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Proposed reforms to the National Planning Policy Framework and other changes to the 

planning system 

 

24th September 2024 

 

About: The United Kingdom Warehousing Association (UKWA) is the dedicated trade association for 

the UK’s vital warehousing sector representing 1,000 member businesses who together operate around 

200 million square feet of warehousing and distribution space across thousands of locations. 

 

Warehousing is one of the fastest growing sectors in the UK and combined with the wider logistics 

industry, contributes £165 billion Gross Value Added (GVA) to the UK economy. 

 

To meet seismic shifts in consumer demand and exponential growth in ecommerce, the UK’s 

warehousing footprint has grown by more than 50% in the past 10 years.   

 

85% of warehousing and logistics businesses are SMEs and it is estimated that one in ten workers in 

the private sector are now employed in warehousing and logistics occupations. 

 

The goods which the UK produces and consumes reach their destinations efficiently because of a highly 

developed logistics system. Warehouses are a critical part of this system. 

 

Executive Summary: There is a compelling case for the government to support warehousing 

businesses with an effective planning system that acknowledges warehousing as a facilitator of trade 

and broader economic growth. 

 

Achieving such growth necessitates sustainable warehouses which are strategically located, incorporate 

suitable technology, and offer quality employment opportunities. 

 

Reforming the planning system is vital to validate the link between industrial land and quality of life, 

recognising that sustainable warehouse development meets the needs of workers, consumers and 

businesses. 

 

We therefore welcome this government’s early commitment to consider and make urgent reforms to 

the the National Planning Policy Framework and the planning system more broadly. 

 

Question 1: Do you agree that we should reverse the December 2023 changes made to 

paragraph 61? Yes, we support the reversal of the December 2023 changes to paragraph 61. The 

original provisions provided clearer guidance and more flexibility in planning processes, particularly in 

terms of strategic land allocation for industrial use, such as warehousing. The logistics sector requires 

certainty and consistency in planning frameworks to continue its essential role in facilitating trade and 

economic growth. By reverting to the previous wording, we believe there will be fewer obstacles to the 

development of critical infrastructure. 

 

Question 2: Do you agree that we should remove reference to the use of alternative 

approaches to assessing housing need in paragraph 61 and the glossary of the NPPF? We 

support the removal of the reference to alternative approaches to assessing housing need in paragraph 

61 and the glossary of the NPPF. A standardised methodology for housing needs assessment ensures 
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consistency and fairness across local authorities. Allowing alternative approaches can create confusion 

and lead to inconsistent outcomes, which may undermine strategic planning for other essential 

infrastructure, such as logistics and warehousing. By maintaining a clear, consistent approach, we can 

ensure better coordination between housing and economic land use, which is crucial for sustaining both 

residential and industrial development. 

 

Question 3: Do you agree that we should reverse the December 2023 changes made on the 

urban uplift by deleting paragraph 62? We support the reversal of the December 2023 changes 

on the urban uplift and the deletion of paragraph 62. While the aim of promoting urban growth is 

important, the arbitrary application of urban uplift targets can place disproportionate pressure on urban 

areas, especially when balanced growth between housing and industrial needs is crucial. For sectors 

like warehousing and logistics, urban areas are critical for distribution networks and infrastructure. A 

more flexible approach to urban development, rather than a blanket uplift, would better reflect local 

circumstances and support balanced economic growth, ensuring that logistics facilities are not squeezed 

out by excessive housing targets. 

 

Question 4: Do you agree that we should reverse the December 2023 changes made on 

character and density and delete paragraph 130? We agree with the reversal of the changes to 

paragraph 130. Ensuring character and density are carefully considered helps maintain the balance 

between residential, commercial, and industrial uses. This is crucial for logistics and warehousing, as 

the proximity to urban areas with high densities can offer logistical advantages, but the character of 

these areas must also be preserved. 

