
ANNEX D 
 

ORAL REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED FROM COUNCILLOR VANESSA ALLEN 

 

The premise of this proposed development is the need to provide housing. We do not disagree 

that housing is needed in the Borough. What we do disagree with is the destruction of this library 

building. 

 

Bromley has a Local Plan, adopted last January, and it includes provision of 641 additional homes 

per annum for 10 years. There is a list of allocated sites, and policies to enable this development. 

The Local Plan contains the requirement for 35% affordable provision, which has never been met 

in Bromley to date. The projected 50% affordable for this site is desirable but unrealistic. 

 

Bromley also has a draft Housing Strategy which is not yet adopted and which proposes further 

housing in addition to the Local Plan. 

 

The draft London Plan has been mentioned in previous discussions. The current status is that the 

inspector has recommended reductions in the Mayor’s housing targets, with Bromley’s target 

falling from 1424 to 774. This will be confirmed next year. 

 

If Bromley council engaged more with developers, landowners and social housing providers, we 

would be much better placed to address the housing needs of the borough. We hear much about 

the 1600 families on the housing register, but not so much about the extremely slow progress 

being made on several schemes to provide good quality temporary housing in the borough. When 

considering use of council owned sites, the committee would also do well to reconsider the 

limitations it has put on development sites such as the Civic Centre.  

 

There are planning issues with the Library site. Carlton Court, a nearby site just outside the 

conservation area on the corner of Hayne Road and Beckenham Road, was the subject of a 2017 

planning application for provision of 30 flats. This was refused by the council and lost at appeal, 

due to the effect of the proposals on the character and appearance of the area, and lack of 

provision of outdoor space, among other reasons. A subsequent application for a smaller 

development of 24 flats was approved earlier this year subject to legal agreement. The Carlton 

Court character and appearance issues related partly to the height, and the revised approved 

application reflects the height of the adjacent Victorian buildings. Needless to say there is no 

affordable provision. 

 

The Library site proposals, quite apart from the Conservation Area issues (to be) covered by my 

colleague, would run into the same objections of mass and height, and a clear lack of any outdoor 

amenity space for residents, let alone the loss of public open space which is currently enjoyed. 

 

Although we note the proposal includes appointing consultants to look at the Public Halls, the 

discussions have revolved around the use of the Library site which does not seem to be reflected 

in the brief. You cannot look at one without the other. The Executive agreed various suggestions 

about what the new housing might look like, which in view of my earlier comments should also be 

a vital part of any feasibility study. 

 

In summary therefore Mr Chairman I contend that the proposed development of this site does not 

conform with Bromley’s Local Plan, and contradicts planning guidelines. 


