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Transport for London (TfL)/Ealing Council Statement of Common Ground 

Regula�on 19 Ealing Local Plan, October 2024 

 

The table below sets out the principal outstanding maters arising from Transport for London’s (TfL) representa�ons on Ealing Council’s Regula�on 19 Local 
Plan consulta�on and Ealing Council’s responses and suggested modifica�ons. 
 
It should be noted that Ealing Council’s Local Plan does not replicate London Plan Policies.  The policies within Ealing Council’s Local Plan must be read in 
conjunc�on with the London Plan (2021) which forms part of Ealing Council’s Development Plan.  Local Plan policies have been dra�ed in such a way that 
they follow on directly from policies set out within the London Plan and therefore do not duplicate London Plan policies.   

Note: new text is shown by underlining. Deleted text is shown by strikethrough.  

  

Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

Figure 2.2  The map could be revised and 
updated to show proposed Lionel Rd 
WLO Sta�on (which is missing) and 
remove proposed Kew Bridge sta�on  

 

Accepted Amend Figure 2.2 to show proposed 
Lionel Road WLO sta�on and remove 
proposed Kew Bridge sta�on 

Agreed 

SP2 To ensure soundness and consistency 
with the London Plan explicit support 
should be given in Policy SP2 to car 
free development which will be 
necessary to reduce car ownership 
and use, and to achieve the Mayor’s 
mode share targets.  
 
If support for car free development is 
included, we maintain our broad 
support for SP2.2 part B (as amended) 

Accepted in part. 
 
Ealing is not keen to put 
figures/targets in a policy when these 
could be out of date with the next 
London Plan review.  
 
  

Amend SP 2.2 b (v) to read: 
 
“Reducing the number of motor 
vehicle trips in and through Ealing in 
line with targets for sustainable 
modes, and suppor�ng low-car and 
car-free development where 
appropriate.”   
 
A�er 3.20 in suppor�ng text, add 
new para:  

Agreed 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

although we advise that part (v) 
‘Reducing the number of motor 
vehicle trips in and through Ealing’ 
should include the agreed mode share 
target for sustainable transport of 76% 
by 2041 (an increase from 63% in 
2021) which sets out the scale of the 
challenge in reducing car travel.  

 
“Car free development should be the 
star�ng point for all development 
proposals, and this will help 
contribute towards targets that aim 
to reduce the number of motor 
vehicle trips in and through the 
borough and increasing the mode 
share for more sustainable forms of 
transport.”    
 

SP3  We reiterate our comment that 
‘reducing car use and suppor�ng car 
free development’ are essen�al 
precondi�ons to ‘tackling conges�on’ 
and should be included in Part A and 
that the Policy should include a 
commitment to adop�ng the Healthy 
Streets Approach and Vision Zero.  
 
In addi�on, a key element in figh�ng 
inequality and delivering a vibrant 
night-�me economy as outlined in the 
individual Town Plans, is the inclusion 
of women and girls in the design 
process and ensuring they feel safe 
when moving around at all �mes of 
day and night, in line with the Mayor’s 
strategy to eliminate Violence Against 
Women and Girls (VAWG). To this 
end, TfL recommends that reference 

Accepted in part. 
 
London Plan Policy T2 - Healthy 
Streets forms part of Ealing’s 
Development plan and requires 
considera�on of healthy streets.  
 
Para 3.9.4 in suppor�ng text to 
London Plan Policy D8 Public Realm 
also refers to the Healthy Streets 
Approach.  
 
Vision Zero is referenced in London 
Plan suppor�ng text 10.2.4 and 10.2.8 
and we see no need to further repeat 
London Plan policy in Ealing’s Local 
Plan. 
 
However, we are willing to add 
references to adop�ng the Mayor’s 

Amend Policy SP3.3 B to read: 
 
“Improving air quality and tackling 
conges�on to improve respiratory 
health by reducing car use and 
suppor�ng car free development 
where appropriate.”  
 
A�er Para 3.41 in suppor�ng text 
add new para:  
“Poor air quality is a major issue and 
has direct impacts on health, quality 
of life and life expectancy. The 
council is commited to improving air 
quality and has set out 
comprehensive requirements in the 
Ealing Air Quality Strategy 2022-2030 
and Ealing Air Quality Ac�on Plan 
2022-2027 (or their subsequent 
update). The council will also adopt 

Agreed  
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

to the Mayor’s VAWG strategy in this 
policy and that it highlights the need 
for inclusion of women and girls at 
consulta�on and design stages, and 
use of tools such as night-�me ac�ve 
travel zone assessments to iden�fy 
where interven�ons are needed. 
 
Design guidance such as GLA’s Safety 
in Public Spaces: Women, Girls and 
Diverse People should be referenced.  
 
 

Healthy Streets Strategy and Vision 
Zero in suppor�ng text.  
 
 

the Mayor’s Healthy Streets 
Approach and Vision Zero.” 
 
A�er Para 3.38 in suppor�ng text 
add new para: 
“Inclusive design is indivisible from 
good design and helps ensure the 
diverse needs of Ealing’s local 
communi�es are met. For example,  
by including women and girls in the 
design process helps ensure they feel 
safe when moving around at all 
�mes of day and night. Design 
guidance such as GLA’s Safety in 
Public Spaces: Women, Girls and 
Diverse People should be adhered 
to.” 
 

SP4  To ensure soundness and consistency 
with the London Plan explicit support 
should be given in Policy SP4 to car 
free development which will be 
necessary to deliver Good Growth 
(SP4.1) to reduce reliance on the car 
(SP4.1 part B) and ensure that the 
most efficient use of land is made so 
that development on sites is 
op�mised (SP4.1 part C).  
If support for car free development is 
included, we maintain our broad 
support for SP4.1 part B and C (as 

This has been covered by suggested 
amendments to Policy SP3.3 B – see 
above. 
 
Ealing believes that there is no need to 
repeat London Plan, which is part of 
Ealing’s Development Plan, or Local 
Plan policies.  
 
Ealing is commited to protec�ng and 
enhancing exis�ng public transport 
infrastructure and believe the best 

Amend Policy SP2 as follows: 
 
A�er B. (iii) add:   
 
“(iv) Protec�ng and enhancing 
exis�ng public transport 
infrastructure.” 

Agreed 



4 
 

Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

amended). 
  
To ensure soundness and consistency 
with the London Plan the Policy 
should provide protec�on for exis�ng 
ac�ve travel and public transport 
infrastructure in line with Policy T3 of 
the London Plan and the Sustainable 
Transport, Walking and Cycling 
London Plan Guidance. This should 
include opera�onal rail infrastructure, 
bus stops and stands, drivers facili�es, 
bus sta�ons and bus garages.  
 
If protec�on for exis�ng transport 
infrastructure is included, we maintain 
our broad support for SP4.1 part G (as 
amended) including references to the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan and 
schedule (part G (ii)) and the inten�on 
to create a new framework for 
nego�a�ons on planning obliga�ons 
(part G (iii)). We note inclusion of the 
Bren�ord to Southall line in part G (i).  
 

place to include this commitment is in 
Policy SP2: Tackling the climate crisis.  
 

Table SS1 We welcome inclusion of a table 
showing borough wide infrastructure 
schemes, although we recommend 
that ‘Suppor�ng and inves�ng in 
public transport across the borough’ is 
expanded to the following:  

Accepted   
 
 
 
 
 

In Table SS1, make the following 
amendments: 
 
In first instance of ‘Infrastructure 
Type’ - ‘Public Transport’ - amend 

Agreed 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

 
‘Suppor�ng and inves�ng in public 
transport including bus capacity, 
access and infrastructure across the 
borough.’  
 
