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Draft London Plan 

Monitoring  

M94. (a) Would the key performance indicators and measures set out in Table 12.1 

ensure that the Plan can be effectively monitored such that the Mayor and others can 

respond effectively if policies are not delivering the expected outcomes, including 

those set out in Good Growth policies GG1 to GG6?  

As we argued under Matters 19 and 22 the Mayor needs to monitor the performance of the 

new London Plan very carefully and closely. He will need to be poised to put a new London 

plan in place if delivery against the housing targets shows signs of faltering significantly. The 

Mayor will need to be prepared to do more than a mere review. This contingency London Plan 

should be prepared now and be ready for submission to the Secretary of state for examination 

in 2021/22. This is necessary to avoid a large backlog accumulating. This would support the 

delivery of Policy GG4: Delivering the Homes Londoners Need, and Parts A and D in 

particular.   

The Mayor will need to monitor local plan production to identify if local plans are able to meet 

the new London Plan housing targets. This would support delivery against Policy GG4: 

Delivering the Homes Londoners Need, and Parts A and D in particular.   

If by year 2020/21 the new London Plan is under-delivering by 25% (reflecting the Housing 

Delivery Test and paragraph 215 of the NPPF 2018) against the housing target of 66,000 net 

additions a year, then this should trigger the submission of a new London Plan containing a 

new delivery plan designed to rectify the shortfall as quickly as possible, and put London back 

on course to deliver 650,000 homes in total by 2028/29. This would support the delivery of 

Policy GG4: Delivering the Homes Londoners Need, and particularly Parts A and D.   

We also consider that there should be a specific monitoring target for the supply of older 

persons housing. The Mayor does not monitor this at the moment, so although the current and 

the Draft London Plan include benchmark targets for older persons housing, he is not 

monitoring whether these are being met or not. There is no information therefore whether the 

current policy is proving successful.  

A specific monitoring target for the supply of older persons housing would relate to the delivery 

of policy H15 and the annual benchmark targets set out in Table 4.4. The Mayor should 

monitor delivery by each borough against these targets. We have argued in our 

representations and in Matter 31 (Policy H15) that the Draft London Plan should be amended 

with new wording that places the London LPAs under more of an obligation to deliver against 

these targets. This would relate to supporting the delivery of GG1: Building Strong and 

Inclusive Communities, and Parts F and FA in particular, as well as Policy GG4: Delivering 

the Homes Londoners Need, and Part C in particular.   

In terms of affordable housing, in addition to monitoring the number of net affordable housing 

additions, the Mayor should also monitor and publish data on how many housing schemes 

have been directed down the Fast Track Route and how many the Viability Tested Route. This 

is necessary to assess the effectiveness of the policy. Clearly, if a significant number of 

schemes are compelled down the Viability Tested Route – over 50% - then the efficacy of the 

policy will need to be revisited.  



(b) Should the Plan set out measures that would be taken in the event that monitoring 

demonstrates that the expected outcomes are not being delivered? 

Yes. Table 12.1 should be amended to read: 

 

KP1: Supply of new homes 

Measure: Increase the supply of new homes over the period…etc 

 

KP2: London local plan production 

Measure: Monitor the number of local plans published and the housing capacity identified by 

each borough. The Mayor will note and quantify any shortfall identified between the London 

plan housing targets and the conclusion reached on the housing capacity in each borough 

following an examination of the local plan. This will be reported upon in the AMR. The Mayor 

will also maintain a live table of these results on the GLA website.  

 

KP3: Submission of a Replacement London Plan 

Measure: In the event that housing delivery fails to keep pace with the need for 66,000 homes 

a year measured in the years 2019/20 and 2020/21, the Mayor will submit for examination to 

the Secretary of State in late 2020 a new London Plan that includes a new delivery plan to 

rectify the housing shortfall that has accumulated and sustain the delivery of the residual 

housing requirement to ensure that the required number of homes is delivered in full by 

2028/29.  

 

The trigger for the submission of a Replacement London Plan will be where housing delivery 

is below 75% of the housing required over the previous three years.  

 

KP4 (or 5): Supply of Specialist Older Persons Housing 

Measure: Increase the supply of specialist older persons housing. Performance will be 

measured against the annual benchmark targets in table 4.4 including tenure split (in line with 

the HBF’s recommendations in Matter 31). The boroughs will operate a presumption in favour 

of older persons housing if the benchmark targets are not met in the previous year and will 

continue to do so until the backlog is addressed.  

 

KP5: Threshold Approach to Affordable Housing 

Measure: How many residential schemes have benefitted from the Fast Track Route. How 

many schemes have been directed down the Viability Tested Route.  
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