise and vibration, vermin and birds, 
litter hazards. 

OS mapping and site visit used to identify sensitive 
receptors. Type of receptor and direction and 
distance to recorded.  

Criteria used to determine which facility types 
would be suitable at the given location. Could 
constrain design so seen as a negative factor, used 
to help band sites/areas. 

29. Is the site located in or close to an Air Quality 
Focus Area as defined by GLA 

 

GIS boundary data supplied by GLA. Recorded if 
site falls within focus area or direction and 
distance if within 250m of site. 

Criteria used to determine which facility types 
would be suitable at the given location. Could 
constrain design so seen as a negative factor, used 
to help band sites/areas. 

Aircraft hazard 

30.  Is the site within an Airfield safeguarding area 
(bird strike zone)? 

 

Boroughs supplied GIS data for Safeguarding areas, 
and recorded which sites lie within. 

Criteria used to determine which facility types 
would be suitable at the given location. Could 
constrain design so seen as a negative factor, used 
to help band sites/areas. 

Cumulative Social, Environmental and Economic Impacts 
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31. Will locating a new waste management facility 
on the site, in conjunction with other 
development including waste-related 
development in the vicinity, have an adverse 
impact on the environmental quality or 
character of the area? 

 According to NPPW, in deciding which sites 
and areas to identify for waste management 
facilities, WPAs should assess their suitability 
against the cumulative effect of previous 
waste disposal facilities on the well being of 
the local community, including any significant 
adverse impacts on environmental quality, 
social cohesion and inclusion or economic 
potential 

Full assessment undertaken within Sustainability 
report and general response given: Possibly – 
needs testing 

 

32. Is locating a new waste management facility 
on the site, in conjunction with other 
development including waste-related 
development in the vicinity, likely to have an 
adverse impact as assessed through the 
Equalities Impact Assessment and 
Sustainability Appraisal on nearby 
communities? 

According to NPPW, in deciding which sites 
and areas to identify for waste management 
facilities, WPAs should assess their suitability 
against the cumulative effect of previous 
waste disposal facilities on the well being of 
the local community, including any significant 
adverse impacts on environmental quality, 
social cohesion and inclusion or economic 
potential 

Full assessment undertaken within Sustainability 
report and general response given: Possibly – 
needs testing 
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33. Will locating a new waste management facility 
on the site, in conjunction with other 
development including waste-related 
development in the vicinity, be likely to inhibit 
or to promote the economic potential of the 
area as assessed through the Equalities Impact 
Assessment and Sustainability Appraisal on 
nearby communities? 

According to NPPW, in deciding which sites 
and areas to identify for waste management 
facilities, WPAs should assess their suitability 
against the cumulative effect of previous 
waste disposal facilities on the well being of 
the local community, including any significant 
adverse impacts on environmental quality, 
social cohesion and inclusion or economic 
potential 

Full assessment undertaken within Sustainability 
report and general response given: Possibly – 
needs testing 

 

LEVEL 2 CRITERIA - SPATIAL STRATEGY 

Accessibility and sustainable transport 

34. Does the site have good accessibility from 
existing urban areas or major new or planned 
development (i.e. the major sources of waste 
arisings)? 

Site access and surrounding road network analysed 
using OS mapping and site visit. Looked to see if 
access would be through residential areas and 
whether near the primary road network. 

Good accessibility was a positive attribute, bad 
accessibility a negative. 

Co-location and compatible land uses 

35. Would the site allow for the co-location with 
complementary activities?  

 

Borough employment data and site visit used to 
assess if site is in an area where complementary 
activities are or could be developed in the future. 

Co-location would reduce transport and help move 
waste up the waste hierarchy and seen as a 
positive factor when rating sites. 
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CONCLUSIONS ON THE SITE 

Recorded conclusions on the general merits of the site for accommodating waste management facilities 
highlighting any significant positive or negative factors identified. 

 

POTENTIAL USES 

According to NPPW, WPAs should identify the type or types of waste management facility that would be 
appropriately located on the allocated site or in the allocated area, taking care to avoid stifling 
innovation in line with the waste hierarchy. 

