
 

 
 

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

GENERAL MATTERS – GOOD GROWTH 

Matter 9: (a) Are Good Growth policies GG1 to GG6 consistent with national policy and/or 
justified, and would they help ensure that the Plan provides an effective strategic 
framework to achieve sustainable development? (b) Are the policies in chapters 2 to 12 of 
the Plan appropriately informed by and consistent with Good Growth policies GG1 to GG6? 

1. CPRE London has broadly welcomed the Mayor’s approach to Good Growth and we are 
pleased to see that this underpins the draft London Plan as a whole.  There is now ample 
evidence, nationally and internationally, that previous models of growth based largely on 
economic output have proved incapable of delivering sustained improvements to our wellbeing, 
including creating a ‘liveable’ urban environment, securing a healthy natural world and avoiding 
catastrophic environmental impacts, not least with respect to climate change.   

2. Planning has a critical role to play in addressing these important challenges, not least 
because of critical links between land use and transport planning, and the Good Growth policies 
GG1 to GG6 in the draft London Plan are a useful first step in doing so.  We therefore strongly 
support the intentions behind the policies which we believe are consistent with national policy, 
including that outlined in paragraphs 7-14 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
concerning sustainable development.  

3. While we support the thrust of each of the Good Growth policies, we particularly welcome 
the overarching policy GG2 on Making the best use of land.  Land use is of course a key focus for 
the planning system, and the way in which land is used within the relatively small UK land mass, 
and in Greater London in particular, has a significant impact in achieving environmental, social 
and economic objectives.  Nationally, CPRE has called for the introduction of a land use strategy 
in England, similar to that developed by the Scottish Government. The need for a strategic 
approach to land in London is greatly assisted by policy GG2 which sets out four key priorities  - 
each of which we strongly support - that should govern the way in which the capital’s limited and 
highly pressured land resource is most effectively used. 

4. CPRE London sees the Good Growth policies as a starting point for a better approach to 
planning and land use in London.  There are two particular aspects which we believe could be 
strengthened in further iterations of these policies:  first, we believe that policy GG5 on Growing 
a good economy should give explicit recognition to improving the quality of the urban 



environment as a foundation for economic success; and, second, we believe policy GG3 Creating a 
healthy city should recognise the importance of improving the quality of green space, as well as 
increased access and provision, for health outcomes.  We recommend this is addressed by adding 
a new subclause at the end of GG5 to require those involved in planning and development ‘to 
recognise the value of high quality, distinctive urban and natural environments as a foundation 
for economic improvements.’   

5. We believe that the policies in subsequent chapters of the draft London Plan are broadly 
consistent with the Good Growth policies.  More attention should be given, however, to the 
impact of certain policies, such as those relating to affordable housing provision and culture and 
heritage, on delivering Policy GG1 on Building strong and inclusive communities.  In particular, 
we believe that much more should be done to provide genuinely affordable housing to meet the 
needs of low income households, including by increasing the strategic targets for affordable 
housing provision. In particular, we recommend that the strategic target for affordable housing in 
Policy H5 should be increased to 60% of all new homes. We also believe that there should be 
greater recognition of the distinctiveness of London’s diverse built heritage linked to different 
cultures and ethnic groupings. This should be explicitly recognised in Policies D1 and HC1 as set 
out in our submission on Matter 12. 
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