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PLANNING FOR SCHOOLS DPD - FORMER BARCLAYS SPORTS GROUND                22 October 2015 
 
FURTHER STATEMENT FROM THE EALING CRICKET GROUND CONSERVATION AREA PANEL 
 
 
1.  Introduction 
 
1.1   Under Matter 4 (Site S-EAL4: Former Barclays Sports Ground), the Planning Inspector asks:  

 
“Is the site appropriate and deliverable, having regard to the following: 

 its existing land-use designations 

 accessibility, including highway impacts on Hanger Lane 

 flood risk 

 air pollution (from North Circular Road) 

 relationship to the Ealing Cricket Ground Conservation Area”  
 
1.2   Ealing Council’s response to such issues and similar matters is that they will be dealt with at 
the planning application stage, and that they are not part of the site allocation process.  We 
consider that many questions still hang over the viability of the tennis courts site and are 
concerned that if the most critical issues are not addressed now, there is risk that a planning 
application for a school on the former Barclays Sports Ground could fail.  This would mean that the 
site is not deliverable.  It would be a great waste of resources if it is found at a later stage that it is 
inappropriate to locate a school on the former Barclays Sports Ground (Site S-EAL4), and there is a 
risk that much public money and time will be spent on preparing a nugatory planning application.  
This could prejudice the timely delivery of a new school for which there is a pressing need. 
 
 
2.  Important Issues 
 
2.1   For the DPD to be deliverable, and based on robust and credible evidence, we consider that 
there are several important issues that need to be resolved at the time of the Examination in 
Public, rather than being deferred until the stage of a planning application.  Briefly, they include: 
 

 Access and accessibility, including matters of safe access for students 

 The use of the rest of the former Barclays Sports Ground, in the light of the landowner’s 
aspirations 

 The impact on the Conservation Area 

 The risk of surface water flooding 

 Shared use - by the school and the community - of the proposed buildings and sports 
facilities 

 Air quality and noise 
 

2.2   Please see our representation dated 21 September 2015 for the detailed analysis of our 
concerns about these issues.  We also wrote, in paragraph 9.2 of our representation:  “We are 
being asked to comment on the suitability of a site for a school in the abstract, yet the suitability 
of the site can only truly be assessed once criteria such as access, health and safety issues and 
environmental considerations are taken into account.  This means that the proposal is not based 
on robust and credible evidence.” 
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2.3   In relation to our concerns about the issue of air quality, we wish to draw the Inspector’s 
attention to an article with the title “3,000 schools face threat of toxic diesel” which was published 
(with two graphics) in the Sunday Times on 11 October 2015.  This article is appended below. 
 
 
3.  Conclusion 
 
3.1   We ask the Inspector to consider the issues mentioned above during the Examination in 
Public, and to include them in his assessment of whether the proposal to allocate a site for a new 
school on the former Barclays Sports Ground (Site S-EAL4) is appropriate and deliverable. 
  
 
Anthony Lewis (Representor no PFS/PV67) 
on behalf of the Ealing Cricket Ground Conservation Area Panel 
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11 October 2015 
 

3,000 schools face threat of toxic diesel 
 

Josh Boswell and Jonathan Leake 

 
UP TO 3,000 British schools are sited in areas with potentially dangerous levels of air pollution, a 

Sunday Times investigation has revealed.  

 

The schools are all at locations where annual emissions of nitrogen dioxide (NO2) gas from diesel 

vehicles, trains or industry exceed 25 tons a square kilometre  ̶  six times the national average, 

according to an analysis of data released by the Department for Environment, Food and Rural 

Affairs (Defra).  

 
Some are far worse.  More than 200 tons of NO2 are released annually around Pippins Primary 

School, close to Heathrow airport and a big motorway junction.  Slough council wants a speed limit 

on the M4 to cut emissions.  

 

Similarly, about 50 tons of NO2 are emitted around Tinsley Nursery Infant School and Tinsley 

Meadows Primary School, South Yorkshire.  Both lie within 50 yards of the M1, close to junction 

34.  Sheffield council has deemed the location so unsafe that later this year the schools will be the 

first in the UK to be shut because of air pollution.  Pupils will move to a new site.  

 

What Defra’s data shows is that the number of schools in areas with similarly dangerous pollution 

levels could be far higher than realised.  

http://www.thesundaytimes.co.uk/sto/
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The finding emerges from the National Atmospheric Emissions Inventory, Defra’s pollution 

database.  

 

Its computers estimate the NO2 emitted in each square kilometre of the UK by measuring the 

density of roads, rail and industry.  Although the inventory does not measure the concentration of 

NO2 in the air, it is a strong indicator of potentially high levels.  In some cases, The Sunday Times 

has been able to use readings of NO2 levels from monitoring stations to confirm high levels.  

 

The Defra data suggests that 38% of the UK’s NO2 emissions are released into just 2% of its land 

area, creating potentially dangerous hotspots.  By plotting this against the locations of England’s 

20,000 state schools, we have identified up to 3,000 which lie within the most heavily polluted 

areas.  

 

One of the worst affected schools is St Helen’s Catholic Primary School, in Brixton, south London, 

where the A23 and other trunk roads release 45 tons of NO2 a year, according to Defra’s data.  

A nearby monitoring station confirms the hazard, showing that levels averaged 153 micrograms of 

NO2 per cubic metre of air (mcg/m)  ̶  nearly four times the EU limit.  Last week alone daytime 

levels regularly exceeded 250mcg.  

 

A mother of two pupils said: “One of my kids has asthma and the other has eczema.  It’s quite 

strange if your child doesn’t have asthma.”  

 

Bess Herbert, who lives nearby and has two children at local schools, said the area was blighted by 

traffic fumes.  “It affects kids’ lung development; they’re breathing toxic air every day.”  

 

The situation is similar for the children at Langley Primary School in Sandwell, West Midlands, 

next to junction 2 of the M5, which Defra’s data suggests sees 46 tons of NO2 emitted each year.  

Yvonne Davies, a Sandwell councillor and cabinet member for adult social care and health, said 

many pupils had asthma.  “The fumes from this motorway cause inflammation of the airways and 

worsen breathing for everyone.”  

 

Scientists at King’s College London have found that hundreds of schools in the capital lie in areas 

where NO2 levels breach the 40mcg EU limit, averaged over a year, above which air is deemed 

unhealthy.  

 

Frank Kelly, professor of environmental health at King’s College which maintains the capital’s air 

quality monitoring network, said:  “It is clear that children attending very many schools are 

breathing polluted air for all the years they are a pupil.”  

 

Not all pollution hotspots are caused by roads.  Defra’s data suggests that 334 tons of NO2 are 

released each year in the air around Moat Community College, Leicester, among the highest of any 

English school.  One likely source is diesel locomotives in the adjacent train depot and train station.  

 

Brian Killeen, the school’s principal, said he would like to see actual measurements:  “We do have 

some severely asthmatic staff and students.  Many children come from nearby so they also live in a 

polluted area.”  

 

Defra and the Department for Education said schools were responsible for protecting children from 

air pollution.  “Schools must have a health-and-safety policy for which the head teacher is 

responsible,” said Defra.  
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Killeen said:  “We will do all we can to protect staff and students but it is beyond the power of any 

head teacher to deal with air pollution on their own.”  

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
http://nuk-tnl-deck-prod-static.s3-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/projects/903ce9225fca3e988c2af215d4e544d3.html 

http://nuk-tnl-deck-prod-static.s3-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/projects/903ce9225fca3e988c2af215d4e544d3.html
http://nuk-tnl-deck-prod-static.s3-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/projects/903ce9225fca3e988c2af215d4e544d3.html