In light of this, an appraisal of the suitability of the site for accommodating a range of waste 
management facilities has been undertaken with reference to Government guidance - ODPM (2004) 
Planning for Waste Management Facilities – A Research Study.  The suitability of the site in relation to a 
range of facility types has been indicated using a series of symbols (,, X etc.) and a commentary 
provided. 

Facility type Broad 
suitability 

Comments 

 

A 

Integrated resource recovery 
facilities / resource parks  

 

 

B 

Major waste treatment 
facility (including thermal 
treatment, anaerobic 
digestion, pyrolysis / 
gasification, mechanical 
biological treatment) 

 

 

C 

Waste transfer 
 

 

D 

Composting (including 
outdoor and indoor / in-vessel 
composting) 

 

 

 

E 

Processing and recycling 

 

 

 

Potential mitigation measures 

In light of the appraisal above, are there any 
potential mitigation measures which might be 
necessary for development on the site? 

Record any potential mitigation measures and the 
rationale behind these 

Overall site performance  
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Band A Band B Band C Band D 

Record which band A – D the site has been categorised as being under.  

Given the range of issues to be considered, it is unlikely that a clear ranking of sites will emerge.  To 
avoid giving over-precise and possibly-misleading impressions of the relative merits of each site against 
each other site, it is proposed that sites will be banded from Band A (best) to Band D (worst) according 
to their suitability.  We propose that Band A should be reserved only for sites where no significant 
planning problems have been identified.  In practice it appears most unlikely that any sites will be found 
meeting this description, which means that the 'best' sites produced by this exercise would fall within 
Band B.  This approach has the merit of making it clear at all subsequent stages (and to all subsequent 
audiences) that the sites which have emerged from this process as the 'best' are nevertheless 
recognised as being by no means problem-free.  

Should this site be taken forward for further consideration? 

Yes/No 
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Appendix 3 Call for sites Nomination form. 
 
Nomination Form for sites/areas considered suitable for the provision of future waste 
management facilities 
 
Please return this form to: 
 
Jonathan Evans 
Planner (Minerals and Waste) 
Urban Vision 
Emerson House, Floor 2 
Albert Street 
Eccles 
Manchester M30 0TE 
 
Email: jonathan.evans@urbanvision.org.uk 
 
 
Deadline for completed forms: 9th May 2014 
 
Please complete as many sections of the form as possible. 
 

Name  
 

Company 
(if 
relevant) 

 
 

Contact 
Details 

Address: 
 
 

Tel: 
 

Email: 

 
 
Site Details 
 
Existing waste management site:    Yes                              No 
(Please circle) 
 
 

Site details Address: 
 
 

Local Planning 
Authority: 
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 OS Map ref (6 figures): 
 

Total area in hectares: 

Legal/time 
constraints: 

For example is the site permitted to accept only a limited amount of 
waste or operate for a limited length of time? 
 
 
 

Other relevant information including: 

Existing use  
 

Current 
adjoining land 
use 

 

Existing 
tenancy 

 

Previous 
planning 
history 

 

Physical/other 
constraints 

 

Environmental 
Permit 
Reference 
(existing sites 
only): 
 

 

 
Attach site plan to identify extent of land proposed and the access. 
 
Are you/your company the site land owner:     Yes  No 
 
If No, please give the contact details of the land owner: 
 

 
 
 

 
Waste information  
 

Type of 
facility 

 

Type of 
waste (s) 

 

Estimated 
annual input 
or 
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throughput 

Expected 
catchment 
area for 
waste 

 

For landfill sites: estimated total capacity (cubic metres) 

Permanent or temporary facility? 
 

Other relevant information e.g. proportion of waste to be recycled; disposal route for 
residual waste 

 
Access and Transportation 
 

Give brief details on how the site will be accessed 
 
 
 

Give brief details on how the waste will be transported 
 
 
 
 

Expected levels and types of traffic movement 
 
 
 

Other relevant details 
 
 
 

 
Development 
 

Give brief details of any proposed buildings or other development on site 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Any other relevant information 
 

E.g. Restoration and after use (for landfill sites); any environmental impacts identified 
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and how they would be mitigated. 
 
 
 

 
Declaration: 
 
I also understand that the call for site nominations is entirely without prejudice to future 
decisions on strategies and site allocation for the North London Waste Plan. 
 
Please note that NLWP will make information it receives in response to this invitation to 
nominate sites publicly available in due course.  
 