The infrastructure provider should be 
amended to clarify that development 
contribu�ons will be expected where 
jus�fied. This would be consistent 
with the entries for step free access 
and West London Orbital. The three 
ac�ve travel entries should also 
include references to development 
contribu�ons.  
 

the ‘Infrastructure Scheme’ wording 
as follows: 
 
“Suppor�ng and inves�ng in public 
transport including bus capacity, 
access and infrastructure across the 
borough.”  
 
In second instance of ‘Infrastructure 
Type’ - ‘Public Transport’ – amend 
third column as follows: 
 
“TfL/Development contribu�ons will 
be expected where jus�fied/SFA 
funding” 
 
Add “Developer contribu�ons” as an 
Infrastructure Provider to all ‘Ac�ve 
Travel’ entries.  
 

3.37/  
Figure SS3  

We reiterate comments about 
showing the exis�ng North London 
line (London Overground) and the 
Bren�ord to Southall line on the key 
diagram (figure SS3)  
 

Accept inclusion of Bren�ord-Southall 
link to support Table SS1.  
 
We do not accept inclusion of NLL 
(London Overground).   
Figure SS3 is a diagramma�c 
illustra�on, and the relevant sta�ons 
(Acton Central and South Acton) are 
shown. The London Overground is 
shown on Figure 2.3 which provides 
context. 

Amend Figure SS3 to include 
Bren�ord- Southall Link   

Agreed 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

Figure A1  
 

We reiterate comments that WLO 
service/sta�ons should be removed 
from this exis�ng context map due to 
the status of the proposed scheme.  
 

Accepted  Amend Figure A1 by removing 
London Overground symbol from Old 
Oak Common Victoria Road Sta�on 
in the OPDC (greyed out) area.  

Agreed 

Figure A2  
 

We reiterate our comment that the 
proposed WLO route should be shown 
(under the new heading �tle). The 
exis�ng North London line 
Overground service also does not 
appear with an orange line on this 
map as the key would indicate, and 
other lines such as the Elizabeth line 
do not appear with the colour 
according to the key.  
 
Bollo Lane is shown as a proposed 
primary ac�ve travel route, however, 
one of the level railway crossings on 
this street is proposed to be closed to 
accommodate addi�onal trains with 
the WLO service.  
 
While pedestrian/cycling/step-free 
access is planned to be maintained 
across the crossing, this should be 
duly considered in the spa�al strategy 
development. The specific 
infrastructure (eg, footbridge, ramps, 
li�s) has yet to be defined.  

Accepted 
   
Bollo Lane is included in the Cycling 
Strategy but not as a primary travel 
route.  We want to maintain ac�ve 
travel access across the level crossing 
and suggest adding this to Table A1.   

Amend Figure A2 as follows: 
 
- Add WLO route to map.  
 
- Show London Overground as an 
orange line  
 
-show correct colour for Elizabeth 
Line in the Key.  
 
Amend Table A1 as follows:  
 
In Infrastructure Scheme “West 
London Orbital” add:  
 
“Maintain ac�ve travel connec�vity 
across Bollo Lane.”  

Agreed 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

A1 – Acton 
Spa�al 
Strategy 

We reiterate comments made in 
response to the Regula�on 18 
consulta�on regarding developer 
contribu�ons towards West London 
Orbital and North Acton sta�on; and 
the reten�on and enhancement of bus 
infrastructure.  
 
It should also be noted that some 
currently unused TfL/Network Rail 
land alongside exis�ng rail routes will 
be required to accommodate the 
West London Orbital and so may not 
be available for permanent wildlife 
corridors.  
 
 
 
 

North Acton falls within the OPDC, 
which is its Local Planning Authority 
responsible for planning maters, 
including plan making and has its own 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan. However 
developer contribu�ons from sites 
benefi�ng from the West London 
Orbital and North Acton sta�on will be 
required.   
 
Detail about buses in Reg 18 rep not 
accepted. This is far too detailed to be 
included in the Local Plan and is 
covered by a generic reference in 
Table SS1, however we suggest 
amending Policy SP2 to include the 
protec�on and enhancement of 
exis�ng public transport infrastructure 
 
Accept suggested amendment to A1 
Part I (iv).  
 

Amend Policy SP2 to include the 
protec�on and enhancement of 
exis�ng public transport 
infrastructure (see SP4 above).  
 
Amend A1 Part I (iv) as follows: 
 
“Making produc�ve use of unused 
TfL and Na�onal Rail land alongside 
railway routes to support a non-
publicly accessible wildlife corridor 
except when land is required for 
opera�onal or development 
purposes” 
 
 

Agreed  

4.1.24 The reference in the final sentence 
should be corrected to refer to 
proposed West London Orbital 
sta�ons at Acton Central and South 
Acton rather than Acton Town.   

Accepted  Amend Para 4.1.24 as follows: 
 
“….and proposed West London 
Orbital Sta�ons at Acton Town Acton 
Central and South Acton.” 
 

Agreed 

Table A1 North Acton sta�on improvements 
should be added to the infrastructure 
delivery schedule with the 

As discussed, Ealing Council as a Local 
Planning Authority is not able to make 

 Noted and 
accepted 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

infrastructure providers listed as 
OPDC/TfL/Development contribu�ons  
 

specific provision for infrastructure 
outside its boundaries.  
Representa�ons made by OPDC on 
Ealing’s Reg 19 Local Plan point out in 
several places that clarifica�on is 
needed where infrastructure, sites or 
policies fall within the OPDC area.  
 
This means that although we can 
men�on, for example, suppor�ng 
infrastructure in the OPDC area, 
through development contribu�ons, 
we cannot list them as our 
infrastructure projects.   
 
The excep�on to this is the North 
Acton Gyratory, which has been 
included because although it falls 
within the OPDC area, Ealing Council 
in this case is the highways authority. 
 

 
 

A6 – North 
Acton and 
Park Royal  
 

We reiterate our Regula�on 18 
comments that a commitment to 
upgrading North Acton sta�on should 
be included in the policy. 
 
For completeness it is important that 
reference is made to North Acton 
sta�on improvements because it 
serves residents and business within 

We cannot make specific provision for 
infrastructure outside the Ealing LPA. 
This would come under the 
jurisdic�on of the OPDC who would 
not support policy- making by us 
beyond the commitments towards 
working collabora�vely in Policy A6. 
 
In their representa�ons and through 
Duty to Co- operate, OPDC has 

Amend the name of Policy A6 to 
“Cross boundary working with 
OPDC” and add the following text to 
A: “To work collaboratively with the 
Old Oak and Park Royal 
Development Corporation (OPDC) 
and other key stakeholders along the 
border with North Acton and Park 
Royal” 

Noted and 
accepted 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

the area covered by Ealing as planning 
authority. 
 
Contribu�ons have been secured 
towards sta�on improvements by 
Ealing from developments such as 
Cloister Corner which are within the 
catchment of the sta�on and it is 
important that the Local Plan is clear 
that this will con�nue. We suggest 
that the following point is added to 
Policy A6: ‘secure funding towards 
public transport improvements 
including at North Acton sta�on which 
serves a catchment extending beyond 
the OPDC boundary.’ 
 
  
 

requested we amend the name of 
Policy A6 to “Cross boundary working 
with OPDC” and add the following text 
to A: “To work collaboratively with the 
Old Oak and Park Royal Development 
Corporation (OPDC) and other key 
stakeholders along the border with 
North Acton and Park Royal” 
 
OPDC’s reasoning is that a policy 
en�tled North Acton and Park Royal is 
confusing for readers as the majority 
of these loca�ons sit wholly within the 
OPDC area. The policy has a different 
role to the other area specific policies 
as its focus is on collabora�on 
commitments and not the 
development of land.  
The suggested policy amendment will 
reflect the collabora�on between the 
two LPAs.   
 
