
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Planning for Schools DPD 

Consultation Report on proposed Major Modifications. 

14th October 2015.



1 PRE-HEARING CONSULTATION 

The consultation arrangements 

1.1.1 The pre-hearing consultation on Main Modifications took place from the 10th August to 21st 
September 2015. The list of respondents can be found at Appendix 1 of this report. 

1.1.2 The submission and supporting documents were published on the Council’s website during 
this period alongside advice on where and when the DPD was available for inspection. 
Copies were deposited for inspection at the borough’s main libraries and at the Council 
office (Perceval House). 

1.1.3 A public notice (Appendix 2) advertising the consultation was published in the local ‘Ealing 
Gazette’ newspaper at the commencement of the consultation period. 

1.1.4 An e-Bulletin was sent to all individuals/organisations recorded on the Council’s Local Plan 
consultation database and letters were sent to statutory bodies and those participants 
already involved in the previous consultation on the DPD to notify them of this consultation 
(Appendix 3). 

1.1.5 All of the above was undertaken in accordance with the Council’s Statement of Community 
Involvement (SD12). 

The response 

Analysis 

1.1.6 During the pre-hearing consultation, 171 representations were submitted by 89 individuals 
and organisations (Appendix 1 lists the respondents). The respondents included: 

 78 Residents 

 1 Residents’ Association 

 3 Community Groups 

 6 Statutory Bodies 

 1 Councillor 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

1.1.7 Of the 171 representations received the majority were submitted by residents, with the 
remaining representations being received from other individuals or organisations. 

1.1.8 The table below shows the number of reps made on each main modification by respondent 
type: 

Main Modification 
Ref 

Residents Residents’ 
Association 

Community Groups Statutory 
Bodies 

Political Parties 

MM1 - - 1 1 - 

MM2 - - 2 - - 

MM3 153 1 1 1 1 

General 5 - 1 4 - 

 

1.1.9 The majority of representations received were specifically related to Main Modification 3 
(MM3), the proposed school siting boundary change on site S-EAL4, the former Barclays 
Sports Ground site. Residents provided the largest proportion of these representations 
made on MM3. 

1.2.1 Responses received from Statutory bodies Highways England, the GLA and Heritage England 
(Archaeology) each confirmed no further comment or response to any of the suggested 
main modifications.



1.2.2 Summary of the main issues from representations received: 

Main 
Modification 
Ref 

DPD reference Proposed Main modification Issue from 
representations 
received 

Council Response 

MM1 Para 5.2  

Policy 1: 

Safeguarding 
of Allocated 
sites for 
School Use 

Additional text proposed in bold italics: 

‘The sites allocated for school use in Table 4.1 
(Short list of sites) will be safeguarded for school 
use. Development for non-school uses will only be 
considered on land allocated in Table 4.1, if: 

a) Other uses are already envisaged as part of a 
mixed proposal incorporating a school; or 

b) It can be demonstrated that the site is surplus to 
requirements, and is no longer required for a 
school use. 

If sites S-ACT2, S-HAN1, S-EAL4, and S-ACT7 are 
not developed for educational use, development 
for other uses would not be justified and would 
not be in conformity with the London Plan.’ 

Request to clarify the 
additional clause / 
whether a mixed use 
proposal would be 
acceptable under the 
clause 

This has been suggested by the Council (in response to a 
representation from GLA) in light of the identified need for 
and timescale in which the school places need to be 
provided. It relates only to the four sites listed (of the eight 
sites allocated in the DPD) which are currently designated 
as Metropolitan Open Land (MOL).  The case rests on the 
need for the school places within the DPD plan period to 
justify the loss of MOL, not on the function of the land as 
MOL.  

/ In the case of site EAL4, the area of land identified for 
potential development of a school, and sought to be 
designated as education use through this DPD, is situated 
at the south-eastern corner of a much wider site which was 
formerly playing fields. The DPD subject of the current 
consultation seeks only to designate land for education 
use; any aspirations a site owner may have which result in 
subsequent proposals for mixed use development on the 
wider site would need to be considered on their own 
merits as part of a separate process. Such a proposal would 
represent a departure from the London Plan, and be 
subject to its own consultation and assessment against 
adopted Local Plan policies and guidance. 



MM2 Appx 1 

Insert 
introductory 
text at start of 
Appendix 1 

Additional text for clarification: red  line 
boundary/MOL: 

 

The red line boundary identifies sites to be 
allocated through this DPD for extended or new 
education use. On sites where a dashed red line 
boundary is identified within each red line 
boundary, this represents an area within the site 
in which it is considered a new or extended 
building could appropriately be located. The 
precise footprint of a new or extended building 
can only be established through the subsequent 
planning process, once detailed development 
proposals have been submitted, fully assessed and 
approved. The floorspace for education use on all 
sites will be established with reference to up-to-
date guidance (currently BB103 June 2014); on 
MOL/playing fields it should reflect the minimum 
site area necessary to provide the required 
educational facilities and cause the least harm to 
the openness of the wider site. On these sites, the 
finally approved footprint and access will 
determine the precise area of land to be de-
designated from MOL. 

