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Housing Quality and Standards 

M36.  Would Policy D4 provide a justified and effective strategic framework for delivering quality 
housing?  In particular:  

a) Would Policy D4 focus on matters of strategic relevance?  In this respect, would it provide appropriate 
flexibility in relation to housing standards in light of the planned amount of quality housing and local 
circumstances? (outdoor space, internal space, balconies, single aspect).  Would it effectively address 
matters of daylight and sunlight? 

The content of D4 feels arbitrary.  Most of it relates to housing and would therefore be better located in 
Chapter 5.  It is also extremely vague, referring to ‘adequately sized rooms’, ‘efficiently room layouts which are 
functional’ etc.   

It is weak in many key areas; dual aspect is encouraged but needs to be stronger.  The supporting text (3.4.5) 
still refers to avoiding north-facing single aspect but with the risk of overheating increasing all the time, south 
and west facing single aspect rooms are very likely to overheat without controllable shading devices and are 
arguably of greater concern.  The requirement for ‘sufficient daylight’ is too vague as is ‘adequate and easily 
accessible storage (for recyclables)’.  Here too we hope that wording will be tightened up and the additional 
guidance mentioned in D4 will be unambiguous.  A supplementary planning guidance document would be 
useful for daylight and sunlight, it is time to step away from the use of daylight factors which are typically 
requested for new developments.  These calculations do not demonstrate the quality of light nor provide an 
environmentally balance approach to design (i.e. considering overheating at the same time as daylight).  The 
ambiguity of this policy risks leaving designers in an impossible position. 

b) In this respect, would it provide an effective and justified strategic framework for the preparation of 
local plans and neighbourhood plans in relation to this matter? 

We hope and expect that a new version of the London Design Guide will form part of a new SPG and that this 
will interpret the housing design policies in the Plan into a clear and simple set of meaningful standards that 
can be objectively assessed and embody not only more safeguards, but also improve amenity and wellbeing.  
Having a kitchen and/or a bathroom window should not be a rare luxury.  We hope that this will mean that the 
boroughs will not consider it necessary to provide additional bespoke versions of housing standards, which 
add a further layer of complexity.  Local policies should only deal with borough-specific requirements, based 
on local character, need and current and future plans. 

c) Would it accord with national policy particularly in light of the Nationally Described Space Standards? 

No.  It is unwise to reproduce the NDSS in the London Plan as the GLA has no control over its content.  If it 
remains it should be clearly referenced as a reproduction of the Nationally Described Space Standard (NDSS) 
and fully aligned.  

We note that this version requires the floor to ceiling height to be increased from 2.3m (NDSS) to 2.5m.  While 
we support the aim for higher ceilings this contravenes the Ministerial Statement published with the outcome 
of the Housing Standards Review, which does not allow the NDSS to be varied in any way.  We also feel that a 
higher ceiling can only be justified in living spaces; it would be inappropriate to require it for the first floor of a 
typical house or maisonette, which contains only bedrooms and bathrooms, for example.  The GLA should 
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therefore work with MHCLG to improve the NDSS rather than make bespoke changes which will cause 
confusion. 

 


