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The Mayor’s Transport Strategy (MTS) 
– Public Draft October 2009
Response to Public Consultation
from Ealing Borough Liberal Democrats
Introduction
1. These comments are submitted on behalf of Ealing Liberal Democrats, on behalf of its councillors and members across the whole borough.

2. The party has been active in discussions about the development of plans for the future of the borough at both Council and public level, and believes forward planning of the transport network will have a significant effect on the future shape of Ealing and its ability to adjust to the changes of the next two decades.

3. The comments below concentrate on the executive summary and the 129 specific proposals in Annex B, with specific relation to Ealing. 

Summary

4. In general, we support the aims summarised in paras E4-E6 and the broad objectives of the strategy.  Our main reservations are that there are some significant inconsistencies between the aims of the strategy and those of the main London Plan, and between the MTS strategy and its specific proposals. These include
a. The MTS objective of reducing the need to travel (para E12) by locating homes, services and employment opportunities together, conflicts with the London Plan and the forecasts of economic growth in MTS Chapter 4 (section 4.2), which envisage a large increase in employment in central London at the expense of new employment in the outer boroughs such as Ealing, where housing is projected to rise at a much faster rate.
b. The strategy of improving orbital routes is not reflected in the spending priorities in the specific proposals, which almost exclusively concentrate on improvements to the radial network.  Where improvements in orbital public transport links are mentioned outside the central area, these are all for bus services which will do little to further policies on reducing congestion and emissions.
c. There is no mention of the need for a full public transport interchange at Ealing Broadway station to meet the objective in E 12 of “better integrated systems with enhanced interchanges”.
d. The MTS does not set out how initiatives for local transport improvements are to be progressed.  The respective roles of and interaction between the GLA, TfL, Network Rail and the London boroughs, particularly on major projects, need to be clarified, as does the responsibility of the local planning authorities relating to planning transport with their LDFs.
Specific comments: A. Executive summary

E4-6 
We generally support the vision, but regret the absence of priorities in E5 for achieving this.
E9 
We agree that “London has developed in a ‘radial-centric’ pattern, with employment concentrated in central London and housing in Outer London, linked by high capacity rail routes.”  However, we regret there is no clearer statement supporting more self-contained suburban centres in the outer boroughs, which would reduce the need for people to travel into the centre for work. Employees and self-employed whose jobs were in central London took, on average in 2001, 56 minutes to get to work, compared to an average across the country of 24 minutes.
 More emphasis is needed on decentralisation.
E10 
Table “Goals and outcomes”.  We regret the absence of a higher priority for measures to achieve environmental targets. 
E11 
We regret that, despite E9, emphasis remains on investment in radial routes
E12  
We strongly support the aim of “Locating homes, services and employment opportunities together and encouraging the use of new technology, which will enable more people to work and shop from home, will help reduce the need to travel., but regret that the Plan contains no policies to achieve this.

E14 
We strongly support the opposition to further expansion of Heathrow airport. We regret the absence of plans for the work that is needed on north-south connectivity in west London to cut down demand for private car movements to LHR.

E15 
We recommend better interchange between London’s airports. Fast links between Heathrow, Stansted, Luton and Gatwick - possibly upgrading exiting lines west & south through East Croydon - as well as to HS2, would cut demand for short-haul air especially from LHR.

E16 
We recommend that the “hub and spoke” model for main transport centres outside central London should be used to create a second orbital ring, with at least a semi-circle round the west. We support aim of “improved accessibility to, and between, town centres and a greatly improved urban environment within town centres”, but much more evidence is needed of commitment to get “locally agreed approaches to improving orbital connectivity will be encouraged through better integration between public transport services.”
E23 
We support the objective – but there also is a need to continue segregation of pedestrian and vehicle movement (see also E29).
E24-E25  We strongly support these environmental objectives.
E31-E33  We regret the inadequate emphasis on actual programs to achieve objectives eg cancellation of work such as the Greenford Station step-free access

E34  
We recommend recognition of the very important need to plan new public transport for areas of low PTAL, to anticipate and create areas for new housing development, rather than encouraging builders to capitalise on high-value town centre sites. 
E35-E38  We recommend: Reducing emissions (diesel particulates as well as CO2) must be a priority – new capacity should concentrate on emission-free modes eg tram/light rail/tube.
E41 ff 
We recommend: Boroughs must be encouraged to take initiatives and to build pre-planning for transport infrastructure into their LDF, not rely on commercial developers to take the lead. 
B. 
Specific proposals (Annex B)
4& 5
We recommend support for the proposal for an interchange serving HS2 and LHR at Old Oak Common.  Plans should be co-ordinated with the two boroughs concerned (Ealing and Hammersmith & Fulham), particularly to enable derelict land near Willesden Junction with potential for housing development to be made accessible (see E15 and E41 above).
11
We recommend that Ealing Broadway station should be added to the list of congested stations which require capacity enhancement. (Also proposal 18.)
14 We recommend, in conjunction with 4 & 5 above, that a link between the North London Overground line and Crossrail be provided, possibly via Acton Main Line station.

40 We recommend priority should be given to Crossrail stations where present access is particularly poor (eg Acton Main Line, Ealing Broadway, West Ealing, Hanwell and Southall).  

46
We recommend improved links with North London Line, as 14 above and opening up under-used freight lines west of London to provide new light rail passenger capacity.

47
We strongly support opposition to any capacity increase at Heathrow.
48
We support provision of better surface links between London’s airports.  See also comments on Policy E14 & E15 above.
49
We support more efforts to improve public transport surface access to Heathrow, particularly for staff, through provision of bus and possibly light rail/tram links to north and south. 


82-84
We support these objectives, and recommend greater stress on preservation of the built environment and improvements to pedestrian environment in town centres when dealing with planning applications.
91 c)
We support further electrification of the Great Western lines, which should be considered in conjunction with other improvements suggested above, especially proposals 4, 5, 11 & 46.
94
We regret any delay to measures to reduce emissions (eg 94 b) and recommend urgent attention to areas of high air pollution (94 e), particularly when considering development (eg Ealing Broadway area).
108
We recommend that particular attention be paid to boroughs (eg Ealing) where town centre congestion is linked with high emissions, to examine innovative schemes to reduce traffic.  In general, we support measures to reduce pollution and congestion, but urge a less cautious approach to restrictions which could produce significant improvements, and urge more measures to reduce the need for travel especially commuting.

126
We support more park and ride schemes, but recommend more initiatives from TfL and other stakeholders, particularly where such schemes may not immediately be seen to benefit the boroughs in which they are to be located.
In general, we regret the total absence of any specific policies and proposals to meet the needs for the borough of Ealing as identified in its draft LDF
 (Key Diagram Map 1 attached), where improvements to transport links, stations and interchanges will all have to be the responsibility of TfL, Crossrail and NetworkRail. 
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