Brief notes of the workshops at the 

Greenford 2026 consultation meeting 

held on September 16th 2009
There were three separate workshops with 20 participants in all.

Workshop A

Reality of Spatial Vision

· Are we already saturated? i.e. issues of congestion, commuter effects.

· Why are we promoting such growth? Related infrastructure impacts and timings. Progressive infrastructure development required, not an add on belatedly: 

· Education at all levels: build to cope or build to encourage new people

· Service resources: water, sewerage, power, waste management.

· Utilisation of health resources – already birthrate implications for PCT/health service. But there is space for reconfiguration on some existing sites.

· Transport links to new facilities – sufficient?

Population changes

· Range of changes anticipated: birth rates, younger families, retirement downsizing, housing succession.

· Issues of affordability – supply and demand.

· Concern that the borough becomes a dormitory with disengaged community, particularly around rental properties.

· Need provision for elderly in right location.

· Need space for upsizing to ‘family homes’.

· Lack of family provision pushes employees away and after initial periods of commuting from satellite towns, they relocate jobs as well.

Design

· New styles – modern, iconic – need to consider character needs.

· Recent history of development is unsympathetic. 

· Key tall buildings – why? Even an eight storey building is more than enough height. Exacerbates social issues. 

· Need sufficient amenity space.

Access to services

· Mobility links are important especially when people are ill.

· Need to balance community access to local services against easy draw of parking at big hospital site.

Transport

· Involvement/negotiations with TfL/Network Rail – can Ealing influence these organisations?

· No scope for new distributor roads.

· Different proposals: orbital rail, crossrail, fastbus, north-south routes but can they be delivered? Crucial to delivering the vision. 

· Localised issues e.g. accessibility to existing and proposed station at Hanwell; overcrowding on buses with school children at peak times – encourage walking?

· Future car use – desirability of public transport vs. private car desire/ convenience.

· Already additional cars exist over and above provision for planned developments

· Canals are underused for non urgent freight.

Balance of jobs

· Does Crossrail encourage employment outside the borough?

· More work needed on diversity of employment potential.

Heritage and open space

· Advocate protection of existing built environment and green open space.

Sustainability

· More discussion and support for sustainable community required: locally generated power, targets, water harvesting. 

Consultation process

· Is the process involving enough people/ages/categories?
Workshop B

Planning For Infrastructure

· 14,000 new homes within the next 15 years, which, amounts to around 950 a year, are these projections realistic? Why accept this number, are they for the benefit a bringing more people to the area rather than for those already here.

· We need alternatives to a growth scenario.

· What if Crossrail doesn’t go ahead what are the alternatives for the implications of that? 

· Why tower blocks? – Unlike other countries in Europe Briton’s do not look fondly on flats, they are not suitable for suburban family living. Housing is also often cramped making it difficult to even move furniture in.

· If there is a promise that green space is not going to be built upon then surely this would mean the buildings will become taller. One option is to “repurpose buildings” – bringing disused buildings into by converting them rather than knocking them down and start again such as the conversion of a church into residential units in Hanwell, this would mean there would also be less environmental waste as well as maintaining the character of the area.

· One important need is to establish and enhance a community spirit; this works more effectively if people move into an already established community, rather than building a new development and expecting a community spirit to arise from that.

· Where are new facilities going to be placed e.g. there is an urgent need for a new school in West Ealing and new police stations in the borough.

· Uxbridge Road already has a number of high-rise buildings, which, already detract from the traditional character of an area we don’t need any more.

· It is essential the policies strongly advocate carbon neutral buildings there doesn’t seem to be anything that promotes this.

Environmental Transport Policy

· More people will mean more traffic. Policies to get people out of their cars need to be strong.

· Cycling and walking needs to be vigorously supported in the LDF.
· There is nothing in the document, which supports the implementation of cycle ways – cycle ways segregated from carriageway and footways to alleviate the sense of danger that many people have towards cycling.

