
The London School of Economics  
and Political Science 

Estates Division 
Houghton Street  
London WC2A 2AE 

02 March 2018 

PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL 
City Hall  
The Queen’s Walk  
London 
SE1 2AA 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: LSE Representations on the Draft London Plan 

The London School of Economics and Political Science (LSE) is a world leader in social science 
education and research. It offers undergraduate and graduate programmes as well as distance 
learning and executive short courses. We operate in a highly competitive domestic and 
international market. Our Central London location enables us to attract the very best students and 
researchers from across the globe, but we must annually make substantial investments in facilities 
to maintain our position. The quality of our teaching and student facilities are critical to our ability to 
bring business and educational opportunities to Londoners. We also actively invest in our 
communities working with local schools, mentoring pupils, offering apprenticeships as well as 
running a public lecture programme on a wide variety of subjects free to Londoners. In essence, 
we feel that there is a common good at the heart of everything we do. 

We are encouraged that the draft plan recognises the potential higher education has in helping 
deliver a number of key objectives of the draft plan namely: 

 Growing London’s economy;
 Developing London’s skills;
 Connecting education to business;
 Supporting regeneration;
 Addressing skills shortages; and
 Making a positive impact upon people's life chances to break down social inequalities.

Paragraph 5.3.1 in particular resonates with the key aims of the LSE and we support the 
clarification of the “ profound“, “vital“ and “critical“ contribution that higher education can make to 
London’s economic growth. Paragraph 5.3.8 accurately reflects that London critically needs the 
higher order skills that the LSE in particular equips its students with. We strive to ensure that they 
can succeed in a changing economy and in doing so allow London to be resilient in a globally 
competitive market.  

We would support the general position of the draft Plan that higher education can have a clear role 
in regenerating and delivering growth in identified opportunity areas outside of Central London 
locations. We feel that the draft Plan needs to provide clarity that growth in such areas must not 
preclude improvements in established higher educational facilities in Central London areas. As we 
previously outlined, the LSE’s desire to maintain and provide world leading educational facilities, 
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aligns strongly with the draft Plan's identified objectives. The LSE must work for London and 
internationally and its specialist student market and function is quite different to the many other 
excellent higher educational establishments that are more likely to expand within regeneration 
areas. This regeneration will occur without the expectation for centrally located higher educational 
establishments to expand or relocate outside their established locations. Whilst the LSE will 
obviously consider opportunities across London as a whole on their merits clearly there is a 
requirement for any policy to respect the historical and longstanding association of the school with 
its current location and not to introduce requirements which would present significant obstacles to 
expansion of higher education facilities within Central London and put at risk the important positive 
contribution that the LSE makes to London as a global city.  

Residential accommodation is a critical consideration for virtually all students of the LSE when 
weighing up offers from global universities that are competing for their talent. If the LSE is to attract 
the very best students and researchers, we must be able to offer them a very high standard of 
accommodation that is commensurate with the likes of MIT, Harvard and the Oxbridge colleges. 
Our most popular accommodation is our own stock which we manage ourselves as opposed to 
halls where we have a nomination agreement. Our research has shown that this must be less than 
30 minutes walk of our single campus. We feel that there is a lack of clarity in policy H17 (B) which 
suggests that new student accommodation should be outside Central London. Similarly, there is no 
indication of what the characteristics of a 'concentration' might be. The LSE exists largely within the 
Central Activity Zone (CAZ) and it is difficult to imagine an over concentration of student 
accommodation given the intensity of other land uses. 

We support draft policy H17A (3) that student accommodation must be secured for occupation by 
students of specific higher education institutions. This can relate demand from education 
establishments to appropriate supply of accommodation. It has also been a frustration to 
institutions to see supposedly student accommodation being rented to other groups, in some 
instances despite legal agreements intended to counter this. Given the number of Central London 
higher education institutions, any specialist student housing provider will have a highly competitive 
market to select a partner from, should that be a concern. We also support the inclusion within the 
text that multiple higher education institutions could have nomination agreements within one 
building. This would allow smaller or specialist institutions to secure accommodation.   

We are supportive of para 4.17.12 which identifies the importance of higher education institutions 
having the flexibility to use student accommodation for temporary uses during vacation periods. 

Similarly, we welcome the firm clarification in paragraph 4.17.13 that conventional C3 affordable 
housing is not required to be delivered as part of a purpose-built student residential 
accommodation development. 

With regards to policy H17 which has an expectation for delivery of affordable student 
accommodation on all sites. The LSE is generally supportive of this policy aspiration. The LSE 
spend the highest percentage of its higher fee income on access initiatives including bursaries than 
any other Russell Group university. Therefore, access to higher education is not merely a question 
of accommodation costs and a wider understanding of the efforts that a university chooses to 
implement is needed.  Whilst we are fundamentally in favour of delivering affordable student 
accommodation that encourages a socially diverse range of students, we have previously clarified 
the importance of our central location to achieving the draft plan's objectives but this locational 
need comes at a considerable cost given competing land values. It is consequently not feasible to 
set such a specific expectation for affordable student accommodation on every scheme when the 
rental levels required to make a scheme ‘stack- up’, will have a significant variance between sites 
within Central and Outer London. We acknowledge the availability of the Viability Tested Route but 
the policy needs to recognise the circumstances of centrally located institutions explicitly within the 
text and make note of the likelihood that they may require greater flexibility.   
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Overall, we congratulate the GLA for delivering such an extensive and thought provoking policy 
document. We feel that there are many well-reasoned and positives changes proposed to the 
current Plan. However, we trust that the commentary outlined above will be taken fully into account 
prior to the Examination in Public as we have considerable concerns for the unintended 
consequences that the current wording may have to the delivery of its objectives. 

We would be delighted to meet with any of the GLA team in advance of the Examination so that we 
can clarify any of the concerns raised above. 

Yours faithfully 


