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2(j) Is there any evidence that the Mayor’s approach to parking standards would lead 
to: 
(i) a negative impact on the number of new dwellings delivered; 
(ii) a lower quality of urban design; 
(iii) a decline in air quality; 
(iv) a reduction in physical activity levels and/or the widening of health inequalities; 
or 
(v) an increase in car ownership which may have consequences for inner London 
Boroughs? 
 
There is evidence that the Mayor’s approach to car parking standards would lead to negative 
impacts on the number of new dwellings delivered, lower quality urban design, decline in air 
quality, and consequences for inner London boroughs. 
 
(i) a negative impact on the number of new dwellings delivered 
 
There will be a negative impact on the number of new dwellings delivered. It is unexpected that 
the types of developments delivered will make it viable for parking to be provided underground; 
therefore, land which is taken for parking is land which could have been used to provide 
additional units or other important amenities such as open space. 
 
(ii) a lower quality of urban design 
 
Built environments which are dominated by car parks are not pleasant. As recognised by the 
London Housing Design Guide, the design of the threshold between the public realm of the 
street and the private realm of the home is important1, yet car parking disrupts the relationship 

                                                           
1
 For example, the Design Guide Standard 3.1.1, which is ranked as a Priority 1, sets out that “all main 

entrances to houses, ground floor flats and communal entrance lobbies should be visible from the public realm 
and clearly identified.” Yet this example from Reculver Mews, Enfield demonstrates the disconnect between 
public realm and home that can be caused by car parking: 
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between the building and the street. It is difficult to create smooth connectivity between homes 
and the public realm when disrupted by car parking. Where parking spaces are not provided in 
front of the home but rather centralised into a car park, it is difficult to prevent the car park 
from detracting from the urban form, a problem recognised in the Design Guide when it 
cautions that “parking should be carefully integrated with the design of landscape and 
buildings, to reconcile residents’ desire for convenient access to parking with the desire for 
pleasant streets and open spaces that are not dominated by cars”2 
 
(iii) a decline in air quality 
 
Air quality will also suffer as a result of the new policy. The IIA accepts that there will be a 
“minor negative effect” from the preferred option and a “negative effect” from the alternative 
option3. We note that recent research from Kings College London found that over 9,500 people 
die early each year in London due to long-term exposure to air pollution4. Given this context, it 
is unreasonable to consider any policy change which will, at the GLA’s own admission, result in 
a negative impact on air quality. 
 
We note that, as a result of the recent Supreme Court air pollution case ruling, the UK is now 
required to produce an Air Quality Strategy by the end of the year in order to meet EU legal 
limits of NO2 . The proposed alteration would worsen already illegal concentrations of NO2, 
which would contradict the duty under Directive 2008/50/EC and would therefore be unlawful. 
 
(iv) a reduction in physical activity levels and/or the widening of health inequalities 
 
The current approach to sustainable transport emphasises not only public transport provision 
but also active travel, including walking and cycling. Active travel is sustainable and improves 
the individual’s health. The emphasis on health runs throughout the London Plan and its KPIs. 
For example, Policy 3.2 requires new developments to be “designed, constructed and managed 
in ways that improve health and promote healthy lifestyles to help to reduce health 
inequalities.” Car-dependency, with its attendant reduction in walking, is certainly not a healthy 
lifestyle. 
 
(v) an increase in car ownership which may have consequences for inner London Boroughs 
 
The proposed alterations will have negative consequences for inner London boroughs. Nearly 
one-third of outer London residents work in inner London, and if residents of these new 
developments decide to drive into work it will be inner London residents who suffer the 
consequences in the forms of increased congestion and increased air pollution. Considering that 
Inner London residents are already less healthy, less wealthy, and enjoy a lower quality of life 
than those in Outer London, it is unacceptable for inner London to suffer the consequences of 
a policy intended to benefit only Outer Londoners. 
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