Signed…………………………………………………………………………………… 
On behalf of (if applicable)……………………………………………………………… 
Date……………………………………………………………………………………… 
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Appendix 4: Findings from call for sites 
 
Table 15: Summary of responses from existing operators on future plans 

 

Operator/landowner  Site Borough  Status of site  

AMI (Tuglord) 
 

Waste Transfer Station , Stacey Avenue Enfield  Existing site – no planned changes but 
aspirations to upgrade in longer term 
but no specific details provided 

Barnet London Borough Council Civic Amenity & Waste Recycling Centre, 
Summers Lane 

Barnet Existing site – no planned changes 

Biffa Waste Services Ltd 
 

Atlas At Aztec 406, Ardra Road, Enfield  Enfield Existing site - recently upgraded  

Exectec  
 

Mercedes Parts Centre Waltham Forest Existing site – no planned changes 

Metal and Waste Recycling 
Group 

M&W Albert Works, Edmonton  
 

Enfield Existing site – no planned changes 

Metal and Waste Recycling 
Group 

ELV Limited, Montague Road Industrial Estate, 
Edmonton 

Enfield Existing site – no planned changes 

Metal and Waste Recycling 
Group 

ELV Limited, Unit 1, New Park Estate. 
Edmonton 

Enfield This site has been consolidated in to 
the main site Albert Works, 
Edmonton.  

North London Waste Authority 
 

Regis Road Recycling Centre Camden 
 

Existing site – no planned changes  

North London Waste Authority 
 

Compost Plant Enfield 
 

Existing site – no planned changes  

North London Waste Authority Edmonton Clinical Waste Treatment Centre Enfield 
 
 

Site closed 
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North London Waste Authority 
 

Bulk Waste Recycling Facility Enfield 
 

Existing site -  no planned changes 

North London Waste Authority 
 

Energy from Waste Facility Enfield 
 

Existing site - no planned changes 

North London Waste Authority 
 

L B Haringey, Park View Civic Amenity Site Haringey 
 

Existing site – no planned changes 

North London Waste Authority 
 

Hornsey Central Depot Haringey 
 

Existing site – no planned changes  

North London Waste Authority 
 

Hornsey Street Waste & Recycling Centre Islington 
 

Existing site – no planned changes  

North London Waste Authority 
 

Hornsey Street Re-use & Recycling Centre Islington 
 

Existing site – no planned changes  

North London Waste Authority 
 

South Access Road  
 

Waltham Forest Existing site – no planned changes  

North London Waste Authority 
 

Kings Road Civic Amenity Site Waltham Forest Existing site – no planned changes  

O’Donovan Markfield Road, Tottenham Haringey Existing site – no planned changes 

Powerday  
 

Powerday, Jeffreys Road Enfield Existing site (currently operating as a 
Waste Transfer Station) being 
upgraded.  Planning permission 
granted for Materials Recovery 
Facility. Completion due April 2015. 

Restore Community Projects 18 Ashley Road, N17 9LJ Haringey Existing site - primarily a reuse charity 

 
Table 16: Sites submitted for consideration as a new site in the NLWP 

  

Proposed by Site Borough  Comments 

North London Waste Authority 
 

Land at former Friern Barnet Sewage 
Treatment Works 

Barnet  Former Sewage Treatment Works  
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Bestway Sites north of London Gateway Services Barnet The north is K.E.M Skips (Scratchwood 
Quarry, Quality Recycling Solutions 
Ltd). Southern site is a motorway 
maintenance depot and is therefore 
currently occupied/unavailable. 

Bestway Oakleigh Road South Barnet Proposed alternative site to replace 
allocation of Bestway’s existing site in 
NLWP. Limited information 
submitted. Oakleigh Road 
Employment land site  

Bestway Highgate Road, Gospel Oak Camden Proposed alternative site to replace 
allocation of Bestway’s existing site in 
NLWP. Limited information 
submitted. Part of Kentish Town 
Industrial Area - employment land 

Bestway Regis Road, Kentish Town Camden Proposed alternative site to replace 
allocation of Bestway’s existing site in 
NLWP. Limited information 
submitted. Part of Kentish Town 
Industrial Area employment land 

Bestway Vacant Land Willoughby Lane Enfield Proposed alternative site to replace 
allocation of Bestway’s existing site in 
NLWP. Limited information 
submitted. Brownfield land site ref 
530,000,068 
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Bestway Markfield Road, Tottenham Haringey Proposed alternative site to replace 
allocation of Bestway’s existing site in 
NLWP. Limited information 
submitted. Northern section is within 
LSIS 15 South Tottenham.  Southern 
section not covered - mapping 
indicates site is occupied.  

