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London Property Alliance  

 

 
Respondent Number: 2730 

 

 
Response to Legal, Procedural and General Matters  

 
Format, Scope and Content of the Plan – Matter M9 

 

 
 
M9. (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. The Alliance welcomes the broad aspirations and ambitions of the London Plan and its 

commitment to the new concept of “Good Growth”. Property owners and investors are a key 

delivery partner for this and our members are keen to continue to work with the Mayor to 

ensure that London gets growth, not just of the scale that is needed but – as importantly – of 

the quality that it deserves. 

2. As the Alliance has set out in its response to Matter 7, it is concerned that, in some areas, the 

draft Plan strays beyond strategy into detailed implementation policies. As a result, we 

consider some policies are non-strategic and the policy wording is too inflexible to be included 

in a SDS. The Alliance considers that a number of policies and topics should be best left to 

individual boroughs to address in their Local Plans, where policies could be tailored to reflect 

the local context and implemented at a local level. Such an approach is considered the 

optimum to achieve “Good Growth”. 

3. The Alliance considers it inappropriate to apply these non-strategic polices to all 

developments across London. Indeed, rigidly applying these policies may delay or hinder the 

town planning and development process and cumulatively have a significant impact on 

deliverability of development.  This would be inconsistent with Good Growth policies GC1 to 

GC6 and, in particular, GG4, regarding the delivery of the new homes that Londoners need. 

4. 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.  These are specific areas that the 

Alliance is concerned are not consistent with the Good Growth principles: 

a. Policy D2:  Good Design.  This is more appropriately addressed at a local level.  

Procedural matters such as the use of design review panels in the determination of 

applications should be left to individual planning authorities 

b. Policy D3 – Inclusive Design.  Detailed design matters, such as evacuation 

procedures, lift provision, etc., are more appropriately addressed through Building 

Control and, where necessary, within local design policies.   
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c. Policy D4 – Housing quality and standards.  This sets out detailed and prescriptive 

development management standards that go beyond those necessary in a strategic 

plan. 

d. Policy D11 – Fire Safety.  Detailed design matters are more appropriately addressed 

through Building Control and, if necessary, within local design policies. 

e. Policy H4 – Meanwhile Uses.  Temporary uses of land are not a strategic issue and 

the inclusion of policy on this topic is unnecessary. 

f. Policy E9(C) and (D) – Hot food takeaways.  This is an unnecessary level of detail 

and a strategic policy on this issue is not required. 

g. Policy E10(G) – Visitor Infrastructure.  The level of detailed prescription around hotel 

room design is unnecessary for a strategic plan and inconsistent with Good Growth 

principles.. 

h. Policy G5 – Urban Greening.  This has the potential to adversely affect the delivery of 

Policies GG4 and GG6, particularly in London’s central area where extensive urban 

greening may not always be the most appropriate design response. 

i. Policy G8 – Food Growing.  This is not a strategic matter for London.  It does not 

relate to the Good Growth principles. 

j. Policy G9 – Geodiversity.  Further strategic policy on this issue is not necessary.  It 

does not relate to the Good Growth principles.  

k. Policy SI1 – Air quality.  We are concerned at the breadth of the policy and the 

potential for it to be applied to an inappropriate range of applications which would 

prevent the delivery of Good Growth policies. 

l. Policy SI7(B) – Reducing Waste and the Circular Economy.  This is an unnecessary 

level of detail and a strategic policy on this issue is unnecessary.  Requiring this level 

of detail in all such cases could prevent the delivery of Good Growth policies. 

m. Policy SI5(E) – Water infrastructure.  The development management system is not 

the appropriate mechanism for preventing foul and surface water misconnections.  

This does not relate to Good Growth policies. 

n. Policy T2 – Healthy Streets.  The requirement to assess all new development 

proposals against the healthy streets indicators adds unnecessary additional detail 

and complexity which could prevent the delivery of Good Growth policies. 

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

in Section 3, and in response to M7, 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 
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provide clarity on the relative prioritisation 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. 

 
 
 
 


