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Dear Mr Scott,

DRAFT NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK
This is the London Green Belt Council’s response to the consultation on the draft National Planning Policy Framework.

We have been pleased by the Government’s assurances over recent months of their intention to maintain the Green Belts.  Moreover, we welcome the fact that the draft Framework, whilst  simplifying guidance in relation to Green Belts, still preserves essential features of Green Belts.  However, there are three major points where we believe the draft needs to be improved.

First, the draft Framework does not reproduce the clear statement in para 1.7 of PPG2 that ‘the quality of the landscape is not relevant to the inclusion of land within a Green Belt or to its continued protection’  This is important because it is a common misconception that Green Belt is there to protect the landscape.  It is not.  Its purpose is to control urban sprawl and prevent towns and villages merging into one another.

This point needs to brought out in the Framework because the idea that landscape value is important to Green Belt leads people to try to distinguish between Green Belt of ‘higher’ or ‘lower’ quality.  In fact, it is often the Green Belt right up against the edge of a built up area (which may be quite scruffy) which is the most important. If that containment is lost, the Green Belt has immediately failed in its objective of preventing sprawl.

Second, the draft Framework would allow any development under the new ‘Community Right to Build Orders’ to override Green Belt Policy. The consequences of this are difficult to foresee, but are likely to be quite contrary to the Government’s stated aim of maintaining protection of the Green Belt.
Third, although we note the final sentence of the introduction to the Framework that it should be read and interpreted as a whole, the relationship between the Green Belt section of the Framework and the more general parts of the draft is not clear.  Already, people are seeing paragraph 14 as a presumption in favour of development, giving little weight to the ‘sustainable’ qualification.  In addition to its economic and environmental aspects, sustainability requires development to be sustainable in social and community terms.  The openness and proximity of the Green Belt to communities is an essential element in assuring the social sustainability of development.

We consider therefore that there should be a paragraph in the Framework, like paragraph 16, making it clear that developments which would not accord with the Green Belt section of the Framework would not be sustainable.

Yours sincerely,
Cedric Hoptroff

Secretary, London Green Belt Council.
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