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2(e) Is the proposed addition to policy 6.13 C sufficiently robust – what is meant by 
‘generally’ in relation to PTALs 0-1? Should other PTAL levels fall within the 
definition of a ‘low’ PTAL? 
 
The use of the word “generally” provides an unacceptable level of ambiguity. The proposed 
alterations should be amended to clarify that they apply to areas in Outer London specifically 
with PTALs 0-1. 
 
6.13C explains that the new policy applies to areas in “Outer London with low public transport 
accessibility” and indicates that “low public transport accessibility” is defined “generally” as 
having a PTAL level of 0-1. This phrase is particularly important because it defines the type of 
areas to which the policy is applicable. If there is ambiguity over that definition then the policy 
could be applied to areas in which the Mayor did not intend for it to be applied. 
 
The inclusion of the word “generally” provides an unacceptable level of ambiguity, implying 
that there are other PTALs which could be considered to have low public transport accessibility. 
It is likely that this ambiguous definition was included to provide flexibility to allow areas with 
PTAL 2 to be included, in line with proposed paragraph 6.42j which says that application of the 
policy “may also be acceptable in some limited parts of areas within PTAL 2, in locations where 
the orientation or levels of public transport mean that a development is particularly dependent 
on car travel.” It is unclear how one location within PTAL 2 could have a different “level of 
public transport” to another location within PTAL, considering that this level is in fact described 
by the Public Transport Accessibility Level itself. 
 
Only areas within PTALs 0-1 should be considered to have low accessibility levels. We suggest 
that a more appropriate approach would be to remove the phrase “with low public transport 
accessibility” and instead make clear that the policy should only be applied in areas of Outer 
London with PTALs 0-1 where there is little prospect of future transport provision. 
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