OPDC fully supports the inten�on of 
the policy wording regarding 
collabora�on between OPDC, Ealing 
and other key stakeholders to address 
severance and coordina�on of 
development and infrastructure close 
to the OPDC boundary. 
 
Given the posi�on of OPDC on this 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

issue, we do not feel comfortable 
including North Acton Sta�on within 
the policy, but will con�nue to include 
the need for developer contribu�ons 
towards the sta�on upgrading for sites 
within the vicinity of North Acton 
Sta�on.   
 

01AC – Acton 
Gateway 
Morrisons; 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al and retail development in 
PTAL 5-6 or metropolitan/major town 
centres to be car free and Policy T6.1A 
states that the more restric�ve 
standard will apply.  
To reflect the site PTAL of up to 5 and 
to ensure consistency with the London 
Plan, the design principles should be 
reworded to state that ‘Residen�al 
uses should be car free’.  
 
The London Plan also requires retail 
uses in PTAL 5-6 to be car free. The 
design principle ‘Provide an 
appropriate quantum of car parking 
for other uses in this town centre 
loca�on and consider u�lising 
underground parking u�lised [sic], if 

Accepted  
 
 

Reword the 12th Design Principle as 
follows:    
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 
“Residen�al and retail uses should 
be car free.” 
 
Replace the 13th Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Provide an appropriate quantum of 
car parking for other uses in this 
town centre loca�on and consider 
u�lising underground parking 
u�lised, if viable.” 
underground parking u�lised, if 
viable.” 
 

Agreed 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

viable’ should either be removed or 
reworded to state that ‘Retail uses 
should be car free’.  
Any limited public car parking to serve 
the town centre as a whole would 
need to be clearly jus�fied.  
 

“Considera�on will be given to the 
provision of a limited amount of 
public car parking if it is jus�fied as 
necessary to serve the wider town 
centre including disabled persons’ 
parking and rapid EV charging 
facili�es in line with London Plan 
parking policies.” 
 

03AC Ealing 
Common 
Depot  
 

We reiterate comments that 
opera�onal transport infrastructure 
on the site must be protected or 
appropriately relocated subject to 
agreement with TfL to ensure 
consistency with London Plan Policy 
T3 and London Plan guidance.  
 
To ensure consistency with the 
London Plan a design principle should 
be added to require car free 
residen�al development given the site 
PTAL of up to 5.  
 

Accepted 
 
The site’s PTAL is 3-5 so en�rely car 
free may be challenging, however we 
accept the requirement.   

Amend 3rd design principle as 
follows:  
 
“Opera�onal transport infrastructure 
must either be protected on site or 
appropriately relocated subject to 
agreement with Transport for 
London. Relocate Reloca�ng 
engineering and maintenance 
func�ons would to realise the full 
poten�al of the site. 
 
Add a new design principle as 
follows: 
 
“Residen�al development should be 
car free.”   
 

Agreed 

Figure E1  
 

We reiterate the comment made in 
response to the Regula�on 18 
consulta�on that the exis�ng context 
should not show a London 

Accepted  Delete London Overground route 
from map 

Agreed 
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Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

Overground route via the Dudding Hill 
line even though this line is shown as 
greyed-out background.  
 

Table E1  
 

We note the infrastructure scheme 
‘Ra�onalisa�on of bus stopping 
arrangements in Ealing Town centre, 
Broadway Haven, Green Area.’ 
However the ra�onalisa�on of bus 
stopping arrangements has already 
been implemented and there is no 
scope for further ra�onalisa�on so 
any further changes should be to 
improve exis�ng facili�es for buses. 
The entry should be reworded as 
‘Improvement of bus stopping and 
standing arrangements in Ealing town 
centre, Broadway and Haven Green 
area’.  
 
The infrastructure provider is correctly 
listed as TfL but it will also require the 
involvement and support of Ealing 
Council as local highway authority. As 
such, Ealing Council should be added.  
 

Accepted  Amend Table E1 2nd column, 8th row 
as follows: 
 
“Improvement Ra�onalisa�on of bus 
stopping and standing arrangements 
in Ealing town centre, Broadway and 
Haven Green area.” 
 
Amend 3rd column, 8th row as 
follows: 
 
“TfL /Ealing Council” 

Agreed 

01EA - 
Broadway 
Connec�on & 
Arcadia 

The London Plan requires all 
residen�al and retail development in 
PTAL 5-6 and residen�al development 
in metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free. A design principle 

Accepted  Add a new Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“Residen�al and retail uses should 
be car free.” 

Agreed 
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Reference/ 
Policy 

Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

Shopping 
Centre  
 

should be added to state that 
‘Residen�al and retail uses should be 
car free’.  
The following contextual 
considera�on should be amended as 
shown to highlight the importance of 
safety:  
‘Movement around and through the 
site is a key considera�on as well as 
managing complex servicing 
requirements on and adjacent to the 
busy Uxbridge Road. Development 
should create permeable and safe 
pedestrian links and public spaces 
within the urban block away from 
surrounding traffic movements'.  
The following design principle should 
also be amended as shown: ‘Carefully 
consider the movement hierarchy for 
the site, integra�ng servicing internally 
where possible and avoiding blank 
frontages. Ensure the pedestrian 
network is atrac�ve, safe and 
perceived to be safe at all �mes, and 
well-integrated with ‘desire lines’ 
between Ealing Broadway Sta�on and 
the rest of the town centre. Improve 
routes around the site, lining these 
with ac�ve frontage and set back the 
building line where necessary to 
address pinch points.'  

 
Amend Contextual Considera�ons 
2nd bullet point as follows:  
 
“Movement around and through the 
site is a key considera�on as well as 
managing complex servicing 
requirements on and adjacent to the 
busy Uxbridge Road. Development 
should create permeable and safe 
pedestrian links and public spaces 
within the urban block away from 
surrounding traffic movements.” 
 
Amend 2nd Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Carefully consider the movement 
hierarchy for the site, integra�ng 
servicing internally where possible 
and avoiding blank frontages. Ensure 
the pedestrian network is atrac�ve, 
safe and perceived to be safe at all 
�mes…where necessary to address 
pinch points.” 
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02EA - Ealing 
Broadway 
Shopping 
Centre & 
Crystal House  
 

The PTAL should be corrected – no 
part of the site is PTAL 0.  
[TfL acknowledged issues with 
WebCat tool and suggest amending 
PTAL ra�ng to read 5 – 6a]. 
  
We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. The London Plan also requires 
retail uses in PTAL 5-6 to be car free. 
To reflect the site PTAL of up to 6a and 
the loca�on in Ealing metropolitan 
centre, and to ensure consistency with 
the London Plan, the design principle 
should be reworded to state that 
‘Residen�al and retail uses should be 
car free’.  
 

There seems to be a technical glitch 
here. We used TfL’s WebCat tool to 
assess PTAL for all sites.  Is it possible 
that the tool’s scale does not allow 
very detailed analysis?  WebCat shows 
some parts of the site as 0 PTAL and 
others 1a PTAL, alongside PTALs 6a 
and 6b (screen shot to be provided 
separately).  
 
Notwithstanding, Ealing would be 
happy to amend the site’s PTAL ra�ng 
in accordance with TfL’s advice.   
 
Accept rewording of Design Principle, 
however awai�ng confirma�on of 
range of PTAL for site.   

Amend PTAL ra�ng to read “5 – 6a” 
 
Amend second last Design Principle 
as follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
retail uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 

Agreed 
 

03EA – 
Sandringham 
Mews  
 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 

Accepted  Amend last Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
retail uses should be car free 

Agreed 
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Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. The London Plan also requires 
retail uses in PTAL 5-6 to be car free. 
To reflect the site PTAL of up to 6a and 
the loca�on in Ealing metropolitan 
centre, and to ensure consistency with 
the London Plan, the design principle 
should be reworded to state that 
‘Residen�al and retail uses should be 
car free’.  
 

development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 

04EA – 
Eastern 
Gateway  
 

As per 03EA - Sandringham Mews 
above  

Accepted  Amend last Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
retail uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 

05EA – 
Perceval 
House  
 

As per 03EA – Sandringham Mews 
above  

Accepted, however no retail uses are 
being proposed.   
 
