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1. We believe that use of a crude suburban/urban split in determining housing densities  
[Table 3,2, p 67] will only perpetuate the unsustainable impact of suburban sprawl.  The 
benefits of obtaining the highest possible densities consistent with a pleasant 
residential environment are, in fact, illustrated elsewhere in the document, where it is 
stated that London "has the lowest domestic carbon dioxide emissions per person, at 
2.26 tonnes, and the joint lowest transport emission rate per person, at 1.38 tonnes, of 
all the UK regions. This is largely due to the higher use of public transport and the 
density of development in London.”  [5.13, p 115].  We would point out that good quality 
public transport is much more easily provided in residential areas of high density.

2. In outer London, there is a danger that a policy of dense residential development in 
Intensification Areas and maintenance of existing low densities elsewhere will be 
socially divisive, with new affordable family housing being confined to an area 
characterised by traffic congestion, poor air quality and noisy anti-social behaviour. 
Opportunities for residential redevelopment to a higher density in 'suburban' areas, many 
of which have transport links as good, or better, than those in some Intensification Areas 
should not be ignored.  We believe that these considerations apply particularly to Harrow 
& Wealdstone [Table A1.2, p 233] 

3. We believe it is important to retain affordable housing targets throughout London that 
(as a proportion of all new housing) are at least as ambitious as those in the current 
London Plan.

4. We oppose any relaxation of maximum parking standards in outer London boroughs 
[Policy 6.13 E(d) & 6.38, p 158].  If poor public transport is seen to be the problem, then 
that public transport should be improved rather than further impaired by increased 
traffic congestion.

5. Sustainability considerations, particularly with respect to climate change, imply that the 
Plan should not allow for any new roads in London [Policy 6.12, p 137] or any form of 
airport expansion in London or the South East [Policy 6.6 p 151 & 6.24, p 152].  Many 
flights, particularly to other parts of the UK and to much of the European mainland, can 
be replaced by high speed rail, and the perceived need for many business-related trips 
can be removed by more imaginative use of tele-working and tele-conferencing.