Clarification noted Noted 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



MM3 Appx 1 Site S-
EAL 4 

School siting boundary change from NW corner to 
SE corner of the wider site 

Transport impact, 
Congestion, Access 

The DPD seeks only to promote policies and allocate sites 
for new or extended schools to meet the identified need in 
the borough. Any other development proposals coming 
forward on each site would require separate detailed 
planning applications which would be subject to their own 
consultation and formal assessment against adopted Local 
Plan policies. Whilst accessibility has been taken into 
account in selecting the sites, details of vehicular and 
pedestrian access to the sites would be more appropriately 
considered at this subsequent planning application stage. 
Applicants would be required to submit relevant 
supporting information on transport and access to enable 
full assessment (See SD2 para 4.23). The revised location 
MM3 has been suggested due to the potential for 
improved pedestrian accessibility. In addition the Council 
and TfL will produce a Statement of Common Ground 
(SoCG) which will be made available as part of the 
examination documents. 

   Air quality/pollution 
due to proximity of 
school to traffic on 
Hanger Lane 

Impact on air quality would be a material consideration to 
be appropriately assessed as part of any subsequent 
planning application. See SD2 paras 4.23 and 2.15. 

   Opportunity for 
public access to 
sports and 
recreation provision 
on the school and 

Improved public access would be secured to recreational 
facilities provided on the site  in accordance with adopted 
Local Plan policies – See SD2 para 2.6  



wider site 

   Potential impact on 
Conservation Area 

The potential impact on the Conservation area would be 
appropriately assessed at subsequent planning application 
stage against adopted Local Plan policies - such assessment 
can only be made once full details of the proposals are 
submitted. See SD2 paras 4.23 and 2.15. 

   Potential flood risk The site is situated in Flood risk zone 1 (lowest risk) in 
relation to river/sea flooding, and it is not located within a 
Critical Drainage Area. Any major application requires the 
applicant to suitably demonstrate that, through the 
proposals, surface water flooding will not be increased 
from the site. In line with national, regional and local 
planning policy the applicant will need to restrict the 
runoff rates from the current greenfield site (if not better 
them) through the use of sustainable drainage systems 
(SuDs) wherever possible. Any applicant will need to get 
the Lead Local Flood Authority’s approval for permission to 
be granted (through the submission of the Council’s 
Drainage Assessment Form) so as to demonstrate that the 
London Plan drainage and flood risk policies and the 
requirements of the Non-Statutory Technical Standards for 
SuDS will be achieved. This, however, would be a matter 
only able to be fully assessed at subsequent planning 
application stage once the full details of a proposed school 
development are known. 

     



Loss of Metropolitan 
Open Land (MOL) 

The Council's preference would be to allocate policy 
compliant sites. (see SD1 paras 4.18-4.19) Having ruled out 
other sites the Council are seeking to de-designate the 
smallest amount of MOL for education use on sites which 
are sought to be allocated as such through the DPD. Any 
playing fields and open air recreation uses associated with 
a new school development would retain MOL designation. 

   Failure to consider 
alternative sites 

Site selection methodology and justification is provided in 
EB2 and EB14. Responses to other sites listed not 
previously considered  are : 

Gurnell Leisure Centre - designated for leisure use;   

Vacant land at Park Royal Industrial estate - Strategic 
Industrial Location (SIL); 

 Twyford Abbey - see EB2 Appendix1;  

Trailfinders Sports Club - in active use as a sports ground;  

North Acton Playing fileds - in active use as sports ground;  

Fox's reservoir - SINC, MOL, landmark, deliverability issues;  

Fox Wood - SINC, MOL;  

4 continguous golf courses west of Osterley - out of 
borough, deliverability issues, not in areas of identified 
need;  

Unused land at Wyevale Garden Centre north of Gillette 



Corner - out of borough, deliverability issues, not in areas 
of identified need;  

Industrial land north-east of Hanger Lane gyratory - SIL, in 
active use, multiple ownership, deliverability issues. 

This response will be referred to in the Council's response 
to the Inspector's Matters, Issues and questions (Matter 4). 

