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The London Green Belt Council is a grouping of about a hundred organisations, such as parish councils and local amenity organisations, which have an interest in the Metropolitan Green Belt.  The Council was formed in 1955.

We wish to comment on the draft Replacement London Plan as follows:

Policy 7.16

We are glad to see the Mayor’s expression of support for the Green Belt and its protection in Policy 7.16(A).  While we consider that the first two sentences of 7.16(B) are sound, we have serious concerns with the third sentence. Expressions like ‘Forms of development which might be appropriate’ are indeterminate in scope and will lead to problems for planning officers and endless argument in appeals.  The reference to the ‘statutory purposes’ of the Green Belt is not clear; in which statute are they set out?

The lack of clarity of the third sentence makes the draft plan inherently unsound.  Moreover, since it is not clear whether it is intended that the policy differ in substance from the principles of PPG2 or not.  If it is intended to be different, the failure to follow national planning guidance would also render the policy unsound.  If it is not intended to depart from PPG2 principles, this would be much clearer if the third sentence were omitted.

Policy 3.20 and para 7.46
We are similarly concerned about Policy 3.20.  The phrase ‘will need to be considered carefully in light of Green Belt policies’ is vague.  It should be stated clearly that sports development in the Green Belt must comply with Green Belt policies.  PPG2 allows limited building in the Green Belt where it is essential for outdoor recreation.

Policy 6.15 and para 6.46
We are glad to see in policy 6.15 and its supporting paragraph 6.46, a recognition that the potential benefits of strategic rail freight interchanges need to be supported by ‘robust evidence’.  As far as development in the Green Belt is concerned it should be made clear that the evidence must amount to establishing that there are very special circumstances.  

Although the former Strategic Rail Authority considered that strategic rail freight interchanges were needed around London we are not aware of any recent assessment of how many are needed and where they should be.  The present situation where applications arise and are dealt with by local authorities and inspectors more or less in isolation is not well adapted to producing the best solution which causes the least damage to the environment, local people’s quality of life and Green Belt principles.  We consider that there should be an overall review to assess the value of strategic rail freight interchanges, how many London needs and where they should go to cause the least damage.  Because the issue covers many local authorities, the Mayor would seem to be in the best position to initiate such a review.

Policy 7.7D(c)
We support the policy of not encouraging tall buildings on the edge of the Green Belt.
The London Green Belt Council

8 January 2010 
THE LONDON GREEN BELT COUNCIL





COMMENTS ON THE REPLACEMENT LONDON PLAN









