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M34 – 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? 

b) In light of the requirements of policies D1 and D2 would they be effective in achieving 

the level of growth envisaged?  

1. As drafted Policy D1 would be counterproductive in delivering good design and good growth. 

Part A(2) (previously Part B(1)) is highly subjective and could be applied to limit the scale of 

development to that of the existing area, which would not deliver the density and growth that 

is required, thus counteracting good growth objectives set out in policies GG1, GG2, GG3 and 

GG4. 

2. We suggest that Policy D1(A)(2) is amended as follows: 

“[Development design should:] enhance local context by delivering deliver buildings 

and spaces that positively respond to local distinctiveness through are positioned and 

are of a their layout, orientation, scale, appearance and shape, that responds with due 

regard to existing and emerging street hierarchy, building types, forms and 

proportions”. 

c) Would policies D1 and D2 provide an effective framework to protect that diverse 

character of different parts of London?  

3. Policy D2(F) and (G) refer to the requirement for proposals referable to the Mayor to have 

undergone at least one design review or borough design review early on in their preparation 

before a planning application is made.  

4. MSC.3.18, to D2(F) is goes some way to address the Alliance’s concerns regarding 

mandatory design review. 

5. Nevertheless, the Alliance remains concerned that over-reliance on design review will 

exacerbate the problem that many boroughs lack the skills, resource and experience to 

deliver design reviews. The Alliance recognises that design review panels are successfully 

used in some parts of London and suggest that their use elsewhere is more appropriately 

encouraged within the supporting text to Policy D2, rather than required by the policy itself. 

Design review may be best focused upon establishing key principles for sites, rather than 
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resulting in lengthy discussions over matters of detail, thus resulting in extended planning 

programmes resulting in potential harmful implications to the delivery of schemes.  

6. As neither the City of London nor the City of Westminster have a local definition of a tall 

building, Policy D2 would require design review/borough design scrutiny for all buildings over 

30m. 

7.  If this policy was applied as drafted, a significant number of proposals for larger (and often 

non-residential) developments over 30m within both Cities, that would not normally be 

considered or perceived as  ‘”tall buildings” would, nevertheless, fall into this definition of tall 

buildings and so require design review accordingly.  This is likely to be counter-productive 

and unnecessarily resource intensive. 

8. Presently, the wording of Policy D2(F)(2) would cause undue delay to the planning process, 

requiring buildings which are not considered to be “tall” in nature, to significant scrutiny.  

9. The Alliance suggests the following amendments to Policy D2(F)(2): 

“[if they] propose a building defined as a tall building by the borough (…), or that is 

referable to the Mayor on grounds of height and is significantly taller than the 

surrounding area where there is no local tall building definition”. 

 