   Site is not within 
area of need 

Site selection has taken area of need into account (See 
EB1, EB2 and EB14) 

   Impact on views and 
amenity (including 
construction traffic) 

The potential impact of development on amenity of 
residents, including on views and from construction traffic 
would be appropriately assessed in relation to any future 
planning application on the site, which would only be 
possible once the full details of proposed development are 
submitted. Assessment would be against adopted Local 
Plan policies. See SD2 paras 4.23 and 2.15.  

OTHER 
REPRESENTA
TIONS 

  Covenant issues Covenant issues are not subject of this consultation on 
main modifications but the Council has however provided 
confirmation of its legal opinion on covenant issues raised 
separately by the Inspector and this response is published 
as an examination document ED30. 

   Landowners 
aspirations for the 
wider site S-EAL 4 

The landowner's aspirations for the wider site are a 
separate matter (see response to representation from 
landowner's agent in SD8a). At the Inspector's request 
however, the Council will produce notes of any meetings 
held with the landowner and these will be published as 



part of the examination library. 

   Inadequate 
consultation process 
on proposals  

Consultation on the Planning for Schools DPD has been 
undertaken in line with the Council's Statement of 
Community Involvement (See SD12 and SD8a). This 
consultation relates to a Local Plan document not a 
planning application. Any development proposals which 
come forward as a subsequent planning application would 
be subject to their own detailed public consultation and 
assessment against adopted Local Plan policies. 

ADDENDUM 
TO SA 

  Sustainability 
Appraisal (SA) 
inadequate and fails 
to identify possible 
conflicts 

The SA (SD5a), pages 17/18 (as well as 19 and 20) appraise 
the objectives of the DPD (as previously outlined at Issues 
and Options Stage – See EB10) against the various 
sustainability objectives. This section of the SA report 
focuses solely on the performance of Planning for Schools 
DPD objectives 1, 2 and 3 against each sustainability 
objective, and was included to provide a full record of the 
process. Furthermore, Table 5 (the DPD Objectives 
Appraisal Matrix) does acknowledge the ‘possible conflicts’ 
that may arise against SA objectives 8 & 9 (which include 
reference to biodiversity) in order to meet the DPD 
objectives 1 and 2. 

 



Appendix 1  
List of Respondents 

Residents 
John Morley 
John Bennett 
Corrado Boscarelli 
Juyee Teo 
Marie B Wilson 
Bik Wong 
Joseph Hucknall 
Menna Bevan 
Ratna Chatterjee 
Jayesh Popat 
Rishi Kansagra 
Sudhen Bhayani 
Catherine Flynn 
Bruce Thomson 
Martin Turner 
Sandra Campbell 
Sarah Snelling 
Barbara Doré 
Shona Baijal 
Charlotte Booth 
Penelope Newlands 
Robert Stansfield 
Keith Elliot 
Anthony Braine 
Stuart Hall 
Lindley Mortimer 
Veronica Smith 
Trevor Blythe 
Javier Orti 
Dr Graff 
Mr and Mrs Ghandi 
Dave Viney 
Alexander Engler 
Mr and Mrs Simmonds 
Mr and Mrs Boparai 
Nishamani Ediriwira 
Joanna, Emilio & Helena Silenzi 
Nick Spencer 
Mr and Mrs Cook 
 
 

 
 
R . E . Weller 
Gohar Lputian 
John Kinder 
F P Boulton 
Mona Jamal 
Mr and Mrs Harniman 
Anushka Lputian 
Angela Hobbs 
Denis Brink 
Mr and Mrs Aaltonen 
Michael Sharkey 
Mrs Giani 
Daniel Hazan 
Gary Hobbs 
Mr and Mrs Leahy 
Mr and Mrs Kerr 
Levon Pettrouss-Terzaghian 
Anthony Lewis 
Stephane Vial 
Stuart Smith 
Isabel H Langtry 
Geoff Harding 
Sunil Malik 
Naira Manoukian 
Alan Gillett 
S Woollcoombe-Morris 
Anna Stead 
Mr and Mrs Clifford 
Tobias Hitman 
John Wolfe 
J Allibone 
Janet Skinner 
Brendan Dixon 
Modupe Ladipo 
Akin Delano 
Dayo Abayomi 
Akin Abayomi 
Fiona MacTaggart 
 
Anonymous 
Representor: 1 
 
 

 
 
Residents’ Association 
Central Ealing Residents’ 
Association 
 
Community Groups 
Brent River & Canal Society 
Hanwell Village Green CARA 
Ealing Civic Society 
 
Statutory Bodies 
Highways England 
 
Equality and Human Rights 
Commission 
 
Historic England 
Archaeological Advisory 
Service 
 
Greater London Authority 
 
Historic England 
 
Transport for London 
 
Councillors 
Councillor Joy Morrissey 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Appendix 2 – Public Notice 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



Appendix 3 – Consultation Letter 

 


