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Green Infrastructure and Natural Environment 

Green infrastructure, open space and urban greening  

 

Policy G1 

Qa). We believe that the Mayor’s target for making more than half of London green by 2050 

is achievable, if the definition of ‘green’ is, effectively, ‘green/blue cover’, i.e. vegetation and 

open water. However, this does not reflect the complexity of the ‘greenness’ or it’s quality, so 

we would wish to see some key objectives that add some flesh to this simple figure. This 

could, for example, include the area of land identified as SINCs (currently c19% of London), 

the area of garden space (c24%) that is vegetated, as well as other qualitative measures.   

The overall ambition requires some qualifiers, and clear recognition that not all of this target 

can be achieved solely to through the remit of the London Plan (or Local Plans). The London 

Environment Strategy, together with local green infrastructure strategies, Biodiversity Action 

Plans, tree & woodland strategies, river catchment plans, etc. all have a role to play in 

meeting this objective, as well as the many organisations already responsible for the design 

and management of the capital’s natural assets. 

In our original response to Policy G1 we felt that under Part C protection and enhancement 

of GI needs explicit reference. We recommend a new clause that should be added: 

Matter 64 

Would the policies for green infrastructure assist in creating a healthy city 

in accordance with Policy GG3 and will they provide an effective strategic context 

for the preparation of local plans and neighbourhood plans? Are Policies G1, G4 

and G5 and their detailed criteria justified and necessary and would they provide 

an effective basis for development management? In particular: 

a) Is the Mayor’s target of making more than 50 percent of London green by 2050 

and its designation as a National Park City justified and achievable? 

b) Do the policies adequately reflect the qualitative differences of different types of 

green infrastructure, including open and green space and the role of waterways 

(blue space)? 

c) Given the All London Green Grid is it necessary for Boroughs to prepare green 

infrastructure strategies in accordance with Policy G1 B? 

d) Does Policy G4 provide sufficient protection for the amount and quality of all 

green and open space including private gardens and allotments and on housing 

estates? Is the categorisation in Table 8.1 justified? Should the policy refer to the 

improvement of existing spaces? 

e) Is the expectation that Boroughs develop an Urban Greening Factor based on 

Policy G5 and Table 8.2 justified with particular regard to viability and practicality? 



 

C Development Plans and Opportunity Area Planning Frameworks should: 

1) identify key green infrastructure assets, their function and their potential function 

2) seek to protect and enhance the most important green infrastructure assets for 

their functions through appropriate policies and proposals 

3) identify opportunities for addressing environmental and social challenges through 

strategic green infrastructure interventions. 

Qb). We believe they do.  However, a box setting out a definition of green/blue infrastructure 

and the typologies that constitute it would be helpful. 

Qc). We believe the All London Green Grid (ALGG) provides an over-arching strategy that 

sets out the strategic parameters and objectives for London’s green/blue infrastructure and 

the multiple benefits it can provide. The Trust is supportive of its review to better reflect 

priorities for London, and how these can link to more local strategies.  Guidance for the 

development of green infrastructure strategies by boroughs should indicate the relationship 

of local details with the strategic emphasis of the ALGG. 

Policy G4 

Qd). We welcome the changes in the Draft New London Plan showing Minor Suggested 

Changes (August 2018; hereafter referred to as DNLP-Minor Suggest Changes). 

However, there are confusing terminologies in place and certain types of open space may be 

vulnerable. For example, in respect of housing estate green spaces, which are not 

referenced in the revised Policy or Table 8.1, these are often not included in open space 

strategies and not necessarily fully ‘public’ (dependent on the landlord).  The pressures for 

new housing have placed a specific emphasis on the in-fill on existing housing estates since 

the Housing White Paper1, and now reflected in para 68 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (our emphasis): 

 68. Small and medium sized sites can make an important contribution to meeting the 

housing requirement of an area, and are often built-out relatively quickly. To promote the 

development of a good mix of sites local planning authorities should:  

c) support the development of windfall sites through their policies and decisions ± 

giving great weight to the benefits of using suitable sites within existing settlements for 

homes; 

We are therefore concerned that the potential for protecting and enhancing open space 

provision in housing estates, especially in areas otherwise deficient in public open space 

maybe lost.  This is not to object to the principle of seeking opportunities to develop housing 

within estates, but that such proposals would need to demonstrate that space within estates 

is properly surplus to need, and that the opportunities to enhance this space has been 

exhausted.  Work through Neighbourhoods Green has shown how such spaces can be 

better designed and managed to the benefit of residents.2,3  There are examples of 

sympathetic in-fill developments, such as those by Peabody. 

I this respect we also believe policy should make reference to the improvement of existing 

space. 

                                                           
1 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/fixing-our-broken-housing-market  
2 https://www.neighbourhoodsgreen.org.uk/about-us  
3 http://www.neighbourhoodsgreen.org.uk/uploads/resources/decent-homes-need-decent-spaces_reduce.pdf  

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/fixing-our-broken-housing-market
https://www.neighbourhoodsgreen.org.uk/about-us
http://www.neighbourhoodsgreen.org.uk/uploads/resources/decent-homes-need-decent-spaces_reduce.pdf


Policy G5 

Qe). We welcome the changes and clarity set out in Policy G5 in the DNLP-Minor Suggest 

Changes. 

The Urban Greening Factor (UGF) is a welcome step to secure tangible green infrastructure 

benefits through new development especially in densely urban areas of the city. We believe 

there are benefits for retaining a consistent approach across London, although there is 

clearly a need for some flexibility to reflect local circumstances (as stated in G5.B). As such 

we would expect the boroughs to implement the UGF as set out in the London Plan, and 

through guidance being developed by the Greater London Authority, variations to meet local 

circumstances could be adopted. As an sometime adviser to developers, and at times an 

objector to development proposals London Wildlife Trust would prefer to work with a 

consistent UGF approach across London. 

Finally, in reference to clause G5.B, the targets of 0.4 for predominantly residential and 0.3 

for predominantly commercial developments are welcome. But they should not be seen as 

absolute dependent on circumstances, such as the green infrastructure context immediately 

adjacent to the red line of development may mean that a slightly lower score nevertheless 

achieves the intended objective. 
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