
 

 

Examination in Public of the draft London Plan: Written submission by 
CPRE London (1142) to the EIP Panel, December 2018 

SPATIAL DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY - OVERALL SPATIAL DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY 

Matter 13: Would the Plan be effective in ensuring that adequate physical, environmental 
and social infrastructure is in place in a timely manner to support the amount and type of 
development proposed?  In particular: a) Is the development proposed in the Plan dependent 
on the provision of the infrastructure identified in the London Infrastructure Plan 2050 
[NLP/EC/020]? b) If so, is the strategy justified and would it be effective, bearing in mind 
that the delivery of some of the infrastructure projects is not certain and that there is an 
identified infrastructure funding gap of at least £3.1billion per year? c) What, if any, 
strategic infrastructure other than that identified in the London Infrastructure Plan 2050 is 
likely to be needed to support the development proposed in the Plan? 

1. CPRE has major concerns about the strategic transport dimensions of the draft Plan and 
the London Infrastructure Plan 2050 which is meant to relate to it. The Infrastructure Plan dates 
to 2015 and includes the then Mayor’s aspiration for a Thames Estuary Airport. This is inconsistent 
with the draft Plan which only clearly favours expansion at Gatwick. The Infrastructure Plan also 
relies heavily on a greater uptake of electric vehicles to reduce air pollution in London which is 
likely to be inadequate. CPRE believes that more far reaching measures will be needed to control 
private motor vehicle traffic levels throughout London. 

  
2. We welcome the draft Policy T1 on the strategic approach to transport, and the 
introduction of the new Ultra-Low Emission Zone in April 2019.  The level of population growth 
envisaged, however, is likely to lead to major traffic congestion and more difficult conditions for 
cyclists and pedestrians without further efforts to specifically restrict car use. Many of the Wider 
South East ‘strategic infrastructure priorities’ listed under 2.3.8A are road building schemes. 
CPRE has shown that the building of new roads damages large areas of landscape in their own 
right, and increases overall levels of traffic in and around the areas in which they are built [1].  
As a result, both the 2015 Infrastructure Plan and the draft list of strategic infrastructure 
priorities are in serious conflict with the draft Plan’s other policies of restricting car use and/or 
reducing transport emissions. CPRE believes that this conflict should be resolved in favour of 
restricting car use and reducing emissions. 
  
3. The final London Plan should state that it supersedes the London Infrastructure Plan and it 
should identify infrastructure projects to make specific areas of London car-free. To be effective 
there will need to be clear evidence that the projects will be carried through by the individual 



boroughs, as the recent impasse over the pedestrianisation of Oxford Street shows. We also 
recommend that the GLA should withdraw its implied support for the road schemes currently 
listed as ‘priorities’, particularly the Ox-Cam Expressway, the A27/M27/A259 Corridor, and the 
Lower Thames Crossing. If central Government funding for such schemes is then withdrawn, this 
would allow more certainty that funding can be made available for rail schemes that CPRE 
supports, such as East-West Rail and the extension of the Elizabeth Line to Ebbsfleet. We also 
consider the relationship of the London Plan to the wider South East under Matter 16. 
  
4. The continued expansion of London’s population that is envisaged in the Plan will also give 
rise to a need for new green infrastructure. CPRE recommends that the final version of the Plan 
gives support to the realisation of the Great Thames Park, following the lead of central 
Government in the 2018 Budget; as well as to the development of new regional parks in other 
Green Belt areas around the city. CPRE mapping from 2016 of ‘opportunity areas’ (areas where 
there is currently little provision) for nature conservation in the wider Metropolitan Green Belt is 
available on request. The mapping has found that there are particular gaps in north London north 
of Barnet; in Surrey south of Heathrow Airport; and in south east London and Kent near 
Orpington. We consider the issue of green infrastructure more under the specific matters on that 
issue. 
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[1]CPRE, The end of the road? Challenging the road-building consensus, report March 2017. 

 