 

Question 5: Do you agree that the focus of design codes should move towards supporting 

spatial visions in local plans and areas that provide the greatest opportunities for change 

such as greater density, in particular the development of large new communities? Yes, we 

agree that design codes should support spatial visions, particularly in areas where greater density is 

feasible, such as large new communities. From a warehousing perspective, aligning spatial visions with 

well-designed infrastructure that allows for efficient transport and logistics will help balance housing 

needs with the growing demands of the supply chain. 

 

Question 6: Do you agree that the presumption in favour of sustainable development 

should be amended as proposed? We agree with the proposed amendments to the presumption in 

favour of sustainable development. It is important that sustainability does not just focus on 

environmental aspects but also considers economic sustainability. Warehousing is a key part of the 

national infrastructure and should be supported under this presumption to ensure trade and logistics 

can operate efficiently. 

 

Question 7: Do you agree that all local planning authorities should be required to 

continually demonstrate 5 years of specific, deliverable sites for decision making purposes, 

regardless of plan status? Yes, we support this proposal. It is essential for local planning authorities 

to have a clear pipeline of deliverable sites. This transparency is particularly important for industries 

like warehousing and logistics, where planning timelines and land availability can significantly impact 

business operations. 

 

Question 8: Do you agree with our proposal to remove wording on national planning 

guidance in paragraph 77 of the current NPPF? We agree with the removal of this wording. Local 
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authorities should have the flexibility to develop specific planning strategies that align with local 

conditions while ensuring national guidance is not overly prescriptive. This will allow for a more tailored 

approach, particularly in regions where warehousing and logistics infrastructure are critical. 

 

Question 11: Do you agree with the removal of policy on Annual Position Statements? We 

agree with the removal of Annual Position Statements. Simplifying reporting requirements can reduce 

the administrative burden on local planning authorities, allowing them to focus on delivering both 

housing and economic infrastructure, such as warehousing. 

 

Question 12: Do you agree that the NPPF should be amended to further support effective 

co-operation on cross-boundary and strategic planning matters? Yes, we support 

amendments that encourage more effective cross-boundary and strategic planning. Warehousing and 

logistics operations often span multiple regions, and better cooperation will help ensure that 

infrastructure is developed in a way that supports efficient trade and transport networks. 

 

Question 13: Should the tests of soundness be amended to better assess the soundness of 

strategic scale plans or proposals? Yes, we agree that the tests of soundness should be amended 

to better assess strategic scale plans or proposals. Warehousing and logistics infrastructure projects 

are typically large-scale and have long-term implications. Amending the tests to ensure that strategic 

economic needs, such as logistics, are adequately assessed alongside housing and environmental goals 

will help ensure that critical infrastructure is prioritised. 

 

Question 14: Do you have any other suggestions relating to the proposals in this chapter? 

In addition to assessing strategic plans, we recommend that the planning process includes specific 

assessments for the needs of the logistics and warehousing sector. This could include prioritising land 

near transport hubs and incorporating future technological advancements, such as automation, which 

could impact logistics needs over time. 

 

Question 20: Do you agree that we should make the proposed change set out in paragraph 

124c, as a first step towards brownfield passports? Yes, we support the proposed change 

towards brownfield passports. Streamlining the development of brownfield sites will promote 

sustainable land use and help mitigate the impact on greenfield areas. This is especially important for 

the warehousing and logistics sector, which can benefit from the development of well-located 

brownfield sites near transportation hubs. 

 

Question 21: Do you agree with the proposed change to paragraph 154g of the current 

NPPF to better support the development of PDL in the Green Belt? Yes, we support the 

proposed change. The development of Previously Developed Land (PDL) in the Green Belt can help 

meet the growing demand for logistics and warehousing infrastructure. UKWA has emphasised the 

need for planning systems to recognise the national importance of freight and logistics. This change 

would align with broader goals by allowing strategic development that supports economic growth while 

minimising the impact on greenfield sites. 

 

Question 22: Do you have any views on expanding the definition of PDL, while ensuring 

that the development and maintenance of glasshouses for horticultural production is 

maintained? We agree with expanding the definition of PDL to include more sites that could be used 

for logistics and warehousing.  
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Question 23: Do you agree with our proposed definition of grey belt land? If not, what 

changes would you recommend? We agree with the proposed definition of grey belt land, so long 

as this provides opportunities for logistics infrastructure without harming high-value Green Belt land. 

