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Examination in Public of the draft London Plan: Written submission 
by CPRE London (1142) to the EIP Panel, January 2019 

GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENT – BIODIVERSITY, TREES, FOOD 
GROWING AND GEODIVERSITY (POLICIES G6 TO G9) 

Matter 66: Would Policies G6-G9 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 the individual policies and detailed criteria 
justified and necessary and would they provide an effective basis for development 
management?  

1. CPRE London broadly welcomes Policies G6 to G9 in the draft Plan but believe they 
should be strengthened to deliver real improvements in London’s natural environment.  
Biodiversity loss is an international crisis and cities need to do more to address and 
reverse the catastrophic decline in wildlife that we have experienced in recent decades.  
As well as making a vital contribution to making a healthier city, as set out in Policy GG3, 
we believe the promotion of biodiversity, trees and local food growing should be seen as a 
core aspect of making the best use of land as advocated by Policy GG2.   

In particular: a) Will Policy G6 be likely to achieve net gains in biodiversity and 
consistent with national policy? Are specific provisions relating to European sites in 
BA necessary give other legislative requirements?  

2. The approach to biodiversity and access to nature outlined in Policy G6 needs to be 
strengthened to avoid the loss of valuable habitats and wildlife.  All Sites of Importance 
for Nature Conservation (SINCs) are precious and deserve to receive the highest level of 
protection.  There should be no provision in policy which would allow development to 
harm a SINC regardless of their supposed relative significance.  It is unlikely to be possible 
to compensate for the loss of biodiversity through alternative ‘off-site’ provision as the 
value and character of a site is often intimately connected with its location. 

3. We have raised concerns about the potential loss of green space and associated 
biodiversity due to housing development on small sites in our submission on Matter 64.  To 
ensure that there is net gain of both biodiversity and green space, we believe Policy G6 
should also be amended.  We welcome the deletion of the second sentence in sub-section 
A of this policy as set out in the minor suggested changes and, while we welcome the 
proposed amendments to sub-section C, we believe that all SINCs, not just European Sites, 
should benefit from stricter requirements to prevent biodiversity loss as outlined in BA.    
We believe that all new development should seek to enhance biodiversity.  We therefore 
welcome the minor suggested change in sub-section D but recommend that it makes clear 
that this requirement should apply to all development proposals, however small, and that 
the overriding priority should be to enhance existing habitats and biodiversity. 
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b) Will Policy G7 be effective in protecting trees and woodland especially ancient 
woodland and veteran trees and in increasing the extent of London’s urban forest?  

4. Trees are a vital part of London’s green infrastructure.  We are pleased that this is 
recognised by the Mayor and welcome his commitment to increase London’s tree canopy 
cover by 10% but 2050.  We believe that Policy G7 needs to be strengthened to ensure 
there are strict controls over felling trees, including street trees.  There should also be 
recognition in Policy G7 of the importance of established hedgerows and the need to plant 
new hedgerows, for example along suitable roads or park boundaries.  

5. Inappropriate tree felling and hedgerow removal is something CPRE London is 
informed about on a regular basis.  This is a growing problem and policies need to be 
stronger and clearer to protect London’s trees and hedgerows, and the benefits they 
provide.  While welcome in itself, planting new trees is never an adequate response to the 
loss of existing mature trees or hedges whose contribution to environmental quality will 
invariably take decades to replace. 

6. With the minor suggested changes to Policy G7 we are concerned that it no longer 
contains a clear statement that trees should be protected.  This is particularly important 
in the case of street trees.  Explicit reference to trees should be re-instated to Policy G7A.  
There is also still no explicit reference to the value of hedgerows.  This should be 
recognised in subsection B 1) of Policy G7 by amending it so that it reads: ‘protect 
‘veteran’ trees, mature hedgerows and ancient woodland….’   Sub-section C of Policy G7 is 
still not strong enough to safeguard existing trees of value from damaging development 
proposals.  We believe the first sentence of Policy G7C should be amended, including by 
deleting the phrase ‘wherever possible’, so it reads: “Development proposals should 
ensure that existing trees of value, mature trees and hedgerows, and trees of value in 
terms of delivering eco-system services such as water or air quality management, are 
retained unless it is demonstrated that there is no alternative ”.  

c) Does Policy G8 provide sufficient encouragement to food growing and urban 
agriculture? 

7. We believe support for food growing in London set out in Policy G8 should be 
strengthened by reference to the need to protect productive farmland from development.  
This issue is addressed in the recent report by the London Assembly Environment 
Committeei.  Access to suitable land is a major constraint on increasing the supply of local 
food within London and providing opportunities for community-supported agriculture.  
High quality, or ‘best and most versatile’ land under the Agricultural Land Classification 
system, is in short supply and should be protected from development.  Policy G8 should 
therefore be amended to include a sub-section 3) which states boroughs: ‘should protect 
‘best and most versatile farmland’ from development’ in both Development Plans and 
development control decisions.   

CPRE London, January 2019 

 

                                                           
i https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/farminginlondonsgreenbelt.pdf 


