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IH
T P

arking G
uidelines

•
P

ractical guide - for local authorities
•

A
ll parking (not just in new

developm
ents)

•
From

 policy to schem
e im

plem
entation

•
The role of parking in delivering:

- urban renaissance
- transport and access objectives
- land use strategies and decisions 
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P
arking S

tandards
H

istory:
•

G
et cars off the street

•
D

evelopm
ents m

ust “w
ash ow

n face” (i.e.
m

inim
um

 standards)
P

roblem
:

•
E

ncourage car use (pollution, congestion etc)
•

Loosened urban fabric, hence car
dependency

•
D

evelopm
ent form

ats changed to car-only
access



 
 

P
arking S

tandards
•

S
w

itch from
 m

inim
um

 to m
axim

um
 is slow

- requires integration w
ith policy aim

s
- has potential knock-on parking effects
- is perceived as hindering developm

ent
- poorly understood (not helped by lack of
guidance)
- active resistance

•
D

ebate not about just num
bers

•
“S

tandards” - a substitute for thinking?



 
 

Levels of P
arking

•
Levels of parking should be an
O

U
TP

U
T of accessibility planning.

Three elem
ents:

- A
ccessibility of site (all m

odes)
- A

ccess profile of the developm
ent

- P
rovision, m

anagem
ent of transport

    facilities, of w
hich parking is one.



 
 

The new
 fram

ew
ork

•
P

arking m
anagem

ent plans (LTP
guidance)

•
Local Transport P

lans
•

Transport A
ssessm

ents
•

Travel P
lans

•
P

ow
ers for w

orkplace charging
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• P
P

G
13 policy is for m

axim
a set 

below
 C

.
• B

 establish through local studies.
• A

 (m
axim

a) is a m
atter of policy, but

could be related to access or m
ode

split targets.
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Figure 6.1 Peak Car Park Occupancy (%) 
at TRICS Sample Sites
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D
estination choices - C

ar user

•
C

an I park there?
•

A
re the roads congested?

•
W

ill I have to pay?



 
 



 
 



 
 

D
estination choices:

N
on-C

ar user 
•

C
an I w

alk there?
•

Is it safe?
•

Is there a bus/train/tram
?  

•
C

an I m
eet all m

y needs in one
place?

•
H

ow
 m

uch w
ill I have to pay?



 
 



 
 

Low
er Levels of  P

arking?

•
D

evelopm
ent m

ust change
•

Location (sequential approach)
•

S
cale (catchm

ent served)
•

W
alk, cycle public transport access

•
O

n-street controls



 
 



 
 

A
 N

ew
 A

pproach?
W

hat if:
•

N
o m

ore dedicated private off-
street parking?

•
P

arking w
as traded w

ithin a local
private sector m

arket?
•

A
ll parking w

as regulated according
 public policy objectives?



 
 

C
onclusion

•
Low

er on-site parking provision in
new

 developm
ent

•
P

referably zero
This m

eans…
•

A
ccessible locations (centres)

•
E

lsew
here, developm

ent serves
sm

aller catchm
ents (sm

aller scale,
local needs)



 
 

Finally... 

P
arking should be decided w

ith  
- location, 
- access, 
- developm

ent size, scale and 
  purpose