Bestway Leyton Industrial Village Waltham Forest Proposed alternative site to replace 
allocation of Bestway’s existing site in 
NLWP. Limited information 
submitted. Argall Avenue - 
employment land site (SEA5) 

 
Table 17: Sites submitted for consideration but outside of the NLWP area 

 

Proposed by Site Name Borough Comment 

Bestway Hannah Close/Great Central Way Brent Proposed alternative site to replace 
allocation of Bestway’s existing site in 
NLWP. Limited information 
submitted. 

Bestway Staples Corner 1 Brent Proposed alternative site to replace 
allocation of Bestway’s existing site in 
NLWP. Limited information 
submitted. 

McGrath Bros (Waste Control) 
Ltd 
 

Hepscott Road, Hackney Tower Hamlets Outside NLWP area. 



North London Waste Plan Sites and Areas Report January 2019 

 

 

Appendix 5: Sites and Area Tracker 
 
Sites or Areas highlighted  have been identified as unsuitable and have not been taken forward. The reasons for removal are given within the 
notes column.  
Table 18: Sites and Areas Tracker 

Original  
Ref 

Plan 
Ref 

Name Facility Type(s) Notes 

Barnet 

B01 
 

Land adjacent to 
High Barnet 
Underground 
Station 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

South of area only suitable - TFL do not wish site to be 
included 

B02 
 

Redrose Trading 
Estate 

N/A 
Site walkover identified area as unsuitable due to size 
of the area, proximity to sensitive receptors, access and 
one way system 

B03 
 

Lancaster Road 
Industrial Estate 

N/A 
Site walkover identified area as unsuitable due to size 
of the area, proximity to sensitive receptors, access and 
one way system 

B04 A01-BA Meadow Works (E) Processing and recycling  Site has a lapsed permission for housing 

B05 A02-BA Oakleigh Road 
(A) Integrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (C) Waste Transfer, 
(E) Processing and Recycling 

There are two existing Waste Management Facilities 
with the potential for additional facilities at site. Area 
reduced to 0.99 hectares - sections of the site which 
contain existing LACW facilities have been removed.  

B06 A03-BA 
Brunswick Industrial 
Park 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

The site is a medium sized industrial park close to 
residential properties and could be suitable for 
enclosed waste management facilities. 

B07 
 

Bunns Lane N/A Site walkover identified that the site was dominated by 
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Original  
Ref 

Plan 
Ref 

Name Facility Type(s) Notes 

a recording studio with restricted (width) access to the 
site. Waste facilities considered unsuitable. 

B08 A04-BA 
Mill Hill Industrial 
Estate 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

 Number of amenity issues with site but good access to 
road network. Could be suitable for small enclosed 
facility. 

B9 
 Pentavia Retail Park N/A 

Site unsuitable as walkover identified it as a retail park 
and food franchise 

B10 A05-BA 
Connaught Business 
Centre 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

 Site is within floodzone 2&3 and high risk of surface 
water flooding, site considered unsuitable. 

B11 A06-BA 
BT Depot and 
Jewsons Building 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

 Two areas - Suzuki dealership (Western edge) is 
unsuitable, remaining BT depot & car park suitable for 
enclosed facilities. When unsuitable areas excluded, 
site too small to be taken forward.   

B12 
 

Garrick Industrial 
Centre 

N/A 
Site visit did not identify any empty units and noted a 
number of sensitive receptors in close proximity to the 
area.  

B13 S01-BA 
Edgware Road and 
Geron Way 

The site has outline planning permission for 
waste management 

The site is currently the subject of a planning 
application for NLWA as a replacement WTS for 
Hendon. The size site has been reduced from the 
previous ha to reflect the land available and to avoid 
conflict with the other landowners. 

