


Caution
•  This is not a document approved or authorised by Just 

Space
•  It’s a hasty summary of key points from the Just Space 

response to the draft London Plan, put together by me 
for a teach-in at UCL a few days after the response was 
submitted.

•  It takes each of the 10 points (blue) from the Just Space 
summary of the Community-led Plan for London and 
then adds comments on how that topic is treated in the 
draft Plan (pink)

•  The drawings are by Lucinda Rogers @lucindadraws
•  Michael Edwards
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Process
•  1.  Deep changes are needed in the 

governance of the city and as a starting point 
the Mayor should put in place a programme 
of effective, meaningful and continuous 
engagement - underpinned by the principles 
of inclusion and fairness - that enables all 
Londoners to work with the Mayor and 
officers in a spirit of co-operation and in co-
production of the new London Plan and all 
the Mayor’s Strategies..



Critiques of the draft plan
• Chapter 1 full of “good growth”, but…
• NO participatory design
• NO community-led estate regeneration
• No democratic process for “Opportunity 

Areas”
• Alternative strategies not evaluated in 

Environmental / Social / Equalities 
Appraisal (IIA)



Housing 1…

2. Develop a London Housing Bill to 
give the Mayor devolved powers to 
bring housing reform in London, such 
as city wide rent control for private 
renters, regulation of landlords through 
mandatory landlord licensing across 
London and meeting the challenge of 
providing not-for-profit, social rented 
housing.  
The term “affordable housing” should 
be removed in any documents 
produced by the Mayor.



Critiques of the draft plan
•  Plan is based on fundamental mistake of 

sacrificing everything to maximum output.
•  Focus should be on social = non-profit 

housing (including community forms); 
•  numbers all challenged, from the evidence
•  Density limits were not enforced: enforce 

them, don’t scrap them
•  Weak on needs of specific groups 



Housing 2

3.  Care for existing homes and 
neighbourhoods and 
communities and respond to 
high levels of fuel poverty by 
scaling up refurbishment and 
retrofit programmes and 
protecting existing council 
housing and housing 
association estates



Critiques of the draft plan
• Some welcome movement towards 

resident ballots on estates, but…
• Refurbishment should be the default & 

must always be an option
•  Insidious danger from cumulative 

densification off estates – threatening poor 
& minorities in PRS



What is the economy for?

•  4.  A more localised fair and green economy that acknowledges the 
diversity found in high streets and industrial estates such as low cost 
workspace, light industrial units, warehouses, studios and sheds, as 
a strength and a driver of the city’s future well being.



Critiques of the draft plan
• Welcome shift away from releasing ever 

more industrial land…
• …but only for major industrial areas, not 

the mass of ordinary workspaces
• No recognition of high streets where so 

much of the economy & services are; & so 
much social life

• Recognition of ethnic economies deleted
•  Inequality missing/weak



Transport
• 5. Promote affordable and accessible 

public transport, supported by revenue 
from road user charging to tackle 
congestion and pollution.



Critiques of the draft plan
• 80% non-car trips good but…
• Nothing on reducing the need to travel
• Weak on air quality
• Emphasis strongly on long-haul 

commuting by CR1, CR2…
• Not nearly enough ££ for suburban / 

orbital / bus / cycling
• Disability access plan pathetic



Blue-green London
6.  Caring for the environment by making London a Blue 
Green City, placing value on the connection and interaction 
between London’s blue and green assets such as green 
spaces, waterways, nature and air quality.

x



Critiques of the draft plan
• Reinstate blue (water) dimensions
• Protection/improvement of green space 

(extent & quality)
• Food production needs great 

strengthening



SIAs before decisions
• 7. Require Social Impact Assessments to 

be undertaken to measure and calculate 
the impact of development proposals on 
existing residents and businesses in a 
neighbourhood.



Critiques of the draft plan
• No recognition of need for SIA
• The impact analysis of the LP is so weak 

that it should invalidate the Plan
– Consultation too little, too late
– Key alternatives not evaluated
– Negative impacts downplayed

• Funding: can’t be done
– Transport pre-empts social housing
– Reliance on “gain” makes patchy outcome



Lifetime neighbourhoods
• 8. Support for Lifetime Neighbourhoods, 

scaled up to Lifetime Suburbs in Outer 
London, providing key amenities and job 
opportunities locally, thus reducing the 
need for costly and polluting travel.



Critiques of the draft plan
• The one positive concept in the Boris 

Johnson plans is dropped
• Reinstate it, as basis for

– Reducing the need to travel
–  Fostering active travel (walk/bike)
– City for all age groups
– Better equalities impacts



Opportunity Areas
• 9. Review and place a moratorium on 

Opportunity Areas, bringing forward a 
model of regeneration that prioritises 
social sustainability and social 
infrastructure and embeds more 
democratic and participatory mechanisms 
into the regeneration of areas.



Critiques of the draft plan
• No acknowledgement of democratic 

deficit, displacement or other downsides
•  Indeed 9 new OAs designated

– Mostly related to Crossrail2
– But CR2 itself not evaluated



Indicators, monitoring

10. New indicators for 
measuring the success of the 
city, such as the % of the labour 
force that has a secure job that 
pays at least the London Living 
Wage, and measuring life 
satisfaction using wellbeing 
surveys.  



Critiques of the draft plan
• Draft proposes reduction; JS proposes 

increase
• Housing rent/tenure/standards +&-
• Transport, environment especially weak



Challenging the neo-liberal city?

Role of university:
Teaching / learning potential
Research potential
The ‘Protocol’ on how to get the most from it

Thanks to the students, staff and 
activists who make all this such a 
success