   

Amend last Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al uses 
should be car free development 
given the town centre loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 
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06EA – 49-69 
Uxbridge Road  
 

As per 03EA – Sandringham Mews 
above 

Accepted, however no retail uses are 
being proposed.  The proposed uses 
include commercial.  

Amend second last Design Principle 
as follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
commercial uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 

09EA – 66-86 
Broadway, 
West Ealing  
 

As per 03EA – Sandringham Mews 
above 

Accepted  Amend second last Design Principle 
as follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
retail uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 

10EA – 59-65 
Broadway, 
West Ealing 
(Lidl)  
 

As per 03EA – Sandringham Mews 
above 

Accepted  Amend second last Design Principle 
as follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
retail uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 

11EA – 
Sainsburys & 
Library, West 
Ealing  

As per 03EA – Sandringham Mews 
above 

Accepted Amend second last Design Principle 
as follows:  
 

Agreed 



17 
 

Reference/ 
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Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

 “Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
retail uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 

12EA – 
Chignell Place, 
West Ealing  
 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. To reflect the loca�on in Ealing 
metropolitan centre and to ensure 
consistency with the London Plan, the 
design principle should be reworded 
to state that ‘Residen�al uses should 
be car free’.  
 

Accepted, however the proposed use 
includes retail, commercial, 
community and leisure.   
 
 

Amend last Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al, 
commercial and retail uses should be 
car free development given the town 
centre loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 

13EA -99-113 
Broadway, 
West Ealing  
 

The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. To reflect the loca�on in Ealing 
metropolitan centre and to ensure 
consistency with the London Plan, a 
design principle should be added to 

Accepted, however the proposed use 
includes retail, which is reflected in 
the suggested new Design Principle.   

Add new Design Principle:  
 
“Residen�al and retail uses should 
be car free.” 

Agreed 
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state that ‘Residen�al uses should be 
car free’.  
 

14EA - 
Western 
Gateway, 131–
141 Broadway, 
West Ealing  
 

As per 12EA – Chignell Place, West 
Ealing  

Accepted, however the proposed use 
includes retail, which is reflected in 
the suggested new Design Principle.  
 
 

Amend last Design Principle:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
retail uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 

15EA – 
Waitrose, 
West Ealing  
 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. To reflect the site PTAL of up to 
5 and the loca�on in Ealing 
metropolitan centre, and to ensure 
consistency with the London Plan, the 
design principle should be reworded 
to state that ‘Residen�al uses should 
be car free’.  
The London Plan also requires retail 
uses in PTAL 5-6 to be car free. 
Although we support the inten�on of 
the design requirement ‘Incorporate 

Accepted, however we would prefer to 
leave detailed arrangements for 
vehicle access to the planning 
applica�on stage.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Amend 12th Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any rResiden�al 
development uses should be car free 
given the town centre loca�on.” 
 
Amend 13th Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate car free shopper 
parking for replacement food 
store/supermarket. Retail uses, 
including any re-provided 
supermarket/food store should be 
car-free.” 

Suggested 
changes to 
12th and 13th 
design 
principles 
accepted. 
 
Comments 
regarding 
detailed 
arrangements 
for vehicle 
access are 
noted.  
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Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

car free shopper parking for 
replacement food store/supermarket’ 
to restrict retail car parking this could 
be misinterpreted and so we strongly 
recommend that the following 
wording is adopted to avoid 
ambiguity: ‘Retail uses, including any 
re-provided supermarket/food store 
should be car-free'.  
 
We note that one of the design 
principles is ‘Provide vehicular access 
to the rear of the site and along the 
railway tracks.' TfL has concerns about 
the proposed vehicle access strategy 
in the current planning applica�on and 
recommends that all the requirements 
for vehicle access are set out clearly in 
the design principles.  
 
 

 
 

16EA – West 
Ealing Sta�on 
Approach  
 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’  
The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 

Accepted  Amend final Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al 
development and retail uses should 
be car free given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 
 

Agreed 
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that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply.  
The London Plan also requires retail 
uses in PTAL 5-6 to be car free. To 
reflect the site PTAL of up to 5 and the 
loca�on in Ealing metropolitan centre, 
and to ensure consistency with the 
London Plan, the design principle 
should be reworded to state that 
‘Residen�al and retail uses should be 
car free’.  
 
The design principle ‘Incorporate 
sa�sfactory off-street servicing and 
delivery arrangements for new or 
replacement commercial uses’ should 
be amended as shown because 
servicing for residen�al uses should 
also be off street.  
 

Amend 5th Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate sa�sfactory off-street 
servicing and delivery arrangements 
for new or replacement commercial 
uses.” 

19EA Gurnell 
Leisure Centre  
 

Although we welcome the following 
design principle it should be amended 
as shown to reflect ongoing 
discussions: ‘Provide vehicle access to 
on site servicing and a coach drop off 
facility within the site from Ruislip 
Road East’.  
 
We also recommend another design 
principle is added to reflect ongoing 
discussions: ‘Minimise car parking and 

Accepted  Amend final Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“Provide vehicle access to onsite 
servicing and a coach drop off facility 
within the site from Ruislip Road 
East.”  
Add the following new Design 
Principle:  
 

Agreed 
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promote sustainable travel for the 
leisure centre and proposed 
residen�al development and provide 
public realm improvements on Ruislip 
Road’  
 

“Minimise car parking and promote 
sustainable travel for the leisure 
centre and proposed residen�al 
development and provide public 
realm improvements on Ruislip 
Road.” 

01GR - 
Greenford 
Hall, 
Methodist 
Church, 
former Police 
Sta�on, 
former Clinic 
& Greenford 
Library 

As per 12EA – Chignell Place, West 
Ealing 

Accepted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Amend last Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al uses 
should be car free development 
given the town centre loca�on.” 

Agreed 

02GR - 
Greenford 
Broadway Car 
Park  
 

We note the design requirement 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. The London Plan also requires 
retail uses in PTAL 5-6 to be car free. 
To reflect the site PTAL of up to 5 and 
to ensure consistency with the London 
Plan, the design principle should be 

Accepted 
 
However, given that the nearest train 
sta�on is a 30 minutes’ walk and 
parking is already difficult in Greenford 
Town centre, a ‘car free’ policy will 
mean that new residents/visitors will 
just park illegally – which is already a 
major problem in the town centre.  
 
 
 

Replace the 4th design principle with 
the following: 
 
“Residen�al and retail uses should 
be car free given the site PTAL of 5.” 
 
Replace 8th design principle with the 
following:  
 
“Considera�on will be given to the 
provision of a limited amount of 
public car parking if it is jus�fied as 
necessary to serve the wider town 
centre including, disabled persons’ 
parking and rapid EV charging 

Agreed 
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Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

reworded to state that ‘Residen�al 
and retail uses should be car free’.  
 
We note the design requirement 
‘Consider reten�on of short stay public 
parking.’ Any car parking should be 
public car parking which serves the 
town centre as a whole and must be 
clearly jus�fied in accordance with 
London Plan policies.  
 

facili�es in line with London Plan 
parking policies.” 