B14 
 

1068 - 1072, High 
Road, Totteridge 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

Residential Planning application brought forward, site 
no longer available 

Camden 

C01 
 

Kentish Town 
Industrial Area 

(A) Integrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (B) Major Waste 
Treatment Facility, (C) Waste Transfer, (D) 
Composting, (E) Processing and Recycling 

Northern area identified as unsuitable following site 
visit. Area south of railway lines redesignated by 
Council as opportunity area and so no longer suitable.  
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Original  
Ref 

Plan 
Ref 

Name Facility Type(s) Notes 

Enfield 

E01 A07-EN Freezywater 
(B) Major Waste Treatment Facility, (C) Waste 
Transfer, (D) Composting, (E) Processing and 
recycling 

Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield 
Local Plan and not considered compatible with waste 
uses. 

E02 
 

Innova Park (E) Processing and recycling 
High end business uses on site make allocation 
unsuitable. 

E03 A08-EN Brimsdown 

(A) Integrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (B) Major Waste 
Treatment Facility, (C) Waste Transfer, (D) 
Composting, (E) Processing and Recycling 

Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield 
Local Plan and not considered compatible with waste 
uses. 

E04 S02-EN Bilton Way 
(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

Site within Brimsdown and as such no longer being 
taken forward. 

E05 
 

Brandcroft Way N/A 
Site walkover identified the site had recently been 
redeveloped and so was no longer available 

E06 
Existing 
Facility 

Powerday Plc, 
Jeffreys Rd  

(E) Processing and Recycling Protected under London Plan 

E07 
 

Queensway N/A 
Site is considered unsuitable due to existing uses in the 
area, proximity to sensitive receptors, access and one 
way system. 

E08 A09-EN 
Redburn Trading 
Estate 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield 
Local Plan and not considered compatible with waste 
uses. Site also within SPZ2 and flood zone 2 

E09 A10-EN 
Meridian Business 
Park 

(A) Integrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (B) Major Waste 
Treatment Facility, (C) Waste Transfer, (D) 
Composting, (E) Processing and Recycling 

 Site is being developed for high end uses as part of the 
Meridian Waters development and no longer 
considered compatible with waste uses. 

E10 
 

Riverside Industrial 
Estate 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

Main site owner does not want site to be included 
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Original  
Ref 

Plan 
Ref 

Name Facility Type(s) Notes 

E11 
 

Clavering Industrial 
Estate 

N/A 

Site walkover revealed the area was an historic 
industrial estate with a one way system. Location was 
considered incompatible with modern waste 
management facilities  

E12 
 

Oakthorpe Dairy N/A 
Site occupied by active dairy waste management uses 
incompatible 

E13 A11-EN 
Montagu Industrial 
Area 

(A) Integrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (C) Waste Transfer, 
(D) Composting, (E) Processing and Recycling 

Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield 
Local Plan and not considered compatible with waste 
uses. 

E14 
 

Gibbs Road 
(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

 Removed by request of landowner 

E15 
 

First Avenue Site 
(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

Site re-designated as open space by Enfield, site no 
longer suitable 

E16 A12-EN Eley’s Estate 

(A) Integrated resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (B) Major Waste 
Treatment Facility, (C) Waste Transfer, (D) 
Composting, (E) Processing and Recycling 

Only Waste Transfer and Processing recycling is suitable 
for parts of area within flood zone 3. 
Area reduced to 26.91 hectares - due to removal of 
Aztec and Edmonton from original boundary which was 
incorrect and to reflect existing waste facilities on site 
which are expected to stay operative throughout the 
plan period. 

E17 
Existing 
Facility 

Biffa Edmonton (E) Processing and Recycling Protected under London Plan 

E18 A13-EN 
Commercial Road 
and North Middlesex 
Estate 

(A) Intergraded resource recovery 
Facilities/resource parks, (C) Waste Transfer, 
(E) Processing and Recycling 

Site being proposed for other uses within the Enfield 
Local Plan and not considered compatible with waste 
uses. 
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Original  
Ref 

Plan 
Ref 

Name Facility Type(s) Notes 

E19 
 

Langhedge Industrial 
Estate 

N/A 

Following the site visit the area was considered 
unsuitable due to the size of the site and units, existing 
food distribution units, proximity to sensitive receptor 
including being overlooked by high rise residential flats. 