However, the definition should be clear and consistent to prevent ambiguity, which could hinder long-

term planning for warehousing. Grey belt land should be prioritised for industrial uses, as noted by 

UKWA, to ensure that critical infrastructure is developed in line with national needs. 

 

Question 24: Are any additional measures needed to ensure that high-performing Green 

Belt land is not degraded to meet grey belt criteria? Yes, additional safeguards should be 

implemented to protect high-performing Green Belt land from being inappropriately reclassified as grey 

belt. There should be a clear framework for assessing the environmental and economic value of the 

land, ensuring that essential Green Belt purposes are maintained, while still providing opportunities for 

necessary logistics and warehousing developments on suitable sites. 

 

Question 25: Do you agree that additional guidance to assist in identifying land which 

makes a limited contribution to Green Belt purposes would be helpful? If so, is this best 

contained in the NPPF itself or in planning practice guidance? Yes, additional guidance would 

be helpful in identifying land that makes a limited contribution to Green Belt purposes. This guidance 

could help ensure that such land is appropriately utilised for industrial development, particularly 

warehousing. Including this guidance in planning practice guidance would allow for greater flexibility 

and regular updates as conditions evolve. 

 

Question 27: Do you have any views on the role that Local Nature Recovery Strategies 

could play in identifying areas of Green Belt which can be enhanced? Local Nature Recovery 

Strategies can be a useful tool for identifying areas of Green Belt that could be enhanced for both 

environmental and industrial purposes. For the logistics sector, it is important to strike a balance 

between conserving natural areas and developing land that can support infrastructure, particularly in 

regions critical to national supply chains. 

 

Question 28: Do you agree that our proposals support the release of land in the right 

places, with previously developed and grey belt land identified first, while allowing local 

planning authorities to prioritise the most sustainable development locations? Yes, the focus 

on releasing previously developed and grey belt land first is aligned with sustainable development 

principles and supports the logistics sector's need for well-located sites. As UKWA has noted, prioritising 

these areas allows for the efficient planning of logistics infrastructure while minimising the impact on 

greenfield sites, ensuring that both economic and environmental needs are addressed. 

 

Question 30: Do you agree with our approach to allowing development on Green Belt land 

through decision making? If not, what changes would you recommend? We agree with the 

approach of allowing development on Green Belt land where it is justified by the specific needs of 

logistics and other critical industries. Flexibility in decision-making, particularly when evaluating 

strategic economic priorities, is necessary. However, clear criteria should be established to ensure that 

such decisions are consistent and aligned with national interests, as highlighted by UKWA. 

 

Question 31: Do you have any comments on our proposals to allow the release of grey belt 

land to meet commercial and other development needs through plan-making and decision-

making, including the triggers for release? We support the proposal to release grey belt land for 
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commercial and other development needs, particularly for logistics and warehousing. As emphasised 

by UKWA, logistics infrastructure is essential for national economic growth. Prioritising grey belt land 

for these uses ensures efficient development while maintaining the integrity of Green Belt land for 

environmental purposes. 

 

Question 34: Do you agree with our proposed approach to the affordable housing tenure 

mix? We support a balanced approach to affordable housing tenure. However, it is important that the 

policy does not overly restrict land availability for commercial uses, such as warehousing, which also 

contributes to local economies and employment. The approach should ensure that both housing and 

logistics needs are met in a sustainable manner. 

 

Question 36: Do you agree with the proposed approach to securing benefits for nature and 

public access to green space where Green Belt release occurs? We agree with the approach of 

securing benefits for nature and public access to green space when Green Belt release occurs. This can 

help balance environmental and economic needs, ensuring that new developments, including logistics 

facilities, contribute positively to the local community.  Many developers of industrial property and 

warehouse operators have a good track record of facilitating and promoting biodiversity.  Please contact 

UKWA for more information including case studies. 

