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M18.  HOUSING STRATEGY 

 

 

Will the housing policies achieve the good growth objectives in Policies GG1, GG2, GG3 and GG4 

relating to building strong and healthy communities, making the best use of land, creating a 

healthy city and delivering the homes Londoners need?  

We have concerns that the focus on new housing numbers is diverting attention away from the 

central issue of how the housing policies and targets set out in the Plan are to contribute to 

achieving the Good Growth policies set out in the Plan. There is little evidence of how these policies  

are going to deliver CG1 Building strong and inclusive communities and CG4 Delivering the homes 

Londoners need. In our view, as set out in our responses to later Housing matters, the targets for 

sub-market housing, and specifically for low cost rented hosing re significantly lower than the 

housing requirements assessed in the Strategic housing market Assessment. In our response to M19, 

we propose policy amendments to correct this deficit. As we also state in this response, there are no 

explicit target for the numbers or proportion of family size homes to be build, and no policies to 

correct the bias of the current development programme towards smaller units.  The new policies on 

densification, which in some cases will generate hyperdense schemes in the form of towers of 20 or 

more stories. will also have the effect of reducing further the provision of new affordable family size 

homes. All these policies in fact have a negative impact on the delivery of policy CG1. Deficits in the 

provision of affordable family sized homes will lead to further overcrowding in existing homes and to 

increased homelessness. This clearly has negative impacts on the health of most vulnerable 

households and consequently is not in accordance with policy CG3 Creating a Healthy City.  The 

focus on using land for higher density homes which do not meet the full range of assessed housing 

requirements and the potential loss of significant quantities of land used for employment 

generation, also raises the question as together the policies in the Plan , taken as a whole, including 

the absolute protection given to all land designated as Green Belt, irrespective of whether a specific 

site contributes to any Green Belt objectives, will deliver  policy CG2 Making the Best use of land. 

 

In particular how will the provisions of GG4E regarding ambitious and achievable build-out rates 

be put into effect?   

 

 

The housing targets are challenging, given that they are significantly higher than recent completion 

rates. While the mayor’s housing strategy acknowledges that the current national planning, housing 

policy and funding frameworks need modification for the targets to be delivered on a year by year 

basis over the plan period.  This is especially the case in relation to the targets for sub-market 

housing, including low cost rent housing where public funding and levels of capital grant per  home 

are inadequate .The Mayor needs to provide further  evidence of how the targets are to be 

delivered.  

 



Will the provisions of Policy H1 B-F provide an effective strategic context for the preparation of 

local plans and neighbourhood plans?  

 

We support the criteria se out in these policies for the identification of sites for residential 

development as a basis for site allocation in local and neighbourhood plan. We hover do not agree 

with the assumptions in the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) as to the 

housing capacity generated by assessed sites which has been the basis of the borough housing 

targets  set out in table 4.1 as in some cases these assumes density levels  and types of housing 

output which do not comply with the principles of Sustainable Residential Quality(SRQ) and 

therefore inconsistent with the Good Growth policies set out in GG1-4. 

 


