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Jinder Ubhi

From:
Sent: 28 February 2018 14:39
To: Londonplan
Subject: Comments on London Plan from Carshalton-on-the-Hill Residents'  Association

To the Consultation Team of the draft London Plan 
 
This response is being sent on behalf of the Carshalton-on-the-Hill Residents' Association which represents a group of roads of suburban housing in the London Borough of 
Sutton. We have been in existence for over 30 years and are positioned on the edge of the Metropolitan Green Belt. 
 
Our comments are:-  

Policy G2 

We welcome the support for the Green Belt. We ask that Para G2B be strengthened to read  ‘The extension of the Green Belt will be supported and its de-designation 
will not. We will enforce a presumption against the loss of Green Belt’. 

  

Policy G4A 

The policy on local green spaces does not recognise the part played by private gardens. The suburban heartlands of LB Sutton support a wide diversity of plants and wildlife. 
Any loss would be a retrograde step. We ask that G4A is amended to ‘Local green and open spaces, including public and private gardens, should be protected’. 

  

Policy H1 

  

The 10-year housing target (939 annual average) for LB Sutton is considerably in excess of that already set out in the Sutton Local Plan. This plan has the official approval of 
the Government’ Planning Inspector. The London Plan proposals, particularly for small sites, would place an unreasonable burden on the suburban housing which forms a 
very large part of this small borough. The Sutton Local Plan target of 427 homes per year, with 35% affordable should be the amended figure. 

  

Policy  H2D 
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We strongly object to some of the small housing development policies, particularly those concerned with residential conversions. 

Para 1 ‘Infill development on vacant or underused sites’. The word ‘underused’ is dangerously vague and could involve councils in endless arguments and litigation. The 
word 'underused' should be removed. 

Para 2c  ‘The demolition and redevelopment of existing buildings’. This implies the demolition of family houses and their replacement by flats. In the context of LB Sutton, 
family houses are a vital and necessary part of the social mix and their loss would be a retrograde step. Para 2c should be removed. 

Para 2d   ‘Infill development within the curtilage of a house’. This implies building in back gardens, another retrograde step and one where there is a presumption against 
approval in the recently-approved (February 2018) Sutton Local Plan. Para 2d should be removed. 
 
Regards 
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