E20 
Existing 
Facility 

Edmonton 
Incineration Plant  

All Protected under London Plan 

Hackney 

HAC01 
 

Belfast Road   

The site visit identified access to the area off the A10 
onto Belfast is narrow combined with the close 
proximity of housing, on street residential parking and 
the size of the units; any waste management facility on 
this site would be unsuitable. 

HAC02 A14-HC Theydon Road 
(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

Site being proposed for other uses within the Hackney 
Local Plan and not considered compatible with waste 
uses. 

HAC03 A15-HC Millfields LSIS (C) Waste Transfer 

 Site includes existing waste facility with potential for 
remaining area to be developed further. 
Area reduced to 1.48 hectares - sections of the site 
which contain existing LACW facilities have been 
removed. 

HAC04 A16-HC Hackney Downs (E) Processing and recycling   

HAC05 
 

Tilia Street N/A 

The site visit identified access to the area is off 
residential/retail roads, there are houses in close 
proximity and the size of the units in the area make any 
waste management facility on this site unsuitable. 

HAC06   
Lee Conservency 
LSIS 

N/A 
The site visit identified sensitive receptors on and 
surrounding site. Site is considered unsuitable. 

HAC07 A17-HC Mare Street LSIS (E) Processing and recycling   
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Original  
Ref 

Plan 
Ref 

Name Facility Type(s) Notes 

HAC08 A18-HC 
Oak Wharf, 
Timberwharf Rd, 
N16 6DB 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

 Site being proposed for other uses within the Hackney 
Local Plan and not considered compatible with waste 
uses. 

HAC09 
LLDC1-
HC 

Bartrip Street LSIS, 
E9 5DH 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

  

HAC10   
Eastway Buxhall 
Crescent LSIS 

N/A 

Hackney Wick Area Action Plan states that should the 
site become available, residential development was the 
most appropriate use. Waste facilities considered 
unsuitable. 

HAC11   
Eastway Osborn 
Road LSIS 

N/A 
Designation of site includes provision for community 
facilities. Waste facilities considered unsuitable 

HAC12 
 

Hackney Wick SIL, 
E15 2EE 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

LLDC commented that the site is in a high end 
employment use and as such not suitable 

HAC13 
LLDC2-
HC 

Palace Close SIL, E9 
5DW 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling  

HAC14 S03-HC 
Eagle Wharf Road, 
N1 7ED 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

  

Haringey 

HAR01 A22-HR 

Friern Barnet 
Sewage Works (LEA 
4), N10 2EY (Land 
Ownership NLWA) 

(C) Waste Transfer, (D) Composting, (E) 
Processing and Recycling 

Site could hold several high end waste management 
facilities and has good access to the road network. 
Environmental issues would need to be addressed. 

HAR02 
Existing 
Facility 

O’Donovan Waste 
Disposal Ltd, 100A 
Markfield Road  

(E) Processing and Recycling Protected under London Plan 

HAR03 A19-HR 
Brantwood Road (SIL 
3), N17 0DX 

(B) Major Waste Treatment Facility  C) Waste 
Transfer, (E) Processing and Recycling 

This is a large site but bounded on all sides by sensitive 
receptors.  By restricting Waste management facilities 
to the centre of the site which would be away from 
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Original  
Ref 

Plan 
Ref 

Name Facility Type(s) Notes 

receptors then some facilities would be appropriate.   

HAR04 A20-HR 
Willoughby Lane 
(LEA 18), N17 0SP 

(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

Two parts to site – northern has existing waste facility 
and is suitable for additional waste uses. Southern 
section unsuitable. 

HAR05 A21-HR 

North East 
Tottenham (SIL 12), 
Garmen Rd, N17 
0UN 

(B) Major Waste Treatment Facility  C) Waste 
Transfer, (E) Processing and Recycling 

 The site is of sufficient size to accommodate a number 
of waste management facilities without compromising 
the amenity of local sensitive receptors. 

HAR06 A23-HR 
Wood Green (LEA 
19), Coburg Road, 
N22 6XF 

(B) Major Waste Treatment Facility  C) Waste 
Transfer, (E) Processing and Recycling 

Sensitive receptors on site and surrounding, site 
considered unsuitable. 

