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Matter 34: Good Design 
 
Would policies D1 and D2 provide a justified and effective approach to 
delivering good design? In particular:  
 

 a) Would the approach to delivering good design meet the good  
     growth objectives set out in policies GG1, GG2, GG3 and GG4?  

  
Please refer to our March 2018 response with regards to Policies D1 – D2, 
and GG1 – GG4;  
 
We welcome the Plan’s strong emphasis on good design in meeting ‘good 
growth’ objectives. Many of the policy criteria and requirements of D1 and its 
associated text, support and compliment the Mayor’s policies for sustainable 
infrastructure, green infrastructure and the natural environment. We consider 
that Policies D1 and D2 would provide a justified an effective approach to 
delivering good design, and that they support many of the objectives of the 
Mayor’s London Environment Strategy.  
 
It is important to recognise possible tension between design objectives 
seeking to achieve both development quantity and quality. There are ‘good 
design’ requirements which emphasise the need to evaluate the provision of 
green (‘blue’) and open space ( D2 A.6), and which seek to maximise urban 
greening (paragraph 3.1.4). These are supported by ‘good growth’ policies 
(GG2 D, and GG3 E). However, the Plan requires development to be 
designed at optimum density (Policy D6). We envisage that decision-makers 
and developers may face challenges in balancing policy objectives which 
target both quantity and quality of development. 
 
We welcome the Mayor’s commitment in Policy GG2, to protecting London’s 
open spaces, sustainable transport and maximising opportunities to use 
infrastructure assets for more than one purpose.  We consider that integrated 
design solutions will help to ‘optimise’ density (D6), and provide the homes 
Londoners need (GG4), whilst helping to create a healthy city (GG3), 
providing places that people want to live and work in.  
 
In the Mayor’s Minor Suggested Changes to the Draft London Plan (August 
2018), we support the addition, under Policy D1, of paragraph 3.1.1A, 
encouraging the components of good design to be considered from 
development outset. We welcome this, as it should lead to greater clarity in 
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the development process with regards to as to the design expectations, 
allowing environmental infrastructure and measures to adapt to and mitigate 
to climate change.  
 
We also support the Mayor’s suggested revision to Policy GG2 D, in regards 
to the aim to secure net biodiversity gain. Biodiversity net gain will support 
working towards the aim to deliver environmental net gain. The 25 plan 
proposes to embed an ‘environmental net gain’ principle for development 
(including housing and infrastructure). 
 
In evaluating what constitutes “good design”, we welcome the inclusion of 
green infrastructure, waterbodies, and hydrology, in Policy D2A. Attention to 
these matters will support the delivery of ‘good growth’.  
 
Other policies in the Plan, notably in Chapters 8 and 9, will shape the design 
of ‘place’, to an equal extent as Chapter 3’s ‘design’ policies. In combination, 
the Plan’s policies address essential components of sustainable design and 
should enable ‘good growth’ objectives to be met, such as for integrated water 
management, the protection and creation of green (and blue) space, the 
circular economy, sustainable drainage and thus will enable multiple benefits 
to be achieved.  
 

 d) Would the approach taken to design scrutiny be justified and  
     effective? Would the proposed use of masterplans and design codes, 
     as set out in Policy D2D, help to bring forward development 
     and ensure high quality design? Would the proposed use of design 
     review, as set out in Policy D2F, be justified and effective? In this  
     regard, would the policies deal with strategic planning matters?  
  

 We consider that the use of masterplans and design codes would have the 
advantage of increasing certainty in the development process, enabling 
sustainable environmental infrastructure, and the ability to adapt to climate 
change, to be taken into account from the outset of the design process. This 
approach would not only save time and money, but also would provide better 
outcomes for people and the environment.  

  
 Master-planning was used in delivering Legacy, post- 2012 London Olympics. 

The approach has proven useful, particularly in planning across boundaries in 
London’s major growth locations. By identifying the components of ‘good 
design’, the Plan has the potential to promote, rather inhibit, high quality 
design, subject to the relevant expertise being available at local level to 
enable scrutiny. 

 
We have no comments on Matter 34, questions b), c), e), f) and g). 
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