
 
 
Draft London Plan Examination in Public 
 
Written statement by the Chartered Institute of Logistics and Transport (Participant no. 2923) on 
Matter M76 
 
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 only freight-related projects in Table 10.1 (Freight consolidation programme and Freight fleet 
emission reductions) are restrictive and, while appropriate, need to be complemented by positive 
schemes to ensure that London's economy can function by enabling servicing, delivery and 
construction activities to operate efficiently. Policy T1B should be amended to say: "All 
development should make the most effective use of land, reflecting its connectivity and 
accessibility by existing and future public transport, logistics and freight operations, walking and 
cycling routes, and ensure that any impacts on London's transport networks and supporting 
infrastructure are mitigated." The following text should explain the importance of infrastructure 
and rail, river and road routes for freight, deliveries and servicing. There should be an additional 
section of Table 10.1 to include freight schemes. It is noticeable that there are no freight policies or 
schemes related to rail access in Chapter 9 on Sustainable Infrastructure despite rail carrying 
significantly greater amounts of freight sustainably than water transport, for which there is a set of 
policies (SI15). However, there are policies in Chapter 6 (for example Policy E4 on land for industry, 
logistics and services and E5 on Strategic Industrial Locations) which are to be welcomed and should 
be enhanced to indicate that land along rail and river routes is particularly valuable and that there 
should be a presumption in favour of uses that require good access to transport services. 
 
CILT has consistently supported road pricing and sees the current Congestion Charge and ULEZ as 
interim steps towards a pricing regime that dynamically responds to the capacity and environmental 
requirements of London's streets. Road pricing using the next generation of charging technology is 
essential for meeting the London Plan's objectives and has the double benefit of managing traffic 
and raising much needed revenue.  As the use of petrol and diesel engined vehicles decreases and 
use of electric and autonomous vehicles increases it is essential that pricing should be related to the 
road space used so distance travelled must be part of the pricing mix. 
 
It is possible that Crossrail 2 may be delayed. In this circumstance, the project should be split into 
smaller parts, with the West Anglia Main Line 4-tracking, which can be implemented independently, 
the highest priority. Crossrail 2 will not be implemented by the time HS2 Phase 1 is completed at 
Euston, so the provision of an eastern entrance to Euston Square Station should be added to the 
programme. 
 



For bus services (including new forms of shared use road transport) to function effectively and to 
create the conditions in which walking and cycling to become preferred for shorter journeys we 
suggest that the second scheme in Table 10.1 be amended to read: 
"Borough-led traffic reduction strategies (including workplace parking levies, bus priorities and 
walking and cycling infrastructure or reserved spaces)"  
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