 

Question 37: Do you agree that Government should set indicative benchmark land values 

for land released from or developed in the Green Belt, to inform local planning authority 

policy development? Yes, setting indicative benchmark land values would provide consistency and 

transparency, helping local planning authorities make informed decisions. This would also benefit 

sectors like logistics, where clear land value benchmarks can support strategic planning and investment 

in infrastructure. 

 

Question 38: How and at what level should Government set benchmark land values? 

Benchmark land values should be set regionally, reflecting local economic conditions, land demand, 

and development pressures. For the logistics sector, it’s important that these benchmarks support the 

development of essential infrastructure, including warehousing, in areas of high demand. 

 

Question 39: Do you have any views on reducing the scope of viability negotiation by 

limiting it when land will transact above the benchmark land value? We agree with reducing 

the scope of viability negotiations when land transacts above the benchmark value. This could 

streamline the planning process and ensure that developments proceed without unnecessary delays. 

However, flexibility should remain where strategic infrastructure, such as logistics facilities, is 

concerned, as the national economic interest may require special consideration. 

 

Question 40: It is proposed that where development is policy compliant, additional 

contributions for affordable housing should not be sought. Do you have any views on this 

approach? We agree with this approach, as it provides certainty for developers and ensures that 

policy-compliant projects proceed without additional burdens. This is particularly important for 

warehousing and logistics developments, where predictability in costs and planning requirements is 

essential for efficient project execution. 

 

Question 41: Do you agree that where viability negotiations do occur, and contributions 

below the level set in policy are agreed, development should be subject to late-stage 
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viability reviews, to assess whether further contributions are required? What support 

would local planning authorities require to use these effectively? We agree that late-stage 

viability reviews could be useful in ensuring fair contributions when initial agreements fall below policy 

levels. However, for logistics developments, predictability is key. Reviews should be used cautiously to 

avoid disrupting long-term planning. Local authorities would need resources and clear guidance to 

handle these reviews effectively. 

 

Question 42: Do you have a view on how golden rules might apply to non-residential 

development, including commercial development, traveller sites, and types of 

development already considered ‘not inappropriate’ in the Green Belt? Golden rules should 

apply with flexibility to non-residential developments, including logistics infrastructure, which plays a 

key role in the economy. UKWA has emphasised the importance of warehousing in the planning system, 

and commercial developments should not be unnecessarily restricted, especially in the Green Belt, 

where such developments are often critical.  

 

Question 43: Do you have a view on whether the golden rules should apply only to ‘new’ 

Green Belt release, which occurs following these changes to the NPPF? Are there other 

transitional arrangements we should consider, including, for example, draft plans at the 

regulation 19 stage? Golden rules should primarily apply to new Green Belt releases. However, 

transitional arrangements could be considered for developments already in advanced stages, such as 

those in draft plans at the regulation 19 stage. This would provide consistency for projects already 

under consideration while allowing for the application of updated policies to new releases. 

 

Question 44: Do you have any comments on the proposed wording for the NPPF (Annex 

4)? The wording in Annex 4 appears to align with the objectives of ensuring sustainable development 

while allowing flexibility for economic growth. However, the text should more explicitly address the 

needs of the logistics sector, as UKWA has pointed out that planning systems often overlook this critical 

industry. Clearer provisions for warehousing and transport infrastructure would be helpful. 

 

Question 45: Do you have any comments on the proposed approach set out in paragraphs 

31 and 32? We support the approach in paragraphs 31 and 32, which emphasises the need for 

sustainable and balanced development. However, there should be stronger language supporting the 

logistics sector, particularly the importance of warehousing and distribution centres in ensuring national 

supply chain efficiency. 

 

Question 46: Do you have any other suggestions relating to the proposals in this chapter? 

A clearer emphasis on the logistics sector’s role in national economic growth would be valuable. UKWA 

has highlighted the importance of integrating freight and logistics considerations into planning 

decisions, and this should be reflected more prominently in the NPPF. 

