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Mayor of London Consultation on Draft New London Plan  
 

Response from Rail Freight Group 
 

February 2018 
 
 

1. Rail Freight Group (RFG) is pleased to respond to the consultation on the Mayor 
of London’s Draft New London Plan. No part of this response is confidential. 
 

2. RFG is the representative body for rail freight in the UK, and we campaign for a 
greater use of rail freight, to deliver environmental and economic benefits for the 
UK.  We have around 120 member companies including train operators, end 
customers, ports and terminal operators, suppliers including locomotive and 
wagon companies and support services. 
 

General Comments 
 
3. Rail freight is an important element in freight distribution in London, and has the 

potential to contribute more towards meeting the Mayor’s objectives for transport 
and the wider economy and community.  Our response to the draft Mayor’s 
Transport Strategy sets our views on how London can make a greater use of rail 
freight, and measures that can support this. 
 

4. Since the publication of the draft Transport Plan we have had a number of 
constructive meetings with Transport for London, and are building a shared 
understanding and ambition for growth. 
 

5. For rail freight to prosper in London it is however vital that it has suitable and 
appropriate terminals which enable trains to be loaded and unloaded and link rail 
activity with other freight and logistics activities on site.  Most typically in the 
construction sector this means rail linked sites which can distribute stone, 
cement, asphalt and other products into local construction sites (for example the 
locations at Greenwich and Battersea).  For retail goods, this means intermodal 
terminals and rail linked warehousing, (for example, the facilities at Barking and 
London Gateway).   Without such facilities, rail freight cannot operate effectively. 
 

6. It is therefore imperative that existing rail facilities are protected, and that 
appropriate new facilities are enabled where there is demand.   Recent example 
of inappropriate adjacent development, or of sites threatened with 
redevelopment, has caused significant costs and ongoing difficulties for those 
businesses, and hampers development plans.  A recent publication from the 
Minerals Products Association highlights these issues for the rail [and water XXX] 
sectors. 
 

7. We recognise the considerable pressure to release land for new housing and 
associated development. However, without suitable sites for rail freight 
distribution, the ability to effectively build new infrastructure will be hampered.  
Today rail supplies around 40% of construction aggregates to London and the 
south east, and even if it were desirable to supply this by road, there would be 
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considerable difficulties in doing so.  Similarly, population growth will need to be 
supported by effective freight distribution, including by rail. 
 

8. In this context we are pleased to see that the Draft London Plan makes clear 
statements regarding the need for industrial land, and the need to provide an 
enhanced framework for safeguarding existing rail sites. These are important 
elements, and it is vital that they are confirmed in the final Plan, and that planning 
authorities act within that framework. 
 

9. We welcome the new commitments in the plan, and our comments are mainly to 
ensure that there is parity on the safeguarding of wharves and that the Agent of 
Change principle is specifically also applied to railheads. 
 

10. Specific Comments 
 

11. Policy D12 Agent of Change  We support this policy, which should be a 
valuable tool in ensuring that noise sensitive development does not unreasonably 
constrain or impact on operation of activities including transport, handling and 
processing of minerals, including rail depots as well as wharves. 
 

12. Policy D13 Noise  We support the policy which should ensure that noise 
sensitive development does not unreasonably constrain or impact on operation of 
activities including transport, handling and processing of minerals, including rail 
depots as well as wharves. 

 
13. Policy E4 Land for Industry We strongly support this policy, which provides for 

‘no net loss’ of industrial land, and also makes specific support for rail linked 
facilities, in A5, D1 and elsewhere. 
 

14. We would suggest that the wording of paragraph A could be strengthened by 
making specific reference to minerals importation and processing /manufacturing’ 
(e.g. asphalt plants, concrete batching plants) which are often rail fed, perhaps as 
part of A3, or by expanding the definition of rail terminals in A5.  Such sites are 
not explicitly covered by other categories. 
 

15. Policy SI9 Safeguarded Waste Sites We support the safeguarding of waste 
sites some of which are rail linked. 
 

16. Policy SI10 Aggregates We strongly support the requirement for safeguarding 
of railheads used for aggregates. 
.  

17. We suggest that policy SI10 (clause D) is extended to specifically apply the 
‘Agent of Change’ principle to safeguarding of rail depots in the same manner 
that it is applied to wharves through Policy SI15.  The designing-in of mitigation to 
‘agent of change’ development at an early stage (particularly to reduce noise 
impacts) is equally important for rail depots as wharves. 
 

18. Policy SI15 Water Infrastructure We note and support the safeguarding 
principles for wharves.  Whilst policy Sl10 provides an overall requirement for 
safeguarding of railheads for aggregate distribution, there should also be 
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comparable guidance for railheads as is given in this policy for wharves. 
 

19. PolicyT3 Transport Capacity We support this policy and the general 
safeguarding of existing land and building used for transport and support 
functions. 
 

20. Policy T7 Freight and Servicing:  We support the safeguarding of wharves and 
railheads involved in distribution of aggregates (clause C) [the policy should refer 
to Policy SI15 rather than SI5].  
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