
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

East of England LGA Written Statement 

Respondent no.1384.  
Matter 76 

Transport Transport schemes and development 

M76.  
a) Are all of the transport schemes set out in Table 10.1 necessary and adequate to deliver the 

development proposed in the Plan?  

b) In the context of the identified funding gap of £3.1billion per year, is there a reasonable prospect that 

the transport schemes set out in Table 10.1, and any other essential strategic transport schemes, will 

be delivered in a timely fashion in relation to the timing of development proposed in the Plan? 

 

The transport schemes set out in Table 10.1 cover a wide range of interventions that together have the 
potential to deliver the development identified in the Plan. Many of these interventions will be applicable 
within London where their impact beyond the London boundary will be small. It is therefore a matter for 
London and Londoners to decide whether the majority of the programme in Table 10.1 is necessary and 
adequate to deliver the development proposed in the Plan. 
 
Delivery of the programme in Table 10.1 is not unachievable, however; It should be noted that the 
programme as a whole and delivery dates for specific projects, are both very ambitious in terms of available 
funding and timescales for implementation.   
 
East of England LGA (EELGA) would wish to highlight projects that have an impact in the East of England. For 
example, 

 the Plan states that Crossrail 2 will open by 2033; while this is possible, the Independent Affordability 
Review is understood to be examining options for phased delivery that could delay parts of the wider 
Crossrail 2 project that are assumed to be delivered within the London Plan.  It is noted that a decision 
on funding Crossrail 2 is not expected until the 2019 Comprehensive Spending Review that is unlikely to 
take place until later in 2019 and after the London Plan EIP has taken place. 

 It is also noted that several of the projects identified within Table 10.1; for example, the River crossing 
at Gallions Reach and/or Belvedere, are subject to further assessment and that some of these projects 
requiring further assessment are earmarked for early delivery. Assessment of the costs and benefits of 
these projects should be undertaken at the earliest opportunity. 

 EELGA would also wish to ensure that the cost assessment of projects identified in Table 10.1 is re-
examined to provide greater certainty over the likely delivery of the programme. For example, the 
National Rail freight upgrades, especially to enable freight to bypass London project is listed as low 
cost, potentially contrasting significantly with assessments within Network Rail’s 2017 Freight Network 
Study where options to address freight flow capacity and gauge clearance along Corridor 6 - Cross 
London freight flows including Essex Thameside are largely uncosted.  

 
Greater certainty in relation to the identification and definition of the projects contained in Table 10.1 and 
their associated costs and benefits will enable the refinement of the transport programme, greater clarity 
in relation to the identified £3.1bn funding gap, assist in the identification of potential funding sources and 
provide greater certainty in relation to the timely delivery of these projects, especially those that impact 
upon the East of England. 

*** 


