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Matter 81 
 
Are all of the requirements of policies T6 and T6.1 to T6.5 necessary to address the 
strategic priorities of London, or do they extend to detailed matters that would be more 
appropriately dealt with through local plans or neighbourhood plans? 
 
In our view the draft London Plan is far too prescriptive when it comes to car parking. 
Different areas will have different parking needs, and it would be more appropriate for 
London boroughs to empowered to take a more flexible approach in response to local needs 
and capacity. This is especially the case in outer London, where residents typically have a 
greater reliance on cars to travel from one suburban area to another. 
 
In particular, the blanket requirement for ‘car free’ or ‘car lite’ development in many areas 
of London is wrong-headed and impractical, and does not meet the needs of Londoners. 
Removing car parking spaces will not necessarily reduce car ownership or car usage. More 
likely, residents will still own cars but will park them elsewhere, leading to parking overspill 
and a greater level of congestion and inconvenience for others. The best way to achieve 
modal shift is to provide better options than car usage, not try to restrict parking supply for 
people that do not have adequate alternatives. 
 
In general, a failure to provide sufficient parking spaces undermines support for new 
housing development, and therefore harms the wider goal of increasing housing provision in 
London. Provision of sufficient car parking spaces should be regarded as a necessary 
element of local infrastructure to mitigate the impacts of new development. 
 
In particular: 
a) Should the Plan allow local plans and neighbourhood plans to apply the maximum car 
parking standards flexibly to take account of local evidence including about car ownership 
and use; parking stress; public transport; walking and cycling; the scale, mix and design of 
particular developments; the character and appearance of an area; and economic 
viability? 
 
Yes, flexibility would be the right approach. The trend in previous versions of the London 
Plan has been towards greater flexibility in meeting parking standards, especially in outer 
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London. However, the current draft London Plan reverses this trend and goes completely in 
the wrong direction. 
 
We would also argue that there should be more flexibility to allow additional parking spaces 
for specific uses, such as car clubs. The plan acknowledges that “car club spaces can help 
support lower parking provision and car-lite lifestyles” but then suppresses the impact they 
can have by making them compete for spaces within the maximum for each site. It would be 
better that car club spaces were allocated in addition to the maximum provision, not 
incorporated into it. 
 
Ideally, parking provision should be left entirely to the discretion of London boroughs 
through their local plans. However, in the absence of this, new parking restrictions should at 
least be avoided compared to the current situation. 
 
b) Are the requirements of policies T6 and T6.1 to T6.4 relating to the provision of 
infrastructure for electric or other ultra-low emission vehicles justified and consistent with 
national policy? 
 
The overall London Plan parking policy undermines efforts to provide electric and ultra-low 
emission infrastructure in London. Users of electric vehicles will have a particular need for 
reliable – preferably off-street – parking facilities in order to charge their cars at home. This 
is incompatible with the requirement for large numbers of new developments to be ‘car 
free’ or ‘car lite’, with little or no off-street parking provision. 
 
Therefore, whilst the requirements for active and passive charging facilities are welcome 
and we would be happy for them to go even further, they only apply where a development 
actually provides new parking spaces. In a ‘car free’ development, this would therefore 
equate to no new charging facilities being provided. 