05GR – 
Greenwich 
School of 
Management  
 

We welcome the design principle 
‘Create amenity space in the area 
currently used as parking’ although it 
would be helpful to make it clear that 
the exis�ng mul� storey car park 
should be removed as part of any 
(re)development of the site  
 

Accepted  Add a new Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“The exis�ng mul� storey car park 
should be removed as part of any 
redevelopment of the site” 

Agreed 

01HA/HA01 – 
Land to the 
front of Ealing 
Hospital  
 

We reiterate our Reg 18 comments 
about re-providing car parking at 
current levels in the Proposed Use.   
 
Although there are no specific 
standards for hospitals set out in the 
London Plan, we would expect that 
any re-provision of car parking would 
have to be jus�fied on the basis of 
opera�onal requirements or special 
needs eg disabled persons’ parking.  
 

Accepted  Amend second last Design Principle 
as follows:  
 
“Provide new podium car parking for 
both hospital and limited residen�al 
parking.” 
 

Agreed 
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Summary of issues Ealing response Suggested modifica�on TfL response 

 
The design principle ‘Provide new 
podium car parking for both hospital 
and limited residen�al parking’ should 
be amended as shown to refer to 
hospital parking only. It would be 
appropriate to encourage car free/low 
car residen�al development given the 
PTAL of 3-4 in the design principles.  
 

03HA – 
George Street 
Car Park;   
 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ This is appropriate given the 
PTAL of 4. The exis�ng car park should 
not be re-provided.  
 

The proposed use is for a residen�al-
led mixed use scheme for the whole 
site.  There is no sugges�on of re-
providing the exis�ng car park.   

 Noted and 
accepted 

04HA – Site of 
Lidl and 
discount store  
 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ This is appropriate given the 
PTAL of 4. The re-provided 
supermarket should have reduced car 
parking in line with London Plan 
standards.  
 

London Plan parking standards would 
apply for any submited planning 
applica�on. However we accept the 
suggested change to the design 
principle.  

Amend 7th design principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al and retail 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 

N1 – Northolt 
Spa�al 
Strategy  

Reference should be made to the 
provision of step free access at 
Northolt sta�on which is a fully 

Not accepted 
 

 Noted and 
accepted 
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 funded and commited project. 
Development contribu�ons could be 
used to provide access and public 
realm improvements on routes to the 
sta�on to complement this project. 
 

Reference to the provision of step free 
access at Northolt Sta�on is already 
included in Policy N2 (iii) which 
specifically covers the town centre. 
 

Table N1  
 

The entry for ‘White Hart roundabout 
reconfigura�on’ should be removed 
from the table. Although we support 
aspira�ons to regenerate the area 
around the roundabout, changes that 
would be required to TfL highways 
infrastructure to deliver benefits from 
a sustainable transport perspec�ve 
have not been agreed and there is no 
funding currently available to progress 
this project. The site is no longer 
included in the site alloca�ons.  
We note the entry for ‘Introduc�on of 
a mul�-mode transport interchange in 
Northolt, including a bus hub, Northolt 
sta�on (served by the Central line) 
and ac�ve travel improvements.’  
There should be an addi�onal entry 
for ‘Provision of step free access at 
Northolt sta�on’ which is a fully 
funded and commited TfL project.  

Due to the �meframe of the Local Plan 
(15 years) we would like to retain 
some recogni�on of future aspira�ons 
for the reconfigura�on of White Hart 
roundabout.    
 
Reference to the provision of step free 
access at Northolt Sta�on is already 
included in Policy N2 (iii) which 
specifically covers the town centre. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

In Table N1 amend ‘Highways’ row as 
follows:  
 
Second column (Infrastructure 
Scheme):  
 
‘’Inves�gate White Hart roundabout 
reconfigura�on”  
 
Third column (Infrastructure 
Provider):   
 
“TfL Ealing Council “ 
 
 
Fourth column (Delivery Phasing):  
 
“TBC 10 – 15 years” 

Agreed 

01NO/NO01 – 
Car Sales Site 

We note and support the amended 
wording of the Proposed Use which no 
longer refers to reprovision of car 

Accepted  Amend 12th Design Principle as 
follows: 
 

Agreed 
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and Northolt 
leisure centre  
 

parking space. However, we note that 
one of the design principles is ‘Retain 
some car parking on site to service the 
leisure centre’ As previously stated 
‘The site has a PTAL of 4 and any re-
provision of car parking will need to 
take this into account. Although 
parking spaces for disabled users of 
the leisure centre will be needed, 
general car parking is unlikely to be 
jus�fied. 
 
 Promo�on of ac�ve travel would be 
more appropriate.’  
We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ This is appropriate given the 
PTAL of 4.  
 

“Retain some disabled persons’ car 
parking and a small number of ac�ve 
EV charging spaces on site to service 
the leisure centre.”  
 
Add new Design Principle:  
 
“Promote ac�ve travel to the site 
including through developer 
contribu�ons.” 

01PE – BP 
Garage  
 
 

Any changes to access should be 
discussed with TfL and designed to 
minimise the impacts on the A40. 
Given the loca�on on the A40 we 
would like to see support for a car free 
or car lite development added as a 
design principle.  
 

Accepted in part  
 
The site’s PTAL is 3 and it is located 
within a challenging public realm with 
high severance, so we are not sure 
that car free is realis�c here.  On 
reflec�on, it is a poten�ally good site 
for rapid EV charging provision if 
parking is also provided.  
 

Add new design principle as follows: 
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development, with rapid EV charging 
provision.” 
 
Add new design principle as follows:    
 

Agreed 
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 “Any changes to access should be 
discussed with TfL and designed to 
minimise impacts on the A40.” 
 

02PE – Land 
on the south 
side of the 
A40  

As per 01PE – BP Garage above Accepted in part.   
 
The site’s PTAL is 3 and it is located 
within a challenging public realm with 
high severance, so we are not sure 
that car free is realis�c here.  On 
reflec�on, it is a poten�ally good site 
for rapid EV charging provision if 
parking is also provided.  
 
 

Add new design principle as follows: 
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development, with rapid EV charging 
provision.” 
 
Add new design principle as follows:    
 
“Any changes to access should be 
discussed with TfL and designed to 
minimise impacts on the A40.” 
 

Agreed 

04PE – 
Alperton Lane 
South and 
Metroline 
Depot  
 

Although we welcome a reference to 
the bus depot in the contextual 
considera�ons, the wording should be 
amended to make it clear that this is 
an opera�onal bus depot run by 
Metroline and that any alterna�ve site 
will need to be agreed with TfL and 
the operator as follows: ‘The exis�ng 
bus depot capacity and access should 
be retained and improved in line with 
London Plan Policy and London Plan 
Guidance unless a suitable alterna�ve 
loca�on for the bus garage is agreed 
with TfL/the operator and is 

Accepted  Amend 4th bullet point of Contextual 
Considera�ons as follows: 
 
“The exis�ng TfL bus depot capacity 
and access should be retained and 
improved in line with London Plan 
Policy and London Plan Guidance 
unless or a suitable alterna�ve 
loca�on found for the bus garage is 
agreed with TfL/the operator and is 
opera�onal before any 
redevelopment of the site.’ 

Agreed 
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opera�onal before any 
redevelopment of the site.’  
 

Table S1  
 

Although we support the ‘Aspira�on 
to improve bus connec�vity in 
Southall’ this should also refer to 
measures to assist buses, including 
provision of bus infrastructure. 
Development contribu�ons should be 
added as a source of funding for both 
bus services and bus infrastructure 
improvements.  
 

Accepted  Amend Table S1 ‘Ac�ve Travel’ row 
as follows: 
 
2nd column (Infrastructure Scheme): 
 
“Aspira�on to improve bus 
connec�vity including provision of 
bus infrastructure in Southall”  
 
3rd column (Infrastructure Provider):  
 
“TfL/Developer contribu�ons” 
 

Agreed 

S4 – West 
Southall  
 

Although we support part ii ‘Improving 
bus and ac�ve travel measures to 
increase permeability and enhancing 
the public realm between the site, the 
town centre, Southall Sta�on, and the 
Grand Union Canal including upgraded 
canal towpaths’, this should be 
expanded to refer to improved 
connec�vity to des�na�ons across the 
boundary in Hillingdon.  
 
