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London NHS Clinical Commissioning Groups/NHS London Healthy Urban 

Development Unit (2763)  

Matter 51 Delivering Social Infrastructure 

M51.  Would Policy S1 provide an effective and justified approach to the 

development of London’s social infrastructure?  

In particular would it be effective in meeting the objectives of policies GG1 and GG3 

in creating a healthy city and building strong and inclusive communities? 

In particular: a) Would Policy S1, in requiring a needs assessment of social 

infrastructure and encouraging cross borough collaboration provide an effective and 

justified strategic framework for the preparation of local plans and neighbourhood 

plans in relation to the development of social infrastructure?  

b) Would it provide a justified definition of social infrastructure?   

c) Would it provide an effective development management framework for boroughs, 

particularly with regard to Policy S1D, F and G?  

 

1. Introduction 

1.1 This statement addresses Matter 51. We ask the GLA and the Panel to read 

this statement together with the representation submitted by the NHS London 

CCGs/HUDU on 2nd March 2018.  Many other representations echo The NHS 

London CCGs concerns that the draft plan as written will fail to support 

adequate health and social care provision alongside the growth ambitions of 

the draft plan. 

 

1.2 We welcome the Mayor’s minor suggested changes to Policy S1 in NLP/CD/08; 

however, we consider that amendments to S1A and S1F should be made to 

provide an effective and justified approach to the development of London’s 

social infrastructure. We also emphasis, as highlighted in our other written 

statements and original representation the need for consistency throughout the 

plan, in particular between GG3, S1and DF1 which currently identify affordable 

housing and transport as a higher priority than social infrastructure. It is vital 

that social infrastructure is not identified as separate and second class but 

recognised as essential infrastructure required to support the draft plan’s scale 

and pattern of growth and meet the needs of communities. 

 

 

1.3 We propose the additional wording “The needs should be included in 

Infrastructure Plans and prioritised accordingly for developer contributions” to 

S1A to help provide a justified strategic framework. The preparation of plans at 

all spatial levels should include the mechanisms for the provision of 

development of social infrastructure and not only identify need.  
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1.4 The assessments of social infrastructure should be incorporate in borough IDPs 

and not left as separate social infrastructure plans likely to lead to a lower 

status. The use of CIL and S106 to address the identified need as in Policy T9 

Funding Transport infrastructure through planning should be in explicit in the 

plan.  

 

1.5 We also proposed that S1F should be worded positively in line with the NPPF, 

and therefore read ’should be permitted where’ instead of ‘be refused unless’.  

This will improve the clarity of the policy for development management 

purposes, 

 

1.6 Our proposed amendments shown in bolded blue italics are set out below 

using the Mayor’s suggested changes. Amendments are also required to other 

policies including Policy S2 and DF1 for consistency, and to ensure the 

provision of facilities to meet the objectives of Good Growth policies 1 and 3.   

Policy S1 Developing London’s social infrastructure  

A Boroughs, in their Development Plans, should undertake a needs 

assessment of social infrastructure to meet the needs of London’s 

diverse communities. The needs should be included in Infrastructure 

Plans and prioritised accordingly for developer contributions .  

Assessments should consider the need for cross-borough 

collaboration where appropriate.  

B In areas of major new development and regeneration, social 

infrastructure needs should be addressed via area-based planning such 

as Opportunity Area Planning Frameworks, Area Action Plans, 

Development Infrastructure Funding Studies, Neighbourhood Plans or 

master plans. 

C Development proposals that provide high quality, inclusive social 

infrastructure that addresses a local or strategic need and supports 

service delivery strategies should be supported. 

D Development proposals that seek to make best use of land, including 

the public-sector estate, should be encouraged and supported. This 

includes the co-location of different forms of social infrastructure and 

the rationalisation or sharing of facilities. 

E New facilities should be easily accessible by public transport, cycling 

and walking .and should be encouraged in high streets and town 

centres.  

F Development proposals that would result in a loss of social 

infrastructure in an area of defined need as identified in the 

borough’s social infrastructure needs assessment required under 

Part A should be refused unless be permitted where : 

1) there are realistic proposals for re-provision that continue to serve 

the needs of the neighbourhood and wider community, or; 
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2) the loss is part of a wider public service transformation plan which 

requires investment in modern, fit for purpose infrastructure and 

facilities in order to meet future population needs or to sustain and 

improve services. 

G Redundant social infrastructure should be considered for full or  partial 

use as other forms of social infrastructure before alternative 

developments are considered, unless this loss is part of a wider 

public service transformation plan (see Part F2).   

 


