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M13. Would the Plan be effective in ensuring that adequate physical, 
environmental and social infrastructure is in place in a timely manner to 
support the amount and type of development proposed?11 In particular:  

a) Is the development proposed in the Plan dependent on the provision of 
the infrastructure identified in the London Infrastructure Plan 2050 

[NLP/EC/020]?  

b) If so, is the strategy justified and would it be effective, bearing in mind 
that the delivery of some of the infrastructure projects is not certain and 

that there is an identified infrastructure funding gap of at least £3.1billion 
per year?  

c) What, if any, strategic infrastructure other than that identified in the 

London Infrastructure Plan 2050 is likely to be needed to support the 
development proposed in the Plan?  

  

M13 a) – No 

The London Infrastructure Plan 2050 was an attempt to cost the scale of 
infrastructure investment needed for London’s growth over 25 years. It was a 
mixture of essential schemes, but also included a number “blue-sky thinking” 
projects, such as an inner orbital road tunnel. It was essentially a bidding document 

– a shopping list of schemes - to impress the Government on the scale of 
investment needed, rather than limited to those which would be required 

infrastructure elements to support development. The NLP does not depend on all of 
them. Nevertheless, the exercise was useful to set out for the first time the scale of 
London’s long-term infrastructure requirements in a single document. The status of 

the document is unclear and it is likely that the Mayor will want to develop his own 
long-term infrastructure plan. 

 

M13 b) The total cost of the London Infrastructure Plan would have been beyond 
any available budgets and the projects were not well prioritised. However, the 

important section on page 13 was that “Given the limited scope for London’s roads 
to provide additional capacity, demand on the Underground and rail is likely to go up 
by 60 and 80 per cent respectively.” A strategy to address that need would be 

justified. 

 

The problems with Transport for London’s (TfL’s) budget and the loss of income and 
increased expenditure for them caused by the delayed commencement of the 
Elizabeth Line makes achievement of the required transport difficult. The uncertainty 
around Crossrail 2, which is critical to the delivery of the new London Plan, 

illustrates the problems of funding major projects in London. 

 

TfL’s proposals to reduce bus services and to truncate many bus routes will make it 
more difficult for people to move around London. That could harm its economy, as 



well as restrict future development. The Mayor’s Economic Development Strategy 
indicates that businesses consider the poor air quality and overcrowded public 

transport as reasons not to locate in the capital. Those that do so will be critical of 
any failures to bring increased capacity and ease of use to public transport. 

 

Policies in the NLP for increased infrastructure, including utilities, must be funded 
and delivered, otherwise some development allowed in future may not be 

sustainable. Several of the Opportunity Areas lack good public transport and social 
infrastructure elements, particularly those in important areas in the Lower Lea 
valley, ‘City in the East’ and Thames Riverside. 

 

On page 25 of the Infrastructure Plan is the need for “increasing the efficiency of 
goods distribution.” And London Forum seeks policies to improve that. The planning 

and delivery of a network of sites will require a more proactive approach and, 
therefore, will need dedicated resources. 

 

There is an important suggestion on that page also “During the Olympics TfL 
actively managed all aspects of the road network, using CCTV to monitor activity 
and so being able to immediately respond to accidents, burst water mains, etc. 

Alongside travel demand management, this successfully kept the city moving. While 
it was particularly labour intensive, technology may make it a realistic approach to 

adopt for everyday traffic management.”  

 

The London Forum proposes that a new London Infrastructure Plan should 
be developed to support the London Plan strategy. 
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