
Comments on the Central Beds Local Plan

North of Luton strategic allocation

In reference to the provision of the strategic link road (13.44) reference should be
made to the need to enter into an Agreement with Network Rail as regards the design
and delivery of a new bridge over the Midland main line as part of the provision of
the strategic link road.

Sundon RFI

The allocation of a rail freight facility at Sundon is noted. It is a general policy of the
company to support access to the rail network for freight purposes wherever possible
and feasible. As such we are happy to support the allocation in principle. Indeed, the
recently installed Sundon loop could give some advantages to the provision of a
terminal in this location, although that was not the primary driver for the new
infrastructure.

However it should be noted that the existing restrictions on gauge clearance for the
Midland Main Line would preclude total flexibility of use of the proposed terminal
(the line is not cleared for either W10 or W12 gauge (able to accommodate the
standard 9’6” containers now being used by shipping companies). As such there may
have to be some investment in the infrastructure on the main line to accommodate the
improved loading gauge to bring the terminal to an optimum level of attractiveness
and competitiveness, particularly in the London direction. This would be in addition
to the gauge enhancement planned to be carried out by NR as part of its remit to
improve accessibility of the rail freight network.

You will be aware of the recent application for the freight terminal at Radlett; in the
S106 Agreement for that site there is a limit on the quantum of development permitted
both in terms of the initial rail connection and in terms of an upper cap on floorspace
allowed before further works in the London area are provided. In addition provision
was also made for a rail investment fund, to provide financial support for companies
wishing to use rail (fixed at £3 million in 2012).

Whilst the Sundon facility is recognised as being on a smaller scale than Radlett, and
complementary, rather than in competition with the latter, some of the initiatives
presented for the Radlett development could also be applicable here particularly in
terms of gauge clearance and a cap on the amount of development allowed before that
gauge clearance is provided.

We continue to work with the developer in meeting their aspirations for the site from
the railway perspective and as such repeat our general support in principle for the
allocation.

On a detailed point the rail based element of the development should ideally make
provision for a minimum of two 775m sidings with a run round facility and siding for
faulty wagons.




