
Norbury  Planning & Transport Group 

EMISSIONS PARKING CHARGING CONSULTATION SUBMISSION 

1. Because it was only two days ago that it was realised what the potential impact on 

Norbury  might be of the proposed introduction of emission parking it has not been possible for a 

definitive view of each of the Residents Associations Committees to be agreed. 

2. There are four Residents Associations along London Rd in the Norbury & Pollards Hill 

Ward: Norbury Green, Norbury Village, Pollards Hill and Scots Estate. 

3. The following submission is based on the network discussion co-ordinated by the 

Associations’ Planning & Transport Group.  

4. Air pollution is an issue that is raised at Residents Associations’ meetings for members. 

Residents are aware of the monitoring equipment on London Rd and that there is a high level of 

air pollution in the area.  

5. The discussion has  identified support for the principle of emission  based charges in 

order to reduce CO2 air pollution from vehicles subject to further clarification (including details 

of the feedback from communities concerned about air quality).  

6. The areas covered by the Associations  include: 

 the London Rd which has high levels of air pollution along with increasing development 

for residential, meaning that more and more residents are being exposed to emissions; 

 a high level of parking in the residential side streets by commuters using Norbury Station; 

 a high level of people on low incomes; 

 a growing number of residents who are required for work purposes to have a vehicle and 

to park it where they live. 

7. There is concern that  by being Borough wide the proposals fail to address the particular 

air pollution problems along and off  the London Rd running through Norbury & Pollards Hill Ward 

from the Lambeth border to Pollards Hill South/Strathyre Rd.  

8.  There is also concern that the proposals are discriminatory against those on low incomes, 

the elderly and younger adults with reduced mobility who are not eligible for a disabled parking 

badge, and against those with vehicles made before March 2001 which have lower emissions than 

many vehicles made afterwards. Further they could be counter-productive in terms of other way 

sin which air pollution could be tackled.  

9. With these concerns in mind it has been suggested that the proposals should be 

withdrawn for a fundamental re-think to develop a strategy, policies and actions which tackle 

the differing air pollution issues in the different Areas of Place within the Borough, and which 

seek to ensure there is no discrimination. 

10. Ideas for such a strategy that have been suggested in relation to the Norbury and Pollards 

Hill’s stretch of London Rd and the side streets include: 

(1) consideration of the introduction  of a low emission zone along London Rd, with at least 

two levels of charges: (1) Croydon residents, (2) non-Croydon residents. 

(2) the re-trenching of public utilities under the London Rd pavements in order to allow for 

the planting of more trees which will help absorb air pollution. 

(3) negotiating with Network Rail to stop cutting down trees along the railway tracks, or to 

plant at least 2 mature trees for every tree cut down. 



(4) extensively extend Tree Preservation Orders to protect them from being cut down by 

developers. 

(5) require all new building developments to include mature trees planting.  

(6) require all new building developments to be set back from the road to enable tree 

planting, which will also improve the visual amenity of the road. 

(7) the re-zoning of railway pricing to reduce the incidence of commuters driving in to 

Norbury to car and use the Railway Station. 

11. The principles involved in these proposals may have relevance to other parts of the 

Borough, along with the following potential actions: 

(1) identifying  parts of the Borough, including residential side streets, parks and open 

spaces, where there may be more scope for tree planting. 

(2)      developing charging for diesel vehicles as the first stage in any future proposed  emission 

based charging to encourage owners to change their cars. 

(3)       introducing lower current charges for resident owners of vehicles needed (1) for mobility 

even if the reduced mobility is not high enough for the owner to have a disabled parking permit; 

(2) for those who are required to have a vehicle for work and to park it where they live; (3) for 

those on low incomes such as those on Universal Credit, or those being paid less than the London 

Living Wage.  

(4)  re-thinking of the 2001 date so as not to penalise the owners of pre-March 2001 cars 

which are low emission vehicles. 

12. Other concerns that have been expressed are: 

(1)    that if the proposals are adopted there will be an incentive for residents to consider 

turning the fronts of their houses into off-street parking, reducing the number of front gardens, 

reducing the parking spaces for other residents by the creation of cross-overs, and increasing the 

risks from surface water draining into gutters.  

(2)    that there will be an increase in motorists trying to park in non-CPZ streets which will 

increase air pollution in them as well as competition with residents for car parking.  

13. It has been noted that Kingston Council has decided to set up a Citizens Assembly to 

consider future action on air pollution. This approach to developing a new strategy could be 

considered.  

14. Some of the above points are relevant to the current Council consultation on the Local 

Plan Review. 
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