If Southall major centre is extended to 
include parts of the Green Quarter 
site, London Plan policy will require all 
residen�al development proposals 

Accepted   
 
The Southall Major Town Centre 
boundary is unchanged and was 
amended in the last adopted plan, so 
we are in effect implemen�ng that 
por�on of the site where the 
commercial/retail centre will be 
located to the eastern boundary of the 
site alloca�on.  
 
London Plan car parking policies will 
apply to the Town Centre por�on and 
are reflected in the planning 
permission granted by the Mayor.   

Amend S4 (ii) as follows: 
 
“Improving bus and ac�ve travel 
measures to increase permeability 
and enhancing the public realm 
between the site, the town centre, 
Southall Sta�on, and the Grand 
Union Canal including upgraded 
canal towpaths and improving 
connec�vity to des�na�ons in 
Hillingdon.” 
 
Amend Policy S4 (i) as follows: 
 

Agreed 
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within the defined area to be car free. 
London Plan Policy T6.1 requires car 
free residen�al development on all 
sites in metropolitan and major town 
centres. The wording is ambiguous 
and refers to ‘extending and 
complemen�ng Southall major centre’ 
in part I and ‘delivering an extension 
to the Southall major centre’ in part 
VI. This point needs to be clarified so 
that the correct London Plan parking 
policies can be applied to current and 
future applica�ons.  
 

 
The wording refers to Policy S4 (i) and 
we concede that this could give rise to 
confusion. We suggest dele�ng 
"Extending and" so that sentence 
begins "Complemen�ng...." 
 

“Extending and c Complemen�ng 
Southall Major Centre…to strengthen 
its role as a Major Centre.” 

S5 – East 
Southall  
 

We strongly support part vi ‘Ensuring 
that the proposed east-west ac�ve 
travel and public transport route, 
Healum Avenue, is delivered in full to 
connect Havelock Estate to Merrick 
Road and connects with the Merrick 
Road footbridge.’  
However, an op�mal route may not be 
possible unless the Southall site 
alloca�ons include the Honey Monster 
site and specify the need for a new 
road for buses and ac�ve travel to be 
constructed through the site.  
If the Honey Monster site is not 
included, the preferred op�on for the 
proposed Healum Avenue connec�on 
between the Middlesex business 

Please note that the route has been 
included in the Infrastructure Delivery 
Schedule: 
 
“A Council-led scheme for the crea�on 
of a new road, referred to as Healum 
Avenue, which is to provide a 
connec�on between Merrick Road and 
Havelock Road, running through the 
Middlesex Business Centre and the 
former Honey Monster site. The road 
will support improvements to bus 
permeability and ac�ve travel within 
the south-eastern region of Southall. 
The provision of appropriate bus 
infrastructure, designed in accordance 

Amend Table S1 as follows:   
 
In ‘Highways’ row amend 2nd column 
(Infrastructure Scheme) as follows: 
 
“A312 Bulls Bridge roundabout and 
M4 Junc�on 3 mi�ga�on scheme; 
new road, Healum Avenue 
connec�ng Merrick Road  
and Havelock Road, running through 
the Middlesex Business Centre and 
the Former Honey Monster site.” 
 
Amend 3rd column (Infrastructure 
Provider) as follows: 
 

Agreed 
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centre (08SO) and Havelock Estate 
(09SO) may not be delivered in full, 
contrary to part vi of this policy.  
 

with TfL standards, along this route 
will also be required”.   
 
However, it seems that this has been 
missed out of Table S1 in error.   
We suggest adding the proposed road 
to the Highways sec�on of Table S1.  
 

“Developer/Na�onal 
Highways/Developer 
contribu�ons/TfL 

Table S1  
 

‘A312 Bulls Bridge roundabout and M4 
Junc�on 3 mi�ga�on scheme’ should 
also include TfL under infrastructure 
provider.  
‘Aspira�on to improve bus 
connec�vity in Southall’ should also 
include development contribu�ons 
under infrastructure provider.  

Accepted  See above regarding addi�on of TfL 
as Infrastructure Provider.  
 
Amend Table S1 as follows: 
 
In ‘Bus’ row, amend 3rd column 
(Infrastructure Provider) as follows: 
 
“TfL/Developer contribu�ons” 
 

Agreed 

01SO/SO01 – 
Southall 
Crossrail 
Sta�on 
Gurdwara  
 

We note the design requirement 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on but some parking provision 
may be appropriate to improve the 
accessibility of the new Gurdwara.’  
 
The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 

Accepted in part to take into account 
the specific needs of this religious 
community.     

Suggest the following amendment:   
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al 
development should be car free 
given the town centre loca�on but 
some with disabled persons’ parking 
provision.  A minimal amount of non-
residen�al parking, including 
disabled persons’ parking may be 
appropriate to serve the new 
Gurdwara.” 

Agreed 
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apply. To reflect the loca�on in 
Southall major centre and to ensure 
consistency with the London Plan, the 
design principle should be reworded 
to state that ‘Residen�al uses should 
be car free’.  
 

02SO – 
Southall 
Sidings  

We note the design requirement 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. To reflect the loca�on in 
Southall major centre and to ensure 
consistency with the London Plan, the 
design principle should be reworded 
to state that ‘Residen�al uses should 
be car free’.  
 

Accepted  Amend last Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al uses 
should be car free development 
given the town centre loca�on.” 

Agreed 

03SO – Former 
Sor�ng Office 
and Kings Hall 
Methodist 
Church  
 

As per 02SO – Southall Sidings above  Accepted, however the proposed use 
includes community facili�es.  It is 
unclear whether community uses 
should be car free.    

Amend last Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al uses 
should be car free development 
given the town centre loca�on.” 
 

Agreed 
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04SO – 
Southall West 
London 
College  
 

As per 02SO – Southall Sidings above Accepted Amend last Design Principle as 
follows:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al uses 
should be car free development 
given the town centre loca�on.” 
 

 

05SO - 31–45 
South Road & 
Telephone 
Exchange, 
Quality Foods 
& Iceland  
 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. The London Plan also requires 
retail uses in PTAL 5-6 to be car free. 
To reflect the site PTAL of 5 and the 
loca�on in Southall major centre, and 
to ensure consistency with the London 
Plan, the design principle should be 
reworded to state that ‘Residen�al 
and retail uses should be car free’.  
 

Accepted Amend last Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 
retail uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 
 

Agreed 

06SO - 
Fairlawn Hall 
and Science of 
the Soul 
Centre  

As per 05SO - 31–45 South Road & 
Telephone Exchange, Quality Foods & 
Iceland, above 
 

Accepted  Amend last Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any r Residen�al and 

Agreed 
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 retail uses should be car free 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.” 
 

07SO - The 
Limes, 
Maypole 
Court, 
Banque�ng 
Centre, 13 – 
19 The Green  
 

We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.’ The London Plan requires all 
residen�al development in PTAL 5-6 
or metropolitan/major town centres 
to be car free and Policy T6.1A states 
that the more restric�ve standard will 
apply. This is appropriate given the 
site PTAL of up to 4.  
 

Agree that the PTAL for this site is 3 – 
4 and the site is not located within a 
metropolitan or major town centre.   

  

08SO – 
Middlesex 
Business 
Centre  
 

Although the infrastructure 
requirements includes ‘New road and 
highways improvements…’, a new 
design principle should be added as 
follows: ‘A new road through the site 
including suppor�ng bus 
infrastructure should be designed to 
provide access for buses and ac�ve 
travel.’  
 