· Noise and air pollution is already above EU requirements, especially along the A40and Uxbridge Roads.

· Better public transport is another way to get people out of cars. Improving North-South routes is supported, for example, there is no bus that crosses the Lido Junction traveling north to south. 

· A re-thinking of the bus routes needs to be undertaken – bus routes have been in operation for many years and do not necessarily represent current travel habits.

· If buses went directly into Waitrose in West Ealing, as the original plan was, this would encourage more people to leave the car at home and take the bus, although it should be the retailers who provide this service. Crossrail stations also need greater integration with public transport.

General issues

· The sale of public land needs to be stopped, one reason is that private land owners often put more restrictive policies on what activities can be carried out along there land and also there is a lack of accountability.

· More information needs to be provided with regards to the new conservation areas, there is a need to increase bio diversity and decreasing pollution. However there is speculation that some councillors are advocating new football pitches on existing nature conservation areas. Therefore, what are the Council’s priorities for green space? There is also a long waiting list for residents wanting allotments, creating a potential demand for green space to be given over to this. There needs to be a serious public debate on what to do with green space where the all the facts are presented.

· There is nothing about the future of retails in the documents.

· The documents need to be legible not littered with jargon where only businesses and developers have the time to figure out what it means. 

Principles

· Improving the quality of people’s lives it’s not just about providing housing.

· To ensure the Country’s future let alone the Boroughs future, we need to combat climate change by improving bio diversity and all developments being carbon neutral.  

Workshop C

The consultation process

· Concerns raised that the LDF documents are not being made available and that the documents online were very long and difficult to read.  The view was expressed that paper copies should be made available for free.  Residents noted that documents were not available in Hanwell library, despite library drop.

Housing 

· Concerns about the Uxbridge Road corridor – do we need to build 80% of new housing in this already over-crowded area?

· The concept of an A40 corridor was seen as ‘artificial’  and in no way comparable to the Uxbridge Road Corridor, which benefits from much better public transport links (notably the series of stations).  In contrast the A40 Corridor is much less accessible in terms of public transport, and is therefore not suited for significant housing growth.

· Concerns about housing being built without thinking about the infrastructure – we need to plan this the other way around.  It was suggested that we should start with the existing population figures and project these forward over the life of the plan (but in doing so we should not factor in planned housing growth proposed through the plan), and then identify and plan for the necessary infrastructure.  Having done this we should then consider what if any scope there is for additional housing development.

· Again, concerns that there won’t be room for schools and leisure facilities if we build all the housing first.  We need to understand the infrastructure needs of the present population and plan and provide for this, before we consider further housing growth. 

· Comments about the Mayor “getting in the way” of development in the borough.

· A few members of the public wanted discussions to focus more on a local scale rather than the borough as a whole as people don’t care about other areas. 

Joined-up working

· How much consultation is there between the PCT, police and other key service providers? It appears that the location of partners is concerned more about convenience for partners and not where people actually need theses services  – Action required to ensure all parties are considered when locating services.  It was clarified that the Council is and will be sharing data with partners in terms of population projections/household growth in order to understand the infrastructure requirement.   

Public Realm/Transport

· Pavements are too cluttered – there is a lack of dialogue between planning, developers etc.  Better policy criteria should be developed to control this.

· Need better pedestrian and bus priority – and where there are opportunities to improve the public realm through new development we should take advantage of these. For example developments should be set back to increase pavement areas, instead we are letting developers build right up to the pavement line.

· Do plans for the future actually come to fruition? Will there be more consultation? How will new development policy change from past policy?

Areas of Historic Value

· How will these areas be protected from development?

· Need to protect areas and not just drive forward with change for the sake of progress

Climate change

· Sustainability targets need to be met – how did Dickens Yard get through Ealing planning, but was called in by the Mayor?

· Do we need higher level targets for renewables in the home?

· Need to rectify environment issues.
Disclaimer:

The views and opinions expressed or implied at the public consultation meetings are those of taking part in the workshops and do not represent the views of the council. 
