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1. Introduction 

 

1.1. This Hearing Statement is submitted by the London Sustainable Development 

Commission in respect of Matter 15: Strategic and Local Regeneration.  

 

2. Background and Context 

 

2.1. The London Sustainable Development Commission (LSDC) provides independent 

advice to the Mayor to embed sustainability into London wide strategies and polices. 

The commission includes individuals with a diverse range of knowledge and 

expertise relating to sustainable development from London’s economic, social, and 

environmental sectors.  

 

2.2. The Commission has been involved in previous iterations of the London Plan and 

made representations on the Draft New London Plan (2729). The Commission 

welcomes the opportunity to contribute to the Examination on this matter.  

 

3. Scope of Response 

 

M15. Would the Plan be effective in ensuring that development contributes positively 

to regeneration where it is needed and the building of strong and inclusive 

communities in accordance with Policy GG1? In particular: 

 
b) Would Policy SD10 provide an effective and justified strategic framework for the 

preparation of (i) policies in local plans and neighbourhood plans and (ii) 

regeneration strategies and programmes?  

 

3.1. This Hearing Statement focuses on the question of whether the Plan will be effective 

in ensuring that development contributes effectively to regeneration and the building 

of strong and inclusive communities. The LSDC’s specific concern is that, although 

social value is referenced throughout the plan, it is not clearly defined and there is no 

clear policy on the fundamental role of social value in regeneration and place 

making. Consequently, there is no real clarity on the indicators and metrics for social 

value based regeneration policy. The LSDC is concerned that this will undermine the 

effectiveness of the Plan because it does not set a clear framework for inclusive 

regeneration to guide local policy making and planning decisions.  

 

4. National Context  

 

4.1. There are clear national commitments to sustainable development as set out in the 

2012 (and 2018) National Planning Policy Framework in line with international 

policy, law and agreement. Specifically, achieving sustainable development, 

Paragraphs 6 to 171: 

 

• Economic commitment  - “sufficient land of the right type is available in the 

right places and identifying and coordinating development requirements, 

including the provision of infrastructure’ 

                                                           
1 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework/achieving-sustainable-

development 



• Social commitment –‘‘creating a high quality built environment’ 

• Environment commitment  - ‘contributing to protecting and enhancing our 

natural, built and historic environment’ 

 

4.2. All of which are crucial to providing local people, specifically local people with 

limited resources, high levels of deprivation, most impacted by regeneration, with the 

resources to be involved in the operational and strategic vision of regeneration in 

their area. 

 

4.3. The UK government and GLA’s commitment to the UN Sustainable Development 

Goals include London’s commitment to creating an inclusive and resilient city (SDG 

11).  

  

4.4. The LSDC considers that the London Plan would be more effective in meeting 

national policy requirements if it more clearly defined social value and articulated 

how social value principles and metrics are a measurable outcome of SDG 11. 

 

5. The Importance of Social Value in Regeneration Policy 

 

5.1. The LSDC strongly supports the principle of ‘building strong and inclusive 

communities’, set out in Policy GG1 as one of the three key elements of 

sustainability which should underpin the plan. However, the commission is 

concerned that these principles of strong, inclusive communities are not effectively 

carried throughout the rest of the Plan. 

 

5.2. The LSDC is also supportive of Policy SD 10 and its ambition to:  

 

• undertake regeneration in collaboration with local communities’ 

• identify community and understand needs  

• tackle investment and create town revitalisation  

 

5.3. The LSDC also supports the inclusion of an additional criteria in Policy SD10 under 

the Minor Suggested Changes which requires boroughs to engage communities, 

particularly those in Strategic and Local Areas for Regeneration, at an early stage and 

throughout the development of local development documents, strategies and regeneration 

programmes. 

 

5.4. However, Policy SD 10 as currently drafted leans more towards a set of aspirations. 

As it stands it is difficult to assess if it provides an effective framework in relation to 

social value, without the London Plan clarifying the definition of social value, or 

using social value metrics, or indicators.  

 

5.5. The commission is concerned that the Plan sets out large scale regeneration plans for 

areas with high levels of deprivation, yet community engagement does not feature 

strongly as part of these growth plans. The approach to engagement and inclusion 

should be integrated fully throughout the Plan, and should be particularly strong 

where it is accompanying large scale growth or regeneration. This includes specific 



reference to ensuring London residents and communities are encouraged to 

participate in decision making about spatial development.  

 

5.6. In light of the ambitious growth and regeneration targets, the commission supports a 

presumption in favour of enabling communities to stay together, which should be 

reflected throughout the Plan. The draft Plan currently presents social infrastructure 

as only services and facilities, as opposed to relationships. The Plan should be more 

explicit about the need to enable people to become and stay socially connected within 

their neighbourhoods and be able to travel safely to meet others, not just to access 

services. 

 

5.7. The draft Plan does not currently define ‘Social Value’ in relation to development 

and regeneration. Although Social Value is referenced across a number of policies 

(SD6, E3, HC7, and G1), there is no clear policy strand that coherently ties together a 

social value policy for regeneration and place making. Consequently, there is no real 

clarity on the indicators and metrics for social value based regeneration policy. The 

Plan should include a specific indicates to measure the range of regeneration factors 

that are not traditionally considered in market value but are required for good growth 

city strategies. 
 

5.8. A clear definition should be added to the glossary, acknowledging that it includes 

interventions, and impacts that create, support and develop improved outcomes and 

goals for the economy, environment and community, with specific focus on inclusion 

and equality. A suggested working definition of social value regeneration is: “Social 

value regeneration measures encompasses the things that are important to people 

that are not traditionally considered in market evaluation. Specifically, where they 

live or want to live and issues relating to housing, place, inclusion, wellbeing and 

access to jobs” 
 

5.9. The LSDC is undertaking a two year programme of work with Living Space Project, 

and cross sector partners, dedicated to understanding how to measure the Social 

Value of Regeneration in London. The research will support the Mayor and the 

London Plan to deliver social value and develop and secure wider stakeholder 

involvement in the London Plan’s commitment to regeneration that supports good 

growth, through: 

 

• Delivering a better understanding of good growth and social value regeneration, 

e.g. land use, housing, inclusive design, building stronger communities; 

• Developing guidance on methods and techniques to improve effective engagement 

in the planning of regeneration agendas; 

• Articulating a social value-led policy and practice agenda for London’s 

regeneration;  

• Informing techniques for benchmarking and evaluating regeneration to improve 

public acceptability and/or better targeting in the development of new thinking and 

tools for innovative regeneration; and 

• Adding to the evidence-base of good practice in promoting and delivering social 

value regeneration for diverse London communities. 

 

5.10. The commission will look to share the outcomes of this work with the GLA and help 

develop this definition within the Plan.  



 

5.11. It is recommended that the following changes to the London Plan would create a 

more effective policy framework for Local Plans and decision making in relation to 

regeneration areas:  

 

• Stronger policy reference to community engagement and involvement 

throughout the Plan (beyond Policy GG1).  

• Explicit reference to community inclusion should be made in relation to 

Opportunity Areas across London.  

• Presumption in favour of communities remaining together in strategic 

regeneration/opportunity areas.  

• Definition of Social Value added to the glossary and inclusion of indicators for 

measuring Social Value 

• Additional Policy stating a commitment to social value, equitable regeneration 

and development. 

•  An SPG on social value needs to be developed. 
 

 

 