The Honey Monster site which lies 
between Middlesex business centre 
and Havelock estate will also be 
important for comple�on of the new 
road and should be included as part of 

Accept the inclusion of a new design 
principle. 
 
We do not accept the inclusion of the 
Former Honey Monster site as part of 
the wider boundary of Middlesex 
Business Centre (08SO).   
 
This is because we are not able to add 
a new site or amend a boundary at 
this stage of the Local Plan as it would 
be considered a main modifica�on to 
the plan.  
 

Add the following new Design 
Principle:  
 
“A new road through the site, 
including suppor�ng bus 
infrastructure, should be designed to 
provide access for buses, cycling and 
walking.” 
 

Agreed 
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a wider site alloca�on so that the 
preferred op�on for a proposed bus 
route through the area can be 
delivered. There is a risk that without 
inclusion of the Honey Monster site, 
there will be areas that are beyond the 
400 metres threshold for access to a 
bus service. It could also result in a 
sub-op�mal solu�on to the provision 
of improved bus services to the 
Havelock estate (also see comments 
under policy S5 and site 09SO).  
 

It should be noted that the Former 
Honey Monster site has an extant 
permission that includes the new 
road.  
 
In addi�on, Policy S5: East Southall (vi) 
sets out the requirement to deliver 
Healum Avenue.  

09SO Havelock 
Estate  
 

There are proposals for improved bus 
connec�vity to East Southall and the 
Havelock Estate. For a bus to serve the 
redeveloped Havelock Estate there 
will need to be improvements to roads 
within the site to accommodate buses 
alongside bus infrastructure. Key 
infrastructure requirements should 
therefore include 'Measures to include 
highway improvements and 
suppor�ng infrastructure to enable 
improved permeability by bus'. This 
should also be backed up by including 
a design principle requiring roads to 
provide access for buses and 
suppor�ng bus infrastructure.  
 

Accepted  Amend ‘Key Infrastructure 
Requirements’ as follows: 
 
“Measures to include highway 
improvements and suppor�ng 
infrastructure to improve 
permeability by bus, ac�ve travel 
and green links.” 
 
Add a new Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“New and exis�ng roads should 
provide access for buses and 
suppor�ng bus infrastructure.” 

Agreed 
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10SO -The 
Green  
 

We reiterate Reg 18 comments about 
the Proposed Use including ‘parking’.  
We note the design principle 
‘Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on but some parking provision 
may be appropriate to improve the 
accessibility of any social 
infrastructure provision on site.’  
No/low levels of car parking for 
residen�al development is appropriate 
given the PTAL of up to 4. Although 
disabled persons’ or opera�onal 
parking may be appropriate to 
improve accessibility to social 
infrastructure, general parking should 
be minimised in line with the London 
Plan.  
 

Suggest amending Design Principle to 
emphasise disabled persons’ and 
opera�onal parking 

Amend last Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on but some with appropriate 
disabled persons’ and opera�onal 
parking provision may be 
appropriate to improve the 
accessibility of any to social 
infrastructure provision on site and 
general parking to be minimised in 
line with the London Plan.” 

Agreed 
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11SO The 
Green Quarter 
(Southall 
Gasworks)  
 

Key infrastructure requirements 
should include ac�ve travel and 
Healthy Streets improvements within 
and beyond the site and appropriate 
bus infrastructure (stops, stands, 
turning and drivers’ facili�es) to allow 
bus services to be extended into the 
site. 
 
These requirements should also be 
added as design principles. Reference 
should be made in the design 
principles to the two proposed canal 
crossings and improvements to 
pedestrian underpasses.  
 
The following design principle should 
be amended as shown: 'Ensure that 
the site layout priori�ses pedestrians 
and cyclists, crea�ng a grid of streets 
and pathways that are pleasant to 
use, safe, and perceived to be safe at 
all �mes of the day and night, and 
legible.'  
 
See comment under Policy S4 above. 
Because part of the site is iden�fied as 
being within an extended Southall 
major centre, London Plan parking 
standards will require car free 
residen�al development for any 

Accepted in part.  Some of the 
requested inclusions are too detailed 
for the ‘Key Infrastructure 
Requirements’ sec�on, however we 
will include the detail in a new Design 
Principles.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Amend ‘Key Infrastructure 
Requirements’ as follows: 
 
“Community facili�es, school, health 
centre, sports hall, public open 
space, energy centre, canal crossing, 
green links, highway improvements, 
ac�ve travel, bus infrastructure. 
Flood risk mi�ga�on (surface 
water).” 
 
Add two new Design Principles as 
follows: 
 
“Promote ac�ve travel and Healthy 
Streets improvements within and 
beyond the site including 
appropriate bus infrastructure to 
allow extension of bus services into 
the site.” 
 
 “Include the two proposed canal 
crossings and improvements to 
pedestrian underpasses as part of 
any new development proposals.”  
 
Amend 5th Design Principle as 
follows: 
 
“Ensure that the site layout 
priori�ses pedestrians and cyclists, 

Agreed 
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current or future planning applica�ons 
within the major centre. It should be 
noted that the quoted PTAL of 0-1b is 
expected to increase when bus 
services are extended into the site 
using development funding because 
this will bring all parts of the 
development within 400 metres of a 
bus service. The quantum of car 
parking for all uses should reflect 
future year PTAL as well as the 
loca�on within Southall major centre.  
 
References to Southall Crossrail sta�on 
should be updated to refer to the 
Elizabeth line.  

 
 

crea�ng a grid of streets and 
pathways that are pleasant to use, 
safe, and perceived to be safe at all 
�mes of the day and night, and 
legible.”  
 
Add the following Design Principle: 
 
“The quantum of car parking for all 
uses should reflect future year PTAL 
ra�ngs and any loca�on that is 
within Southall Major Town Centre, 
in line with London Plan parking 
standards.” 
 
 
In ‘Contextual Considera�ons’ 5th 
bullet point, replace “Southall 
Crossrail Sta�on” with “The Elizabeth 
Line Sta�on”.  
 

20SO – 
Hambrough 
Tavern  
 

We note the design requirement 
‘Provide separate service access with 
retail/commercial and residen�al 
spaces concentrated to Uxbridge Road 
and Bankside and ancillary spaces 
located to the rear of the site or via 
Bankside’. Servicing or access to 
servicing should not be from the 
Uxbridge Road frontage and the 
design requirement should be 

Accepted  Delete last bullet point of ‘Design 
Principles’:  
 
“Incorporate no/low levels of car 
parking for any residen�al 
development given the town centre 
loca�on.”   
 
and replace with:    
 

Agreed 
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reworded to make it clear that all 
vehicle/servicing access should be 
from Bankside.  
 

“Provide separate vehicle access for 
servicing retail/commercial and 
residen�al uses from Bankside.”  

Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule – 
Step Free 
Sta�on Access  
 

It should be noted that the total cost 
of providing step free access at 
sta�ons is only indica�ve and takes a 
standard assumed cost which has 
been applied to ten London 
Underground sta�ons along with the 
es�mated cost of North Acton sta�on 
improvements.  
 

Not accepted 
 
Please refer to Table SS1.  All costs are 
indica�ve at this stage. There will be 
priori�sa�on of funding as set out in 
the table.   

 Noted and 
accepted 

Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule - 
Omission  
 

North Acton sta�on improvements 
should be added as a separate entry 
to the infrastructure schedule. The 
project is led by OPDC and TfL and will 
be part funded through development 
contribu�ons.  
We believe it should be added to the 
IDS for completeness as a cri�cal piece 
of infrastructure for the borough given 
that developer contribu�ons have 
been secured from development 
within the area covered by Ealing, 
outside the OPDC area. North Acton 
sta�on is already referenced under 
step free access improvements. The 
same argument about the project 
being located within OPDC area would 
apply to North Acton gyratory 

Not accepted 
 
North Acton sta�on is in OPDC’s area 
and we cannot make policy for 
another LPA or include it as an item in 
our IDS when OPDC has their own IDS.   
 