HAR07   
Campsbourne (LEA 
4) 

N/A 

Access to the area is off the A504 onto Cross Lane 
which is narrow and, as there is no room for vehicles to 
turn within the site, any waste management facility on 
this site is unsuitable 

Islington 

No sites put forward 

Waltham Forest 

WF01 
 

Chingford Ind. Est N/A 
The site visit identified high end employment uses and 
as such is not considered suitable 

WF02 
Existing 
Facility 

Exectec Ltd 
(Mercedes Parts 
Centre), 21 
Chingford Ind. Est.  

(E) Processing and Recycling Protected under London Plan 

WF03 
A24-
WF 

Argall Avenue 
(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

 Amenity issues with surrounding uses, however given 
the size of site and the existing facilities further 
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Original  
Ref 

Plan 
Ref 

Name Facility Type(s) Notes 

development considered suitable. 

WF04 
A25-
WF 

Auckland Road 
(C) Waste Transfer, (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

Existing Facilities but owners in pre application 
consultation with Council to redevelop the site; as such 
site removed 

WF05 
LLDC3-
WF 

Bus Depot, Temple 
Mill Lane 

(C) Waste Transfer, (D) , (E) Processing and 
Recycling 

 Existing use and uncertainty of availability during the 
life of the North London Waste Plan combined with the 
proximity of the Olympic Legacy venue prevents the 
allocation of this area being higher than Band C.   
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Appendix 6: Site and Area Profiles. 
 
See separate Document 
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Appendix 7: List of Existing Waste Facilities  
 

Ref Name  Designation 

Barnet 

BAR2 Scratchwood Quarry None 

BAR3 P B Donoghue, Claremont Rd The site lies within the Brent Cross Cricklewood Regeneration Area  

BAR4 W R G Hendon TS The site lies within the Brent Cross Cricklewood Regeneration Area 

BAR5 Summers Lane None 

BAR6 Mc Governs Brothers, Brent Terrace, Hendon The site lies within the Brent Cross Cricklewood Regeneration Area  

BAR7 Cripps Skips The site lies within the Brent Cross Cricklewood Regeneration Area.  

BAR8 Apex Car Breakers None 

BAR9 Railway Arches None 

BAR10 GBN Services Ltd, New Southgate 
The site lies within the Oakley Road South employment site – identified in Barnet’s 
Development Management Policies (Map 11). 

BAR11 UpsideRailway Yard 
 

BAR12 Oakleigh Road South Bulking Facility 

The site lies within the Oakley Road South employment site – identified in Barnet’s 
Development Management Policies (Map 11) 

Camden 

CAM1 Regis Road Reuse and Recycling Centre LDF industry region – Kentish Town Industrial Area 

Enfield 

ENF1 Crews Hill Transfer Station Crews Hill Defined Area 

ENF2 Barrowell Green Recycling Centre None 

ENF3 Pressbay Motors Ltd, Motor Salvage Complex Within SIL - Brimsdown & North East Enfield Area Action Plan  

ENF4 Chase Farm Hospital, the Ridgeway (SITA) None 

ENF5 Jute Lane, Brimsdown Within SIL - Brimsdown & North East Enfield Area Action Plan  

ENF6 
Tuglord Enterprises (AMI Waste) Stacey 
Avenue Within SIL - Montagu Industrial Area 

ENF7 Budds Skips Within Central Leeside Area Action Plan 
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Ref Name  Designation 

ENF8 
Biffa Edmonton (AKA Greenstar 
Environmental) Within SIL - Eley’s Estate & Central Leeside Area Action Plan  

ENF9 Hunt Skips Within LSIS - Commercial Road and North Middlesex Estate 

ENF10 Rooke and Co Ltd, Edmonton Within LSIS - Montagu Industrial Area & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF11 Edmonton Bio Diesel Plant Within SIL - Harbet Road Industrial Area & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF13 Personnel Hygiene Services Ltd Within SIL - Montagu Industrial Area & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF14 
 

Within SIL - Montagu Industrial Area & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF15 London Waste Recycling Ltd Within Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF16 Environmental Tyre Disposals Ltd Within SIL - Harbet Road Industrial Area & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF17 Albert Works, Kenninghall Road, Edmonton Within LSIS & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF18 London Tyre Recycling Ltd Within LSIS & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF19 London Waste Ltd Within SIL - Eley’s Estate & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF20 
London Waste, Bulk Waste Recycling Facility, 
Edmonton EcoPark, 

