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Introduction 

The respondent is The Chartered Institution of Building Services Engineers (CIBSE).  
 
The Chartered Institution of Building Services Engineers is the professional body that exists 
to: 
 

‘support the Science, Art and Practice of building services engineering, by providing 
our members and the public with first class information’  

 
CIBSE members are the engineers who design, install, operate, maintain and refurbish the 
energy using systems installed in buildings, including homes, and are specifically trained in 
the assessment of heat loss from building fabric and the design of energy using systems for 
the provision of heating and hot water, lighting, ventilation and cooling and small power 
distribution in homes. Many CIBSE members work in the public sector in general and in 
higher education in particular. 
 
CIBSE has over 20,000 members, of whom around 75% operate in the UK and many of the 
remainder in the Gulf, Hong Kong and Australasia. Many are actively involved in the energy 
management of commercial buildings for larger businesses, and so this consultation is 
highly relevant to us and to our members.  
 
CIBSE is the sixth largest professional engineering Institution, and along with the Institution 
of Structural Engineers is the largest dedicated to engineering in the built environment. Our 
members design, install, manufacture, maintain, manage, operate and replace all the energy 
using systems in buildings as well as public health systems. 
 
As an Institution CIBSE publishes Guidance and Codes which provide best practice advice 
and are internationally recognised as authoritative. The CIBSE Knowledge Portal, makes our 
Guidance available online to all CIBSE members and is the leading systematic engineering 
resource for the building services sector. Over the last twenty-one months it has been 
accessed over 200,000 times, and is used regularly by our members to access the latest 
guidance material for the profession. Currently we have users in over 170 countries, 
demonstrating the world leading position of UK engineering expertise in this field. 
 
www.cibse.org  
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EiP Questions 

MATTER 64 - GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE, OPEN SPACE AND URBAN GREENING 
 
Would the policies for green infrastructure assist in creating a healthy city in 
accordance with Policy GG3 and will they provide an effective strategic context for 
the preparation of local plans and neighbourhood plans? Are Policies G1, G4 and G5 
and their detailed criteria justified and necessary and would they provide an effective 
basis for development management? How would they affect the implementation of 
Policies GG4 and GG5 on delivering the homes Londoners need and growing a good 
economy? 
 
We support the broad objectives to protect green spaces, promote green infrastructure, and 
increase urban greening; this can and should play a fundamental part in the Mayor’s 
environmental, health and wellbeing objectives, as highlighted by the World Health 
Organization’s recent review on the impact of urban green spaces.  
 
The homes Londoners need should be sustainable and located within an environment that is 
supportive of their health and wellbeing. Green infrastructure contributes to a large number 
of environmental, health and wellbeing benefits including: encouraging active and outdoors 
lifestyles which support physical and mental health; air quality; reducing the urban heat 
island effect; carbon storage; flood risk prevention. Policies G1, G4 and G5, in support of 
green infrastructure and access to open space and to nature, are therefore an integral part 
of delivering policy GG3.  
 
In order for policy to be more effective, we strongly recommend to incorporate a more 
specific and measurable objective in policy – see our response to point a) below. We would 
also stress that the incorporation of new green infrastructure on its own is not sufficient: it 
needs resources in order to be established and then maintained in the long-term; this should 
be stressed in the Plan, with guidance to Boroughs on suitable arrangements. Best practice 
examples could also be provided to Boroughs of how the objectives of housing density and 
green infrastructure can be jointly achieved.   
 
Robust and consistent implementation should create a level playing field among applicants, 
allowing them to take requirements into account in land acquisition and development 
planning; indeed there is growing evidence that incorporating open space and green 
infrastructure in development delivers value to developers and enhances the longer term 
value of the development. Furthermore, these are environmental and health topics which 
most cities worldwide increasingly face; the policies therefore provide an opportunity for 
London to demonstrate leadership and to develop skills and expertise with much export 
potential, much in line with the UK’s Clean Growth Strategy.   
 
We therefore strongly think policies G1, G4 and G5 are justified and are NOT in conflict with 
the objectives of new housing and growth, but support the objective of delivering truly 
sustainable housing in all its facets, economically, socially and environmentally. 
 
In particular: 
a) Is the Mayor’s target of making more than 50 percent of London green by 2050 and 
its designation as a National Park City justified and achievable? 
 
We believe it is justified; it should be achievable given robust implementation; we would 
therefore point to the fact that the objective is currently in the guidance (§8.1.3), rather than 
in policy G1 itself. Putting it clearly within policy, with associated objectives for individual 
Boroughs which they could then translate and monitor at the local level, would much 
improve the likelihood of achieving It.  
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b) Do the policies adequately reflect the qualitative differences and value of different types of 
green infrastructure, including open and green space and the role of waterways (blue space) 
and the access to it?  This is not in our expertise to respond to in detail.  
 
c) Given the All London Green Grid is it necessary for Boroughs to prepare green 
infrastructure strategies in accordance with Policy G1 B?  This is not in our expertise to 
respond to in detail.  
 
d) Does Policy G4 provide sufficient protection for the amount and quality of all green and 
open space including private gardens and allotments and on housing estates? Is the 
categorisation in Table 8.1 justified? Should the policy refer to the improvement of existing 
spaces? This is not in our expertise to respond to in detail.  
 
e) Is the expectation that Boroughs develop an Urban Greening Factor based on Policy G5 
and Table 8.2 justified with particular regard to viability and practicality? This is not in our 
expertise to respond to.  
 
 
 
 

END 

Response collated and submitted by:  
 
Dr Julie Godefroy 
CIBSE, Technical Manager 
JGodefroy@cibse.org  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact us for more information on these responses. 


