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Matter 11 
 

M11. Is the strategic approach to accommodating development needs within London justified 
and consistent with national policy? In particular: 

a) Is the focus on the Central Activities Zone, Town Centres, Opportunity Areas and through 
the intensification of existing built-up areas in inner and outer London whilst protecting the 
Green Belt and Metropolitan Open Land justified and would it be effective in meeting identified 
needs and achieving sustainable development?  

b) Alternatively, should some of London’s development needs be met through reviewing Green 
Belt and Metropolitan Open Land in London?  
 

Main argument: The Assembly believes that pursuing a ‘compact city’ approach is justified 
and consistent with national policy.  The Assembly’s response to matter 10 is relevant to 
the questions posed for matter 11.  Moreover, any proposals to develop areas in the 
Green Belt would be unsustainable given the extremely low PTAL ratings for these areas – 
which could not be made sustainable for new housing development without significant 
and potentially unaffordable investment in new supporting infrastructure. 
 
Summary 
 
The Assembly has argued (matter 10) that the majority of London’s development needs can 
be managed through a continuation of the ‘compact city’ approach.  The Green Belt and 
Metropolitan Open Land should not, therefore, be required to accommodate any of the 
future growth – growth should be accommodated on brownfield land, town centres, 
Opportunity Areas, through increases in density, intensification, new sources of land, and 
other means of making efficient use of land contained in the Plan policies. 
 
The Green Belt comprises 22 per cent of London’s total area.  The London Plan strongly 
supports the protection, promotion and enhancement of London’s open spaces and 
protecting the current extent of London’s Green Belt and Metropolitan Open Land. 

 

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) consolidates the Government’s view on its 
planning priorities and guidance. It attaches great importance to Green Belts, but recognises 
that they are capable of being reviewed in exceptional circumstances, through the review of 
the Local Plan.   
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There are some proponents of developing sites in the Green Belt. Quite apart from the 
invaluable role the Green Belt plays as London’s green lung, these proposals do not take 
account of the mainly low PTAL ratings for these areas and/or the need for infrastructure – 
which could not be made sustainable for new housing development without significant and 
potentially unaffordable investment in new supporting infrastructure. 
 
The Assembly fully supports the Mayor’s continued protection of the Green Belt. As London 
becomes more intensively developed the Green Belt will become ever more important. Policy 
should enhance as well as protect the Green Belt. The Mayor might wish to signal how a “21st 
Century Green Belt” could offer more strategic benefits to London.  
 
Policy G2 could outline how the Green Belt is fulfilling valuable functions in relation to 
London’s strategic challenges and relevant Mayoral strategic objectives. These might include 
more food production, better contributions to climate change mitigation and adaptation, a 
source of sustainable water storage, and providing an extension of urban woodland cover and 
biodiversity. 

 


