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Written Statement on behalf of Canary Wharf Group Plc (“CWG”)  

TRANSPORT 

Matters 81 – 84: Car Parking Standards  

Matter 85: Cycling 

              

Matter 85: Cycling  

M85. Is Policy T5 justified and consistent with national policy, and would it be effective in helping to 

helping to achieve sustainable development? In particular:  

a) Are all of the requirements of Policy T5 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?  

b) Are the minimum cycle parking standards set out in Table 10.2 justified?  

c) Should the Plan allow local plans and neighbourhood plans to apply the minimum cycle parking 

standards flexibly to take account of local evidence?       

        
              

1. The minimum cycle parking requirements as set out in Policy T5 of the draft London Plan are not 

justified or effective over the London Plan period, with regard to the Isle of Dogs. A more flexible 

approach on the Isle of Dogs would be appropriate whereby lower levels of cycle parking could be 

provided initially with space safeguarded to provide further cycle spaces in accordance with 

observed demand as monitored through the Travel Plan and up to the minima set out in the draft 

London Plan.  

2. The suggested level of cycle parking within the draft London Plan is not justified based on historic 

evidence of cycling at Canary Wharf and the Isle of Dogs. There are only two main access points 

from the A1261 to/from the Isle of Dogs, both of which are heavily trafficked and cause a barrier to 

movement for cyclists. Additionally, Canary Wharf has highly accessible public transport 

infrastructure within close walking distance to the majority of employers. These factors contribute 

to a sustained mode share of 5% cycling at Canary Wharf despite occupied development coming 

forward that provide cycle parking in line with London Plan standards. As shown in Table 1, the 

historic mode share for cycling has not exceeded 5% in the last 5 years of recording1  

 

                                                           
1 Canary Wharf Cordon Surveys (2012-2017) 
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Table 1 – Bicycle mode share in Canary Wharf 2013-20172 

Year % mode share 

2013 4.7 

2015 4.7 

2017 4.1 

3. Using the draft London Plan cycle parking standards, and HCA assumptions for employees per sq.m. 

of office floorspace3, enough cycle spaces for 16% of all employees would have to be provided in all 

new office developments which significantly exceed what the current mode share evidence shows 

for Canary Wharf / Isle of Dogs.  

4. As shown in Table 2, only 15.5% of all employees travelling to Canary Wharf live within a 20-minute 

cycle catchment of the IoD. Of those 18,600 employees living within a 20 minute cycle catchment, 

only 0.8% (149 employees) cycle currently (using either their own bicycle or cycle hire). The draft 

London Plan standards would require developers to provide over 160 times the office cycle parking 

spaces at Canary Wharf than required to currently meet the demand of those cycling to work within 

a 20 minute cycle catchment. Given the mode share history on the IoD, this assumption seems 

unjustified. 

Table 2: Canary Wharf Employees Living Within a 20-minute Cycle Catchment (Source: 2017 Canary Wharf Employee Travel 
Survey)   

Employee Home Location Response Rate Employees 

Less than 20 mins cycle from CW 15.5% 18,600 

Greater than 20 mins cycle from CW 84.5% 101,400 

Total 100% 120,000 

5. Canary Wharf support cycling and the provision of wider infrastructure improvements to provide 

better access for cyclists to/from the Isle of Dogs. However, the proposed cycle parking standards 

impose a very significant space requirement on developments. A more flexible approach to cycle 

parking would be appropriate whereby lower levels could be provided initially with more spaces 

provided in accordance with demand as monitored through the Travel Plan. 

6. The above reinforces the need to adopt a more flexible approach to take account of local evidence. 

Cycle parking standards must be allowed to be locally specific and justified through evidence having 

regard to local requirements. In this regard, the policy should allow for appropriate space for cycle 

parking to be safeguarded in line with the draft London Plan standards, but that this space can be 

used for different purposes until such time that demand arises (as monitored through the Travel 

Plan) for additional cycle parking up to the full minimum standards in the draft London Plan.  

7. It is recommended that the cycle parking standards in Policy T5 of the draft London Plan are 

modified as follows: 

A  Development Plans and development proposals should help remove barriers to cycling and 

create a healthy environment in which people choose to cycle. This will be achieved 

through:  

1) supporting the delivery of a London-wide network of cycle routes, with new routes and 

improved infrastructure 

2) securing the provision of appropriate levels of cycle parking which should be fit for 

purpose, secure and well-located. Developments should provide cycle parking at least in 

                                                           
2 Canary Wharf Employee Survey (2012-2017) 
3 HCA Employment Densities Guide (2015) 
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accordance with the minimum standards set out in Table 10.2 and Figure 10.2, and should 

be designed and laid out in accordance with the guidance contained in the London Cycling 

Design Standards. Where justified by local evidence of cycle use, 50% of the proposed 

minimum provision could be provided upon first occupation of the development with 

space for the remaining 50% safeguarded within the development as part of the Parking 

Design and Management Plan to cater for any further increases in cycle usage. 