 

Question 62: Do you agree with the changes proposed to paragraphs 86 b) and 87 of the 

existing NPPF? Yes, the proposed changes provide greater clarity on planning priorities. However, it 

is essential that these changes do not undermine the availability of land for warehousing and logistics, 

which are critical to the UK’s highly developed logistics system. Supporting this sector with an efficient 

planning framework is vital for economic growth and the efficient distribution of goods. 
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Question 63: Are there other sectors you think need particular support via these changes? 

What are they and why? Yes, warehousing and logistics require support. This sector has grown by 

over 50% in the last decade due to shifts in consumer demand and the rise of e-commerce. 

Warehousing is a key contributor to the UK economy and supports efficient trade and job creation. An 

effective planning system that ensures the availability of industrial land is necessary to meet these 

demands. 

 

Question 65: If the direction power is extended to these developments, should it be limited 

by scale, and what would be an appropriate scale if so? Yes, the direction power should be 

limited by scale to ensure that only developments of national significance qualify. For warehousing and 

logistics, projects that serve national or regional distribution networks and contribute significantly to 

economic growth should be prioritised, particularly those located near major transport corridors or 

hubs. 

 

Question 66: Do you have any other suggestions relating to the proposals in this chapter? 

The chapter should emphasise the importance of warehousing and logistics in national economic 

planning. To support the sector’s growth and its contribution to the economy, the planning system 

should be more adaptable to meet the increasing demand for strategically located warehousing, 

incorporating sustainable technology and infrastructure. According to research from Savills, the EU will 

require nearly 11 million square metres of new industrial and logistics space by 2028 to meet rising 

demand. Additionally, the UK is projected to need up to 21 million square feet of space for gigafactories 

producing batteries by 2040, with an additional 2-3 million square feet required for warehouse space 

to support supply chains. Research indicates that for every additional billion euros spent online, an 

extra 775,000 square feet of warehouse space is required. Consequently, the UK may need up to 58 

million square feet of additional warehouse space by 2027. 

 

Question 71: Do you have any other suggestions relating to the proposals in this chapter? 

National planning policy should emphasise incentivising solar installations on warehousing 

infrastructure. Warehouses can play a critical role in decarbonisation, and policies should support 

retrofitting solar panels to not only meet the energy demands of logistics but also contribute to the 

UK’s renewable energy targets. 

 

Question 72: Do you agree that large onshore wind projects should be reintegrated into 

the NSIP regime? Yes, reintegrating large onshore wind projects into the NSIP regime would 

streamline approvals for essential renewable energy infrastructure. This would align with wider goals, 

such as enabling warehouses to decarbonise by relying on this and other sources of renewable energy, 

contributing to the government's net-zero targets. 

 

Question 73: Do you agree with the proposed changes to the NPPF to give greater support 

to renewable and low-carbon energy? Yes, greater support for renewable and low-carbon energy 

is essential. UKWA has identified that a fraction of the UK’s largest warehouses could provide 18,500 

acres of rooftop space for solar panels – enough to double the UK’s current solar power capacity.  

 

Question 74: Some habitats, such as those containing peat soils, might be considered 

unsuitable for renewable energy development due to their role in carbon sequestration. 

Should there be additional protections for such habitats and/or compensatory mechanisms 

put in place? No view. 
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Question 75: Do you agree that the threshold at which onshore wind projects are deemed 

to be Nationally Significant and therefore consented under the NSIP regime should be 

changed from 50 megawatts (MW) to 100MW? Yes, raising the threshold to 100MW would 

streamline onshore wind projects, facilitating quicker approvals for renewable energy infrastructure, 

which is necessary for the decarbonisation of sectors such as logistics and warehousing. 

 

Question 76: Do you agree that the threshold at which solar projects are deemed to be 

Nationally Significant and therefore consented under the NSIP regime should be changed 

from 50MW to 150MW? Yes, increasing the threshold to 150MW for solar projects would accelerate 

their development, enabling warehouses to contribute more effectively to renewable energy generation. 

 

Question 77: If you think that alternative thresholds should apply to onshore wind and/or 

solar, what would these be? There could be flexibility to adjust thresholds based on regional energy 

demand. For some warehouses, smaller-scale solar projects may also play a significant role in 

contributing to national renewable energy capacity. 

