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Planning for Schools DPD 

Further Statement – Ealing Council (October 2015) 

Response to Inspector’s Matters, Issues and Questions 

MATTER 2 
 

Formatting note: For ease of reference, the Council has inserted question numbers below to 
the Inspector’s questions outlined in ED25. 

 

MATTER 2 – GENERAL MATTERS  

Main Issues 

The process for modifications to the DPD following submission.  

Is the general approach of the policies and monitoring in the DPD in meeting the shortfall in 
school places sound?  

Questions 

2.1 Are the Council proposing any main modifications in addition to those already 
consulted on?  Are any further ones likely to be advanced during the examination?  Is 
there a separate schedule of minor changes?  

Yes.  Further main modifications and minor changes are proposed which are set out in 
respective schedules. These will be added to the examination library as ‘live’ documents 
ED18 and ED34. It is not anticipated further main modifications will be advanced during the 
examination by the Council. However, at the Inspectors request, main and minor 
modification schedules will be kept ‘live’ to track any further modifications advanced during 
discussions at the hearing.  

2.2 What has been the level and broad content of response to those main 
modifications consulted on prior to these hearings?    

See ED33 (Main modifications consultation statement), ED32A and ED32B. 

2.3 Overall, does the DPD deal adequately with uncertainty?  Is there an adequately 
developed monitoring framework, including justified, measurable indicators and 
targets?  Are the triggers for review sufficiently clear in terms of when contingency 
action would need to be taken?  



Table 4.1 of SD2 confirms proposed permanent and contingency sites and proposed Policy 
2 in SD2 also confirms the circumstances in which school development would be supported 
on sites other than those identified in the DPD. See ED22 which confirms the Council’s 
measures to deal with uncertainty, in terms of contingency and minimising risk. The 
Council’s proposed monitoring is outlined in SD2 paras 5.7-5.11. In addition to the triggers of 
the key performance indicators listed, contingency action would need to be taken if the 
Council were unable to meet its statutory duty to offer school places; this would be identified 
through the regular updates on School Place planning and delivery required to be reported 
to Cabinet. See also proposed minor change to SD2 para 5.3 in ED 34. 

 

2.4 Are Policies 1-3 justified and effective?  In particular do Policy 1 and paragraph 
4.22, as amended by proposed modifications1, provide sufficient clarity on 
Metropolitan Open Land not covered by the footprint of the proposed school 
buildings?  

On reflection, to ensure the Policies are justified and effective, further clarity is required in 
respect of MOL not covered by school buildings, as well as the process by which the final 
extent of MOL/COS de-designation will be confirmed. As such, minor and main modifications 
are suggested, which include amendments to text (in SD2) and to the mapping (at SD2 
Appendix 1 and in SD6). The proposed modifications are listed in the minor and main 
modification schedules ref ED 34 and ED18.  

Essentially, the revised mapping now shows (by a purple solid line2) the maximum area 
considered necessary at each site to accommodate school buildings, access and associated 
facilities in accordance with the potential forms of entry (FE) in SD2 Table 4.1, in accordance 
with BB103 school space standards.  As the area needed for built development is likely to be 
smaller than the purple line boundary, revisions may however be made (post-adoption of this 
plan and in accordance with any subsequently approved planning application), to reduce the 
extent of MOL de-designated.  As revised, the final boundary/area of land to be de-
designated at each site will therefore reflect no more than the site area necessary to provide 
the required educational and associated facilities for the site, and cause the least harm to 
the openness of the wider site.  The area excluded from the built footprint could 
subsequently revert back to MOL/POS/COS as appropriate. The final boundaries of land de-
designated and to be reverted to former designation will be established through future 
reviews of the DPD, and pending such a review will be noted and mapped within the relevant 
Authorities Monitoring Report.   

It is acknowledged that main modifications will require further consultation.  

 

2.5 Is the DPD consistent with the Development Sites DPD?  

                                       
1 Examination Document ED18 – MM1-MM3  
2 A change to the colour of the school site allocation boundary lines from red to purple 
(as now proposed to be referred to in the DPD text and on the mapping) is required in 
order to distinguish it from red boundary lines currently used on the Council’s adopted 
policies map and adopted Sites DPD to denote ‘Development sites’. 



Yes. Whilst the Sites DPD does not allocate sites specifically for school use (as it was 
considered necessary to develop a specific and robust evidence base to allocate school 
sites), it includes confirmation that: ’ …proposals that include provision of social 
infrastructure on any of the sites included within the document will be supported.’ (See EB18 
p6 para 5).It also makes reference to the emerging Planning for Schools DPD.  

 

2.6 Can detailed design issues with new schools be adequately managed through the 
policies of the adopted development plan?  

The DPD seeks only to promote policies and allocate sites for new or extended schools to 
meet the identified need in the borough. Aspects of detailed design and impact against 
which subsequent planning applications will be assessed are provided in the Council’s Local 
Plan documents, including the London Plan and Development Management documents. 
Additional design guidance and advice is however included within the DPD, see SD2 paras 
2.14, 2.15 and 4.23.  

 

 


