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Matter: Car Parking : 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 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? 

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? 

 

Tesco Stores Ltd (“Tesco”) can deliver approximately 10,000 new homes through the New London 
Plan period, through the intensification of land use via mixed-use redevelopments. 

Tesco  is a retailer.  Mixed-use  redevelopment of its sites will only come forward if a site’s retail use 
continues to be commercially viable.   

Over time there are likely to be reductions in parking demand associated with large scale food retail 
sites, and a rise in online deliveries .  Despite this, more than 80% of UK shoppers still carry out a 
weekly/ fortnightly main food shop.  The volume of purchases made at a typical weekly / fortnightly 
shop often means that transporting goods on foot, cycle or by public transport is unfeasible.  
Therefore, whilst there remains a public desire to shop in this way, it will be necessary to provide 
appropriate levels of car parking for stores to remain viable. 

Policy T6 requires that: 

• Car-free development is the starting point for all development proposals in areas that are 
well connected by public transport and that provision should be the minimum necessary 
elsewhere; 

• That the maximum standards set out in Policies T6.1 to T6.5 should be applied in setting 
local parking standards; 

• That where sites are redeveloped car parking should not be reprovided at its current level, 
but should be reduced to comply with current standards. 

The final point (Policy T6 I) is dealt with in detail in Tesco’s representations on Matter 84.  This 
representation is a more general response regarding the appropriateness of setting maximum 
parking standards London wide. 

The evidence provided in the Tesco representation on Matter 84 includes a number of case studies 
of existing Tesco stores of different sizes, locations and areas of London.  The only factor these 
stores have in common is that they all have a PTAL score of 5 or greater. 

The data provided shows that for each store that peak parking demand for the six stores examined 
in detail ranges between 1 space per 8.8m2 of GFA to 1 space per 18.7m2 of GFA as shown in the 
following table: 
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 Inner or 
Outer 

London 

Parking 
provision 

Demand 
December 2017 

Demand 
September 2018 

Elmers End Outer 10.2 9.1 12.1 
Enfield Outer 9.0 8.8 9.0 
Hackney Morning Lane Inner 8.5 9.4 10.1 
Harrow Outer 10.0 10.2 10.39 
Kennington Lane Vauxhall Inner 10.7 17.8 18.2 
Southwark Inner 14.7 15.4 18.7 
 

Enfield, which has the heaviest parking demand per m2 GFA, has more than double the parking 
demand at Kennington Lane, which has the lowest peak demand. Even when comparing between 
sites within Inner London, the parking demand at Hackney is almost double that at Kennington Lane. 

These differences in demand are not related to the PTAL levels of the site (which are all similar).  
There are a whole range of factors that affect the choice of car use for retail trips, including: 

• Size of store catchment area; 
• Population density in the immediate area around the store; 
• Availability of public transport at the point the retail trip originates; 
• Size and range of offer at the store, which affects the quantity of goods purchased; and 
• Trips to the store forming part of a linked trip (i.e. stopping off whilst commuting or visiting 

other local destinations). 

The above list is not exhaustive, but shows how variables that are totally unrelated to PTAL score 
affect shoppers choice to use the car. 

There are also many town centre locations where the parking provided with foodstores is important 
for other town centre uses.  In locations where a dual use of the car park is expected, more flexibility 
is required in the standards to allow Local Authorities to ensure that sufficient parking is provided to 
maintain the vitality and viability of their town centres. 

Applying a blanket maximum standard across London that simply relates to PTAL or location in Inner 
London, Outer London or Central Activity Zone is therefore inappropriate.  Greater flexibility is 
required to allow Boroughs to set standards appropriate for the particular circumstances. 

Conclusion 

In T6.3, Table 10.5 should be amended as follows: 

Where Development Plans specify higher or lower local maximum standards for general or 
operational parking, these should be followed 
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