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BACKGROUND 

1.1 These representations are made in respect of the list of matters for consideration at the 

Examination in Public and taking into account the Draft New London Plan Minor Suggested 

Changes July 2018. These representations have been prepared by CBRE Limited on behalf 

of Catalyst Housing Limited ('CHL') further to our representations made on 2nd March 2018 

(‘March Representation’). As a G15 housing association, managing approximately 22,000 

homes across London and the South East, CHL takes a close interest in proposed planning 

policy and welcomes this opportunity to formally comment on the draft London Plan.  This 

document highlights CHL's position on the emerging plan but is also made in dialogue with, 

and in addition to, the representations made on behalf of G15. 

1.2 In broad terms, there is much we support within the draft London Plan, not least its focus on 

communities, social integration, inclusivity and rebalancing.  It is also ambitious, 

particularly in relation to housing delivery and we think it needs to be, if we are to stand a 

chance of addressing the housing crisis that has steadily worsened over many decades.  A 

number of the concerns we raised in our previous March Representation have been 

addressed within the Minor Suggested Changes July 2018, and this is welcomed.  However, 

we remain concerned about several policies (and supporting text), which in their current 

form are likely to inhibit - rather than accelerate - growth. Below, we have identified the 

relevant part(s) of the question(s) relating to each matter we are responding to, and outline 

our comments accordingly. Parts of the question(s) deemed not relevant to our response 

have been omitted. 

HOUSING SIZE MIX (POLICY H12) 

Matter 28 

M28. Would Policy H12 provide a justified and effective approach to achieving the dwelling 

size mix to meet London wide and local needs? In particular:  

b) Would policy H12 provide an effective and justified strategic framework to deliver the mix 

of homes needed? What is the justification for preventing boroughs from setting prescriptive 

dwelling size mix requirements for market and intermediate homes and would this approach 

be effective? Would it provide sufficient flexibility to meet local needs? In light of this and the 

need to optimise density would it make a sufficient contribution towards family homes?  

c) Overall, would it meet the objective of Policy GG4 to deliver the homes Londoners need?  

1.3 In relation to Matter 28 and Draft Policy H12 A (6), we are supportive of the general 

approach. Draft Policy H12 A (6) cites the nature and location of a site as one of a number 

of factors determining the appropriate mix of unit sizes in relation to the number of 

bedrooms for a scheme.  It explains that a higher proportion of one and two bed units 

being generally more appropriate in more central or urban locations.  We support these 

particular parts of the Plan; greater flexibility to provide smaller units in locations closer to a 

town centre or station or with higher public transport access and connectivity is critical, 

given the challenges of accommodating and selling 3+ bed units in locations that are 

capable of sustaining high density development, which dictates a form of development 

which may not be conducive to larger units. 

1.4 Furthermore, we think it is justified for boroughs to avoid over prescriptive dwelling size mix 

requirements for market and intermediate homes. Essentially, the market will be dictated by 

need, and this is difficult to predict over time considering uncertainties around future 
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economic circumstances. Therefore, over prescriptive requirements, would likely impact the 

delivery of schemes and essentially if fewer schemes are delivered, this will impact 

affordable housing provision.  

 

 


