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Westminster City Plan 2019-2040 – Examination in Public 
Response to Inspector’s Matters, Issues and Questions 
 

Matter 6 – Connections 

(1) – Taking each individually, are Policies 25-32 justified, effective, consistent with 

national policy and in general conformity with the London Plan? 

1. WPA notes and agrees with the overall objective of policies 25-32 to encourage more 

sustainable modes of travel within the City, particularly through the creation of accessible, 

pedestrianised areas, and safer streets that promote walking. In light of changes to travel 

patterns brought about as a result of Covid-19, these objectives take on increased 

importance. 

2. The promotion of sustainable transport (walking and cycling) in Policy 26 is supported. In 

order to improve the effectiveness of the Policy, WPA suggests that there should be 

acknowledgement within the policy (or supporting text) of the potential for the function of 

street-space to change dynamically throughout the day, and allocate space to pedestrians, 

cyclists and cars depending on variable levels of flow. Technological innovation has potential 

to contribute significantly to this and allow for optimal use of often limited street-space.  

3. In respect of Policy 30 (Freight and Servicing), WPA welcomes the support for provision of 

consolidated facilities for freight, servicing and deliveries. In order for the policy to be more 

effective, and to allow for adaptability and change over the Plan period, WPA would 

recommend that the priority for off-street servicing in every case should be replaced by a 

default priority to minimise disruption to highway users, especially pedestrians, but give 

greater flexibility as to how this is achieved in the specific circumstances of each 

development.  

4. WPA would highlight that, in light of the increasing trend towards consolidation of delivery 

and supply chains, there is potential for development sites to be more efficient in how scarce 

land is allocated to servicing needs, and indeed there should be potential for what would 

have been servicing areas to instead to be used for providing homes and jobs. Therefore, 

whilst servicing requirements would vary for each development site, the City Plan should 

focus on servicing solutions that minimise disruption to highway users and achieve the 

highest possible standard of design, rather than defaulting to off-street servicing in every 

case. There may be instances where, with appropriate management, on-street servicing can 

be utilised to allow for optimisation of development sites to contribute to the Plan’s homes 

and jobs targets.  

5. In a similar vein, Policy 30(C)1 could be more effective by acknowledging the trend towards 

flexible use of street space to meet dual purposes, which can be efficient in the constrained 

city-centre environment where there is limited availability of public space. For example, 

through appropriate design, management and use of technology (as noted above in respect 
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of Policy 26), there could be potential for pedestrian areas to have a delivery/servicing 

function during controlled hours.  

6. In this respect, the reasoned justification to Policy 30 should acknowledge the potential for 

innovation in this regard to make best use of the City’s streets and encourage active travel 

wherever possible.  

(5) – Are the parking standards set out in Policy 28 and Appendix 2 of the City Plan in 

general conformity with the London Plan? Are they appropriate and justified? Are the 

Proposed Modifications necessary for soundness? 

7. WPA notes the changes to the Policy 28 (and its supporting text) to align with the draft New 

London Plan.  

8. WPA would suggest the following minor amendments to the wording of Policy 28(A) (as 

amended by Modification PS/C/03) in order to clarify the application of the policy, given that 

the draft New London Plan car parking standards are expressed as maxima: 

“The maximum parking standards in the Draft London Plan 2 will apply to all 

developments…” 

(6) – Does Policy 29 provide sufficient protection to footways? Are the proposed 

modifications necessary for soundness? 

9. In respect of Policy 29(A) WPA notes the intent of the Policy, and it is considered that 

adequate protection is given to footways, particularly through the additional emphasis 

added by Modifications M/C/09 and M/C/10. WPA would note that there are instances 

where minor adjustments to a building line as part of a redevelopment, can provide overall 

benefits to public realm and pedestrian accessibility, even where there may be a small loss of 

adopted highway land. For example, reductions in traffic flow (either by stopping up or other 

means) can have beneficial impacts on pedestrian safety. WPA would suggest that this 

should be acknowledged in Paragraph 29.2, provided that development maximises 

opportunities to encourage active travel opportunities.  


