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MATTER 53 EDUCATION AND CHILD CARE FACILITIES 

Inspectors Questions 

Education and Child Care Facilities  

  

M53.  Would Policy S3 provide an effective and justified approach to support the 

provision of good quality education and childcare facilities in London? In particular: 

a) Would it provide an effective and justified strategic framework for the preparation 

of local plans and neighbourhood plans in relation to good quality education and 

childcare facilities?   

b) Would it provide appropriate guidance on development management matters 

taking account of local circumstances? Does it take account of the impacts of poor 

air quality on the provision of good quality education and childcare facilities in 

accordance with Policy GG3 DB?  Should Policy S3A3 include a development size 

threshold to ensure a strategic approach to the policy? In the absence of a size 

threshold, would this be realistic, particularly in light of Policy H2, which increases 

the role of small sites in meeting London’s identified housing need? 

 

Selby Trust Response 

 

M53a) 

The voluntary and community sector play a key role in delivering education and 

childcare.  For example the Selby Trust offer employment and training courses for 

the unemployed; a play centre for young children; space to host a mother and 

toddler group;  teach cycling skills and repairs. 

We are reasonably supportive of the policy S3 however consider it fails to properly 

take into account adult education provision, lifelong learning concepts or voluntary 

and community sector provision. We would suggest the following amendment  

A2) Identify sites for future provision through the Local Plan process, by 

working with education providers, the voluntary and community sector, 

particularly in areas with significant planned growth and/or need 

The policy specifically promotes nursery provision in schools, which we consider too 

narrow a suggestion at A3) but this seems to exclude other places where nursery 

provision could be provided. We would suggest this policy is reworded as follows: 



3) ensure that development proposals for housing and commercial facilities 

incorporate suitable childcare provision and provide appropriate nursery 

facilities in the developments, local community organisations, local primary 

schools or other local provision where there is a need. 

In addition the policy could do more to safeguard spaces where provision already 

exists for example existing schools, existing school playgrounds, existing community 

centres, libraries and adult learning spaces. The words ‘Existing education 

(school, higher, adult and informal) and childcare infrastructure, especially 

that which supports special educational needs and outdoor spaces, should be 

safeguarded.’ 

 