 

Question 78: In what specific, deliverable ways could national planning policy do more to 

address climate change mitigation and adaptation? National planning policy should promote 

incentives for rooftop solar installations on warehouses which can significantly increase solar capacity 

in the UK and contribute to meeting climate change mitigation goals while reducing operational costs 

for businesses and consumers.  Local plans must include energy planning.  To support the shift to 

distributed generation, planning authorities should incentivise Distribution Network Operators to install 

appropriate infrastructure, including local communal battery-storage, at strategic sites with a high level 

of renewable energy capacity, such as industrial parks where warehouses have rooftop solar. 

 

Question 79: What is your view of the current state of technological readiness and 

availability of tools for accurate carbon accounting in plan-making and planning decisions, 

and what are the challenges to increasing its use? Carbon accounting tools are increasingly 

available, but adoption remains slow due to cost and complexity. Providing incentives for warehouses 

to implement solar installations, as part of carbon reduction strategies, would help businesses align 

with government carbon targets while addressing energy concerns. 

 

Question 81: Do you have any other comments on actions that can be taken through 

planning to address climate change? Planning should incentivise green building practices in 

logistics, support electric vehicle (EV) infrastructure for freight transport, and promote sustainable 

energy integration in warehousing. Policies should also prioritise strategic locations for warehouses, 

minimising emissions from freight by reducing travel distances. 

 

Question 82: Do you agree with removal of this text from the footnote? Yes, if the removal 

clarifies planning policies and ensures that they align with broader sustainability and industrial 

development goals, including logistics and warehousing. 

 

Question 83: Are there other ways in which we can ensure that development supports and 

does not compromise food production? Development should focus on sustainable land use, 

ensuring that industrial developments, like warehousing, are located in areas that do not compromise 

fertile agricultural land.  The needs of food production must be balanced with those of food (& other) 
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distribution. Vertical farming and integrated logistics hubs could be explored to balance food production 

with industrial expansion. 

 

Question 84: Do you agree that we should improve the current water infrastructure 

provisions in the Planning Act 2008, and do you have specific suggestions for how best to 

do this? No view. 

 

Question 85: Are there other areas of the water infrastructure provisions that could be 

improved? If so, can you explain what those are, including your proposed changes? No 

view. 

 

Question 86: Do you have any other suggestions relating to the proposals in this chapter? 

Warehousing and logistics developments should be integrated into broader climate resilience planning. 

Planning should emphasise both environmental sustainability and the strategic importance of 

warehousing for economic growth. 

 

Question 87: Do you agree that we should replace the existing intervention policy criteria 

with the revised criteria set out in this consultation? Yes, the revised criteria appear to 

streamline intervention policies, aligning them with modern planning challenges. It is important to 

ensure that these policies support both sustainable development and the growth of key sectors like 

warehousing and logistics. 

 

Question 88: Alternatively, would you support us withdrawing the criteria and relying on 

the existing legal tests to underpin future use of intervention powers? No, the revised criteria 

offer more clarity and are better suited to addressing contemporary challenges, such as balancing 

sustainability with industrial growth, particularly in warehousing and logistics. 

 

Question 89: Do you agree with the proposal to increase householder application fees to 

meet cost recovery? No view. 

 

Question 90: If no, do you support increasing the fee by a smaller amount (at a level less 

than full cost recovery), and if so, what should the fee increase be? No view. 

 

Question 91: If we proceed to increase householder fees to meet cost recovery, we have 

estimated that to meet cost recovery, the householder application fee should be increased 

to £528. Do you agree with this estimate? No view. 

 

Question 92: Are there any applications for which the current fee is inadequate? No view. 

 

Question 93: Are there any application types for which fees are not currently charged but 

which should require a fee? No view. 

 

Question 94: Do you consider that each local planning authority should be able to set its 

own (non-profit making) planning application fee? No. A nationally set fee structure ensures 

consistency across regions, avoiding disparities that could disadvantage certain areas. However, 

allowing minor local adjustments based on regional economic conditions may provide flexibility where 

needed. 
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Question 95: What would be your preferred model for localisation of planning fees? Local 

Variation – This model maintains a nationally-set default fee while giving local authorities the flexibility 

to adjust fees based on local economic conditions. This would ensure fairness while providing flexibility 

to meet local needs and challenges. 

