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Structure Plans RPGs introduced  Structure Plans/RPG
introduced as overarching replaced by RSS /
framework for Government
SPs in wider published Sustainable
South East Communities Strategy
(RoSE)

RSS replaced
by NPPF, Duty
to Cooperate/
London Plan
only ‘regional
plan’ to remain

HWP and NP Act
give more
‘encouragement’
to joint local plans



he Context

London facing significant population 1964: ‘Ambitious’ plans for

south east

growth challenges — unable to ‘consume

south east England as part of the

its own smoke’ atgeac'tgionat Gpiiioiin: phii I

A study, published today,

Spatial implications of strategic estimates the country’s population

will increase by three million by the

infrastructure (Crossrail 1 & 2, Heathrow, | =" |
The South East study 15 3 bluepnnt -
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which could see an overhaul of
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The research shows that in an area
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between 18 milhon and 21 million

public transport services in the

H H . between 1961 and 1981
informal’ arrangements not effective But goverment calculations
Smaller expansions msisted that by 1981 more than
83% of the green belt area would

Two different planning systems inside 1t is expected to lead to 350,000 C SRS SEACE TG Oreen areas

London famihes needing re-housing

1 outside the capital and could
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New cities are planned near

Green Belt policy continues to have vto-ipnsd Iy .o Sie Keith Joseph became

expansions will be camed out at secretary of state for social

strong political (cross party) support but Ashord, Ipswich, Northampton,  Services in 1970 untl the defeat

Peterborouah. Swindon and of the Conservative govemment

was alWayS Supposed to be one half of 2- Stansted. n 1974
part approaCh to grOWth Source: BBC On this Day, 19" March 1964



The Green Belt Challenge

_ Housing targets in EImbridge
Metropolitan Green Belt under

greatest pressure in area where most

Surrey SP (2004) 224
fragmented
South East Plan 281
Significant pressures on local (2009)
infrastructure & no land to relieve the OAN (2017) 632
pressure — all going for housing
Threat te Our Lecal

Government ‘ambiguous’ about level
of protection to be given through LPs

OAN process academic for inner M25
areas — unrealistic expectations
around meeting need - demand is
Insatiable.

Neighbours in same boat so DtC not
effective.




Growth of the South East: What’s needed?

Map 2 - Core Strategy
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Growth of the South East: What’s needed?

« City-region geography — move
back to RoSE?

« City-region strategic priorities e.g.
growth corridors, strategic
approach to MGB

* Robust (voluntary?) collaborative
governance arrangements — NOT
response to what Mayor wants!

« Shared technical support (impartial
advice) & evidence base

« Clarity around role of others e.qg.
NIC

Foreword

by the Secretary of State for the Environment, The Rt. Hon.
Michael Howard QC, MP

TIS A preat pleasure to be associated with this commemoration of SERP-
. LAM"s first thirty years of achievement.

SERPLAM was the first regional conference of local planning authorities and
provided a model for all the other English regions. It is all the more valuable in
that it was not invented by Government but was seen to be needed by the loeal
authorities of the South East as a forum to consider matters of common interest
affecting the planning of the whole region. Therein lies its strength. The com-
mitment of the member authorities, and their ability to pursue a common course
through SERPLAM despite their very different interests, have served the region
well,

Thhe Secralary of State for
the Envicorment,
The Bt Hon Michael
Howard, QC MP

For my predecessors as Secretary of State and me SERPLAN’s advice and co-
operation with Govemment over the preparation of regional planning guidance
has been particularly valuable. With the changes to the planning system brought
about by the Planning and Compensation Act 1991 regional planning guidance
takes on even greater importance in providing a framework for development
plans,

I am sure that this approach to regional planning is the right one. Instead of a
separate remate tier of bureancracy, wea have a process which brings topether
local authorities, sensitive to the needs of the region and in touch with the reality
that results from implementing planning decisions.

Over the past thity years SERFLAN has dealt with many challenging issues.
Mo doubt more challenges lie ahead. 1am sure SERPLAMN has a long future and
I wish it well,

SERPLAN: Thirty Years of Regional Planning 1962-1992
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Thank you!
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