See response to Table A1 regarding 
the inclusion of North Acton Gyratory 
and not including North Acton Sta�on.  
 
In addi�on it should be noted that we 
cannot change evidence documents as 
published. However the IDP (and 
therefore IDS) is a ‘snapshot in �me’ 
and the informa�on will naturally date 
and change over �me.  The IDP and 
IDS will therefore be updated by the 

 Noted and 
accepted 
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improvements which are included as a 
separate entry in the IDS.   

council on a regular basis.  
Furthermore we reiterate that North 
Acton Sta�on is within OPDC’s area 
and we cannot include infrastructure 
projects that fall solely within another 
LPA’s and their own IDP.   However this 
does not exclude developer 
contribu�ons from sites within the 
vicinity of North Acton sta�on that are 
situated within Ealing LPA’s area.   
With regard to the North Acton 
Gyratory, as explained above, although 
it falls within the OPDC area, Ealing 
Council in this case is the highways 
authority. 
 

Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule – 
Omission  
 

Northolt sta�on step free access 
should be added to the infrastructure 
schedule. The project is fully funded 
and commited unlike aspira�ons for 
step free access at other sta�ons in 
the borough.  
 

Table SS1 states implementa�on of 
step free access through priori�sa�on 
of funding.   
 
Although we are not able to change 
evidence documents we will update 
the next itera�on of IDP to add 
Northolt sta�on step free access to 
the Infrastructure Delivery Schedule as 
a fully funded and commited project. 
 

At next update of the IDP, add 
Northolt sta�on step free access to 
the Infrastructure Delivery Schedule 
as a fully funded and commited 
project  

Noted and 
accepted. 
 
 

Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule – 

It is not clear how the es�mated cost 
has been sourced. Funding has been 
commited for a zero emission bus 
fleet by 2034, although the 

We are unsure as to where the 
es�mated cost comes from.   
It should be noted that we are unable 
to make changes to evidence 

At next update of the IDP, change 
comple�on date and cost es�mates 
to “TBC”  

Noted and 
accepted. 
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Bus Fleet 
Modernisa�on  
 

comple�on date could be brought 
forward to 2030 if addi�onal funding 
were to be secured.  
It may be beter to change to TBC 
because it will depend on �meframes 
and technological development and 
any cost es�mates will be for London 
as a whole. 
 

documents.   However any further 
required changes can be made at the 
next update to the IDP. 

Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule – 
Bus 
Improvements 
Ealing  
 

The first sentence which refers to 
‘Ra�onalisa�on of bus stopping 
arrangements in Ealing Town centre, 
Broadway Haven, Green Area’ should 
be deleted because the ra�onalisa�on 
of bus stopping arrangements has 
already been implemented and there 
is no scope for further ra�onalisa�on. 
Any further changes should be to 
improve exis�ng facili�es for buses. 
The entry should be reworded as 
‘Improvements to bus stopping and 
standing arrangements in Ealing town 
centre, Broadway and Haven Green 
area’. The infrastructure provider is 
correctly listed as TfL but it will also 
require the involvement and support 
of Ealing Council as local highway 
authority. As such, Ealing Council 
should be added.  
 

Accepted although we are unable to 
change evidence documents. However 
the next update to the IDP will reflect 
the suggested amendments. 

At next update of the IDP, in 
Infrastructure Delivery Schedule, 
amend Bus Improvements – Ealing as 
follows: 
 
“Ra�onalisa�on of bus stopping 
arrangements in Ealing Town centre, 
Broadway Haven, Green Area. 
Improvements to bus stopping and 
standing facili�es are par�cularly 
needed around the sta�on and in 
Ealing Town Centre, Broadway and 
Haven Green area. where bus stops 
have recently been lost due to the 
public realm project outside the 
sta�on.” 
 
Add “Ealing Council” to 
Infrastructure Provider  

Noted and 
accepted. 
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Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule – 
Bus 
Improvements 
Greenford  
 

The entry doesn’t make it clear 
whether this refers to bus services, 
bus infrastructure or both. The costs 
are assumed to relate only to bus 
infrastructure because the cost of 
providing bus service improvements 
would be much higher including 
development contribu�ons.  The costs 
of bus service improvements will be 
ongoing. We suggest this is changed to 
TBC or the total cost is clearly marked 
as rela�ng to bus infrastructure only. 
 

Bus provision in both the IDS and 
Table G1 refers to both bus 
infrastructure and services.   
Bus provision should be read as such.   
 
Unfortunately we are unable to 
change evidence base documents.  
However Ealing Council expects to 
update the IDP and IDS on a regular 
basis and can address the issue of 
costs in the next update.   

At next update of the IDP, consult 
with TfL to address the issues of 
costs  

Noted and 
accepted. 
 
 

Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule – 
Bus 
Improvements 
Southall  
 

The entry doesn’t make it clear 
whether this refers to bus services, 
bus infrastructure or both. The costs 
are assumed to relate only to bus 
infrastructure because the cost of 
providing bus service improvements 
would be much higher.  
We suggest this is changed to TBC or 
the total cost is clearly marked as 
rela�ng to bus infrastructure only. 
 

Bus aspira�on in both the IDS and 
Table S1 refers to both bus 
infrastructure and services.   
Bus aspira�on should be read as such.   
 
Unfortunately we are unable to 
change evidence base documents.  
However any required changes can be 
made when the IDP is next updated. 

Make any required changes to the 
IDP at the next update.  

Noted and 
accepted. 
 
 

Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule – 
West London 
Orbital  
 

Addi�onal poten�al external funding 
sources for the project such as central 
government should be noted 
alongside Ealing and developer 
contribu�ons.  
 

 
Unfortunately we cannot change 
evidence documents.   
 
We can amend Table SS1 to include 
Central Government as an 

Amend Table SS1 as follows: 
 
Add “Central Government” to 
‘Infrastructure Provider’ 
 
Amend the IDP when it is next 
updated to include Central 

Noted and 
accepted. 
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Infrastructure Provider and amend the 
IDP when it is next updated.    

Government as an Infrastructure 
Provider 
 

Infrastructure 
Delivery 
Schedule – 
White Hart 
roundabout 
reconfigura�o
n  
 

The entry for ‘White Hart roundabout 
reconfigura�on’ should be removed 
from the schedule. Although we 
support aspira�ons to regenerate the 
area around the roundabout, changes 
that would be required to TfL 
highways infrastructure to deliver 
benefits from a sustainable transport 
perspec�ve have not been agreed and 
there is no funding currently available 
to progress this project. The site is no 
longer included as a site alloca�on.  
 

 
Unfortunately we cannot change 
evidence documents.   
 
However we can amend Table N1 to 
reflect Ealing Council and not TfL as 
the Infrastructure Provider.   
 
We can amend the IDP when it is next 
updated to reflect TfL’s posi�on 
regarding the White Hart Roundabout 
reconfigura�on.  

Amend Table N1 to reflect Ealing 
Council and not TfL as the 
Infrastructure Provider for the White 
Hart roundabout reconfigura�on 
Infrastructure Scheme.  
 
 
At next update of the IDP, amend 
‘Project Descrip�on’ as follows:  
 
“TTLP submited White Hart 
Roundabout to the Ealing Local Plan 
Call for Sites. TfL roundabout might 
be reconfigured to facilitate 
development at this site.” 
    
“Inves�gate White Hart Roundabout 
reconfigura�on”  
 
Amend ‘Infrastructure Provider’ as 
follows:   
 
“TfL”  
“Ealing Council”   
  

Noted and 
accepted. 
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