 

Question 96: Do you consider that planning fees should be increased, beyond cost 

recovery, for planning applications services, to fund wider planning services? No view. 

 

Question 97: What wider planning services, if any, other than planning applications 

(development management) services, do you consider could be paid for by planning fees? 

Wider services could include community engagement, sustainability assessments, and infrastructure 

development studies, all of which are vital for large-scale developments, including warehousing and 

logistics. 

 

Question 98: Do you consider that cost recovery for relevant services provided by local 

authorities in relation to applications for development consent orders under the Planning 

Act 2008, payable by applicants, should be introduced? Introducing cost recovery for these 

services ensures that local authorities can adequately assess large-scale projects. Given the complexity 

of major logistics or warehousing applications, this would ensure that local authorities have the 

resources to conduct thorough reviews. 

 

Question 99: If yes, please explain any particular issues that the Government may want to 

consider. The government should ensure that cost recovery is proportionate and does not deter 

essential infrastructure projects, especially for industries like logistics. It may also be necessary to waive 

fees for projects that are critical for national infrastructure, such as warehouses and strategic logistics 

hubs.  Income generated in this way must be hypothecated to support the relevant work of the local 

authority and those paying such fees must be guaranteed an agreed service level or else granted a 

refund of their fees. 

 

Question 100: What limitations, if any, should be set in regulations or through guidance in 

relation to local authorities’ ability to recover costs? Limitations should be set to ensure that 

fees remain reasonable and reflect the actual cost of processing applications. This would prevent 

disproportionate charges for smaller developers while ensuring that local authorities recover the 

necessary costs for larger, more complex developments. 

 

Question 101: Please provide any further information on the impacts of full or partial cost 

recovery for local planning authorities and applicants. Full cost recovery will benefit local 

authorities by ensuring they have the resources to handle complex applications, such as large 

warehousing projects. However, smaller applicants might face higher costs, potentially discouraging 

small-scale developments. Evidence shows that complex logistics projects often require more 

administrative support and resources, justifying higher fees for these types of applications. 

 

Question 102: Do you have any other suggestions relating to the proposals in this chapter? 

The chapter should emphasise the need for strategic planning for the logistics sector. The rapid growth 

of warehousing, contributing £165 billion GVA to the UK economy, requires a responsive and well-

funded planning system that aligns with both local and national priorities. 
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Question 103: Do you agree with the proposed transitional arrangements? Yes, the proposed 

transitional arrangements allow for a smooth transition, giving local planning authorities and developers 

time to adjust to new policies without disrupting ongoing projects. This is particularly important for 

long-term infrastructure projects like warehousing, where changes in policy could impact project 

timelines. 

 

Question 104: Do you agree with the proposed transitional arrangements? Yes, transitional 

arrangements are necessary to avoid project delays and ensure that developments already underway 

are not negatively impacted by sudden changes. This is especially relevant for large warehousing and 

logistics projects that require extensive planning and investment. 

 

Question 105: Do you have any other suggestions relating to the proposals in this chapter? 

A stronger focus on balancing industrial and residential land use would be beneficial. The rapid 

expansion of warehousing infrastructure requires careful planning to ensure that logistics growth 

complements housing and other community needs. 

 

Question 106: Do you have any views on the impacts of the above proposals for you, or the 

group or business you represent and on anyone with a relevant protected characteristic? 

The logistics sector, which employs a significant portion of the workforce, may see positive impacts 

from streamlined planning and cost recovery processes. However, care should be taken to ensure that 

planning fees do not disproportionately affect smaller warehousing businesses, many of which are 

SMEs. Additionally, planning policies should consider the potential impact on marginalised or 

underrepresented groups within the workforce, ensuring that new developments create inclusive job 

opportunities. 

 

Contact 

Email: policy@ukwa.org.uk  

Website: www.ukwa.org.uk  
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