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M83. Is the approach to disabled persons residential car parking set out in policies T6B, 
T6D and T6.1G-H justified, and would it be effective in helping to helping to achieve 
sustainable development? In particular: 

a) Is the requirement for a minimum of 3% of dwellings on residential developments of 
ten or more units to be provided with at least one designated disabled persons 
parking bay justified (Policy T6.1G(1))?     

b) Is Policy T6.1G(2), relating to the potential provision of an additional 7% of 
dwellings being provided with a designated disabled persons bay, justified and 
would it be effective? 

c) Are the detailed requirements of Policy T6.1H justified and consistent with national 
policy, and would they be effective? 

 
1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Yes, the approach to disabled persons residential car parking is justified and – within 
the context of restraint being applied to non-disabled persons parking – would be 
effective in helping to achieve sustainable development. The approach strikes a 
reasonable balance in ensuring sufficient provision of disabled persons parking at all 
new residential development while allowing for flexibility in how this is implemented 
across different developments and in different areas.  

1.2 The draft Plan’s approach to disabled persons parking, as well as more widely to 
Healthy Streets, will make an important contribution towards making London a more 
inclusive city. Making walking, cycling and public transport more accessible for disabled 
people who use those modes (either as well as or instead of cars) is a crucial part of 
this, and one of the key elements of the Healthy Streets Approach is to make streets 
more inclusive and welcoming to all.  Our plans include significant investment in step-
free stations, accessible bus services and better street environments to help increase 
travel choices and reduce barriers for disabled Londoners. This approach seeks to 
reflect the requirement of paragraph 35 of the NPPF to consider disabled people’s 
travel across all modes, and the approach to disabled persons parking sits within this 
context.  

2. QUANTUM OF PROVISION: 3 + 7 PER CENT 

2.1 Not all disabled residents will own a car, but it is important the disabled residents that 
do hold a Blue Badge are able park. Policy T6.1 enables this and ensures that the 
choice offered to disabled people seeking to move to a new home is as wide as 
possible. It does this through requiring at least three per cent of dwellings to have a 
disabled persons parking bay from the outset. This ensures a level of consistency 
across residential development in London, and reflects the proportion of London’s 
population that holds a Blue Badge (2.7 per cent1). Beyond this initial requirement, 
proposals for new residential development also have to demonstrate how additional 
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disabled persons parking bays for seven per cent of dwellings could be provided for if 
required by future residents.  

1.3 This reflects the requirement for 10 per cent of new homes to be wheelchair user 
dwellings (M4(3) (which is important to wider housing choice). However, as such 
dwellings are not typically allocated to specific individuals, an individual unit may not 
be occupied by a disabled person (or one who requires a parking space) at any given 
time. The policy therefore enables provision to be approached flexibility between sites, 
and over time (as well as catering for Blue Badge holders who live in non-wheelchair 
user dwellings).  

1.4 At developments with general parking provision, this can be achieved by ensuring that 
parking spaces for seven per cent of dwellings are enlarged to the required size, so that 
they can be later converted to disabled persons bays if required. The appointment of a 
parking management company, set out in a Parking Design and Management Plan, can 
ensure that the demand for spaces is monitored and residents are able to submit a 
request to convert a space as needed. We will publish Parking Design and Management 
Plan guidance, which will provide more detail on this and other issues.  

1.5 For developments without general parking provision (otherwise car-free) there are a 
number of options for identifying additional spaces. Some or all of the spaces could be 
identified on-site, either as marked-up Blue Badge spaces2 or areas that could be 
converted to disabled persons parking should demand arise. Provision could also be 
catered for on-street with the support of the borough in question (as was suggested in 
Camden’s consultation response, for example, but not favoured by Bexley in theirs). 
This mirrors boroughs’ approach to providing disabled persons parking for residents of 
existing developments, where Blue Badge holders can request an on-street parking bay 
to be converted to a disabled persons bay.  

1.6 The approach therefore enables disabled residents with a Blue Badge to access the 
parking required to meet their needs. At the same time, the flexibility in the policy 
enables local approaches that can reflect the different needs of disabled people in 
different parts of London. In some instances, this could mean higher initial provision 
where more residents hold a Blue Badge where there is evidence of higher local 
demand. In others, accommodating potential spaces on-street could prevent 
overprovision (and its associated dis-benefits) if some disabled people choose instead 
to use accessible public transport or walk if destinations are close enough, or the need 
to dig a basement, which can affect the achievement of other objectives such as 
securing more affordable housing).  

3. DETAILED REQUIREMENTS 

3.1 The policy also sets out a series of more detailed requirements, which we believe are 
necessary to ensure sufficient provision of disabled persons parking of adequate 
quality within the aim of ensuring that development is sustainable overall. These 
requirements are consistent with national policy in that they seek to achieve 
sustainable development, and as per Paragraph 35 of the NPPF, consider the needs of 
people with disabilities by all modes of transport. These requirements are justified as 
they: 

                                                 
2 As per as per 10.6.10,  
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 require spaces to be designed and located in a way that meets the needs of 
Blue Badge holders; 

 ensure that residents who hold a Blue Badge can access parking close to their 
home when they need it; 

 prevent disabled persons parking spaces being allocated to a dwelling that is 
not occupied by a disabled person; 

 allow the impact of new residential development on health, emissions and the 
road network to be managed by ensuring that disabled persons parking counts 
towards the maximum standards (with the exception of car-free development)   

4 CONCLUSION 

4.1 The draft London Plan approach to disabled persons parking ensures adequate 
provision for those who need it, in line with national policy. It does this in a way that 
considers the implications of the design and location of bays, and the sustainability of 
developments as a whole by prioritising disabled persons parking over general parking. 
Finally, it sets a minimum requirement at a strategic level to ensure a consistent 
approach across London, but it also allows for sufficient flexibility for this to be 
successfully applied in different local contexts.      

 