Within SIL - Eley’s Estate, Edmonton EcoPark Planning Brief SPD & Central Leeside 
Area Action Plan 

ENF21 Edmonton Clinical Waste Treatment Centre 
Within SIL - Eley’s Estate, Edmonton EcoPark Planning Brief SPD & Central Leeside 
Area Action Plan 

ENF22 J O’Doherty Within SIL - Eley’s Estate & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF23 Oakwood Plant Within SIL - Eley’s Estate & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF24 ELV Ltd Within SIL - Harbet Road Industrial Area & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF25 Powerday Within SIL - Brimsdown & North East Enfield Area Action Plan  

ENF27 Energy From Waste Facility Within SIL - Eley’s Estate & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF33 Ballast Phoenix Ltd Within SIL - Eley’s Estate & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF29 Enfield Metal Crews Hill Defined Area 

ENF30 Hunsdon Skips Recycling Ltd Within SIL - Harbet Road Industrial Area & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF31 Volker Highways Depot Within SIL - Brimsdown & North East Enfield Area Action Plan 

ENF 35 Redcorn Within SIL - Montagu Industrial Area & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

ENF 36 Edmonton Facility / Envirocom Within SIL - Eley’s Estate & Central Leeside Area Action Plan 

Hackney 
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Ref Name  Designation 

HAC1 
Millfields Waste Transfer and Recycling 
Facility   None 

HAC2 Downs Road Service Station PLA LDF Priority Employment Area – Hackney Downs 

Haringey 

HAR1 Hornsey Waste and Recycling Centre Haringey Heartlands Growth Area – SP1 & Site Specific Proposal - SSP4 Saved Policy 

HAR2 Hornsey Central Depot Haringey Heartlands Growth Area – SP1 & Site Specific Proposal - SSP4 Saved Policy 

HAR3 Biffa Waste Services Ltd, Garman Road Within SIL SP8 

HAR4 O’Donovan, Markfield Road 
LSIS – SP8,Tottenham Hale Growth Area – SP1 & Site Specific Proposals – SSP20 
(Saved Policy) 

HAR5 Redcorn Ltd, White Hart Lane Site Specific Proposals - SSP19 – saved policy 

HAR6 Restore Community Projects 
Within Tottenham Hale Growth Area (SP1), Local Employment Area (SP8) & Site 
Specific Proposals (SSP20) – Saved Policy 

HAR7 Brantwood Willoughby Lane Within SIL SP8 

HAR8 O’Donovan,  Markfield Road 
Within SIL SP8, Tottenham Hale Growth Area (SP1) & Site Specific Proposals (SSP20) – 
Saved Policy 

HAR9 L B Haringey, Park View Ca Site Tottenham Hale Growth Area (SP1) & Site Specific Proposals (SSP1) 

HAR10 Western Road Re-use & Recycling Centre None 

Islington 

ISL1 Hornsey Street Waste and Recycling Centre None 

Waltham Forest 

WAF1 Mercedes Parts Centre Within SIL 1 

WAF2 Kings Road Household Waste Recycling Centre None 

WAF3 
South Access Road Household Waste 
Recycling Centre 

Within SIL 4, Strategic Employment Area SEA5 & partially within the Borough 
Employment Area BEA8 

WAF4 GBN Services Within a Borough Employment Area – BEA6 

WAF5 T J Autos (UK) Ltd Within SIL 5 & Strategic Employment Area SEA6 

WAF6 BJ Electronics None 
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Ref Name  Designation 

WAF8 Leyton Reuse and Recycling Centre Within The BEA3 Borough Employment Area 

WAF9 
BD and G parts for Rover (NOTE – NOW ZEUS 
SUTOM PARTS) Within SIL 4 & Strategic Employment Area SEA5 

WAF10 
Malbay Waste Disposal Ltd, Staffa Road, 
Leyton Within SIL 4 & Strategic Employment Area SEA5 

WAF 12 Argall Metal recycling, Staffa Road Within SIL 4 & Strategic Employment Area SEA5 

WAF14 Tipmasters Within SIL 4 & Strategic Employment Area SEA5 

WAF 15 Bits and Parts Limited Within SIL 4 & Strategic Employment Area SEA5 
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