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Biodiversity, trees, food growing and geodiversity 
M66. 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? 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? 
b) Will Policy G7 be effective in protecting trees and woodland especially ancient woodland and 
veteran trees? 
c) Does Policy G8 provide sufficient encouragement to food growing? 
 
 
Key argument 
 
The London Assembly Labour Group largely supports this policy but believes much stronger 
protections for green space should be implemented. In particular, we think it essential that 
Borough Biodiversity Action Plans are retained as an obligatory requirement. Biodiversity Action 
Plans are critical for Boroughs to implement the London Plan’s policies yet are currently not 
required under the new Plan. Stronger additional protections are required for ancient and 
mature woodlands, as they provide not only excellent habitat for biodiversity but also extensive 
assistance with mitigating London’s poor air quality. Similarly, food growing is beneficial for the 
capital yet there is not sufficient encouragement in the London Plan. Local food growing helps 
with enhancing the quality of life by providing locally-grown, wholesome food, but also 
mitigates poor air quality, as further biodiversity helps clean up the air and locally sourced 
produce helps reduce vehicle movements. 
 
 
Summary 
 
The London Assembly Labour Group is concerned that the policies in the new London Plan 
surrounding biodiversity, trees, food growing, and geodiversity could be improved further still. 
 
We welcome the positive change to Policy G6D but feel that it must be more specific and have 
better linkage with Policy G5 on urban greening. The London Assembly Labour Group feels that 
green space, including but not limited to designated sites, must be granted increased 
protection to guarantee biodiversity net gain. It must be recognised that biodiversity exists on 



different types of land such as brownfield space. Likewise, whilst waterways are an important 
part of London’s biodiversity, they do not have equal wellbeing benefits to green space that 
Londoners can walk in, and is therefore not fully consistent with Policy GG3 on creating a 
Healthy City. We are concerned that the Plan does not adequately protect the full range of 
green spaces, by focusing too heavily on Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINCS) 
and Green Belt protection. Furthermore, Policy G6 takes the welcome step of aiming to increase 
green space in areas of deficiency, but we are concerned that this could result in loss of green 
space for other areas. That would be wholly against the spirit of the green spaces policies in the 
London Plan and the National Park City pledge. 
  
Biodiversity Action Plans are key in implementing London Plan policies and should remain a 
requirement under the new Plan, to ensure work continues. We recommended that Policy G6 
should ‘require’ boroughs to take into account Biodiversity Action Plans to eliminate 
inconsistencies and improve monitoring of biodiversity. Furthermore, the London Plan itself 
should include appropriate reference in its policies to other Mayoral biodiversity and green 
infrastructure policy, for example the Environment Strategy or the All London Green Grid SPG, 
to ensure that these policies have force within the planning process.  
 
Moreover, if green spaces such as gardens (with UGFs between 0.4 for regularly mown lawns 
and 0.8 for trees in natural soil) can be replaced by green roofs (with UGFs as low as 0.3 for 
lightweight systems), there is a risk that the environmental benefits of green space, and access 
to it, will be reduced even if the area of cover is not. A further loss of gardens would have a 
negative effect on biodiversity. Requiring Boroughs to develop Biodiversity Action Plans will 
mitigate and protect against loss of valuable green space in this way. 
 
Ancient and mature woodlands in London need greater protection than currently provided in 
the London Plan. Whilst the London Assembly Labour Group welcomes the Mayor’s ambition to 
plant more trees in London, it must be noted that there is strong evidence that small saplings 
do not capture carbon, NOx and PMs as much as larger mature trees do,1 meaning that 
replacing old woodlands with new trees will contribute to higher levels of carbon in the capital’s 
air. It is therefore important to maintain London’s ancient and mature woodlands, not just for 
their heritage aspect, but to continue taking harmful carbon dioxide out of the capital’s 
atmosphere. This should be done by making London’s ancient and mature woodlands a 
designated nature conservation site. The London Plan must recognise that replacing older trees 
with new ones elsewhere is not a valid substitute for the loss of ancient and mature woodlands. 
 
The London Plan has very wide scope to support food growing, which in turn can support other 
objectives by reducing transportation, reducing childhood obesity and provide food security. 
Given the current uncertainties about border arrangements that may impact on both London 
and the UK, reducing reliance on imports could provide essential additional food security and 
we would like this element of the Plan to be much stronger in encouraging allotments, 
community gardens and food growing. Food growing has a long history in London and 
Londoner’s allotments are a very valued space – in fact there are often waiting lists to get one. 
Yet allotments are only mentioned once in the London Plan. This will be particularly important 
where Londoners are residing in flats and do not have access to their own green space. In such 
cases, we recommend “increased” should be added to A1 so it now reads “protect existing 
allotments and encourage increased provision of space for community gardening, including for 
food growing, within new developments”. Increased provision and focus on food growing will 
greater encourage and enable Londoners to participate. 
 

                                                           
1 https://environment-review.yale.edu/carbon-capture-tree-size-matters-0  

https://environment-review.yale.edu/carbon-capture-tree-size-matters-0


Further, the failure to reference new technologies in urban food growing such as hydroponic 
farming will undermine the Plan’s long-term benefit for Londoners in a changing technological 
landscape. Policy G8 on Food growing makes no mention of the new developments in 
commercial farming in cities such as hydroponic farming. Such new developments should be 
added. 
 
The London Assembly Labour Group agrees with the London Plan that geodiversity is a 
fundamental cornerstone of our everyday lives cannot be replaced or recreated. Policy G9 
would therefore benefit from the inclusion of the goal “to make a positive contribution to the 
protection and enhancement of geodiversity”. To improve biodiversity and geodiversity across 
London, there should be improved connection between Policies G6 and G9 with policies on 
Small Sites, which could provide strong protection for the full range of green spaces in London. 
It should also make reference to the All London Green Grid SPG and policies on green corridors 
recognising that these will be vital to improve geodiversity. 
 
 
 


