
 

 
 

Examination in Public of the draft London Plan: Written submission by 
CPRE London (1142) to the EIP Panel, December 2018 

LEGAL AND PROCEDURAL MATTERS – CONSULTATION AND ENGAGEMENT 

Matter 6: Was the consultation carried out during the preparation of the Plan in accordance 
with relevant legislation, and did it involve early and meaningful engagement and 
collaboration with the community, local authorities, organisations and businesses? 

1. CPRE London has no reason to believe that the preparation of the London Plan has not 
followed the required statutory process.  We are concerned, however, that, in the absence of a 
formal statutory requirement, insufficient efforts were made to engage in a coordinated way with 
community and third sector organisations such as ourselves at an early stage in the review 
process.  

2. We note that the London Plan is part of a suite of Mayoral Strategies that have recently 
been produced which have direct relevance to the London Plan, notably the Transport and 
Environment Strategies.  We also note that consultation was carried on the Mayor’s publication A 
City for All Londoners which was issued in October, 2016, and that this set out a ‘strategic vision’ 
to guide the development of subsequent strategies.  While we recognise that there is a close 
relationship between these documents, we are disappointed that there were not more 
opportunities to explore the links between them and to feed in views and evidence in a more 
structured and coordinated manner.   

3. This lack of effective coordination has in some circumstances led to weaknesses in the 
overarching policy framework.  For example, we have drawn attention to the inadequacy of 
policies in the draft London Plan to safeguard and improve the quality of green spaces and the 
wider public realm, particularly in relation to noise pollution.  The Environment Strategy contains 
an entire section on the issue of ambient noise but the opportunities to address this issue in the 
London Plan (notably through policies D7 and D13) have not been fully realised.  

4. We note that the consultation draft of the London Plan was released a few days before it 
was formally published in December.  This was helpful in enabling interested parties to make a 
considered initial reaction.  The statutory 3 month consultation period enabled sufficient time to 
coordinate a formal response to the consultation but this would have been made more 
straightforward if there had been more opportunities to be informed of the testing of potential 
alternative strategies and the evolution of the proposed policies.  While CPRE London was 



grateful for a number of opportunities for discussion of key issues with senior officials and 
members of the Mayor’s team and to participate in workshops to discuss key challenges, this 
could have been usefully supplemented by more structured opportunities to consider draft 
policies prior to publication of the consultation draft.  

5. CPRE London recommends that in future a more coordinated and structured approach is 
taken to informal consultation, prior to formal public consultation, in order to improve 
opportunities to inform strategies and emerging policies.  
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