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Response to Legal, Procedural and General Matters  

 
Format, Scope and Content of the Plan – Matter M7 

 

 
 
M7 - Does the Plan set out a spatial development strategy in accordance with relevant 
legislation and national policy?   
 

1. Issue:  The London Property Alliance (“the Alliance”) is concerned that the plan does not fully 

address the legislative requirements of a Spatial Development Strategy.  The Alliance 

considers there are two principal failings. 

2. The first is that the plan is, in many topic areas, too detailed.  It thus goes beyond matters 

“which are of strategic importance to London” (the statutory test).  It frequently contains 

detailed, implementation, policies that go beyond the remit of an SDS.  The revised paragraph 

0.0.21 recognises this.  The plan states that only “in some instances” will a local approach be 

required, where specified within the plan.  It is inconsistent with the Plan’s role as a strategic 

document for it to seek to set a prescriptive approach to detailed matters across London, from 

which boroughs can deviate only where specifically permitted. 

3. The Alliance has specified those areas where it is concerned that the Plan goes beyond its 

proper role in Paragraph 3.10 of its initial representations.  In summary, these are: 

a. Policy D2:  Good Design 

b. Policy D3 – Inclusive Design 

c. Policy D4 – Housing quality and standards 

d. Policy D11 – Fire Safety 

e. Policy H4 – Meanwhile Uses 

f. Policy E9(C) and (D) – Hot food takeaways 

g. Policy E10(G) – Visitor Infrastructure 

h. Policy G5 – Urban Greening 

i. Policy G8 – Food Growing 

j. Policy G9 – Geodiversity 

k. Policy SI1 – Air quality 

l. Policy SI7(B) – Reducing Waste and the Circular Economy 

m. Policy SI5(E) – Water infrastructure 
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n. Policy T2 – Healthy Streets 

4. The second concern of the Alliance is that the plan does not provide sufficient strategic 

direction, because the impetus and sense of prioritisation is lost in the level of detail required 

of new development.  The Plan is expected to provide a spatial development strategy for 

London; priority should be placed on ensuring that it addresses, in strategic terms, where and 

how London’s development will be accommodated rather than seeking to control or manage 

all aspects of development.   

5. Whilst managing detailed aspects of the resultant growth may be important in a technical 

sense (for example, ensuring that sewers are not mis-connected, Policy SI5E) or desirable in 

themselves (for example, meanwhile uses, Policy H4), they should not be conflated with or 

given the same status as the strategic matters of London’s development that the Plan should 

be addressing, in accordance with the statutory requirement. 

6. Suggested response:  Consequently, and as set out in the Alliance’s representations in 

Section 3, the Alliance considers that: 

a. The Policies identified above should either be removed, or the level of detail and 

prescription within them curtailed, to remove unnecessary detail and provide greater 

strategic focus; 

b. The plan should provide a clear hierarchy of priorities.  It should make choices and 

provide direction, rather than setting out a range of detailed policy objectives.  The 

Alliance has suggested that this could be achieved by amending Policy DF1 to 

provide clarity on the relative prioritisation of matters including housing, carbon 

emissions, urban greening, air quality and design standards; 

c. Policy GG4 and GG5 should be amended to state that the plan’s objective is to 

encourage and enable the development and growth that London needs, not to 

restrain it.  This would assist in establishing a sense of overarching prioritisation. 

 
 
 
 


