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Crossrail 2 November 2015 Consultation  
Response of the London Borough of Hackney December 2015 

We are writing in relation to the latest consultation for Crossrail 2.  

Hackney welcomes the development of Crossrail 2 and recognises the benefits this 
significant piece of infrastructure could bring to Hackney and London. 

This response is divided into three sections. 

The first section is focussing on the three areas in Hackney directly affected by the proposed 
project: Shoreditch Park, Dalston and Stoke Newington/Stamford Hill and is responding to 
the details published as part of the recent consultation and relating to safeguarding matters.  

The second section relates to outstanding comments from the previous safeguarding 
response which have not yet been addressed.   

The third section of the consultation response relates to the Council’s ambition to see an 
eastward extension of Crossrail 2 developed which would link Hackney with Barking & 
Dagenham and Essex.  

 

Section One. 

Shoreditch Park Sites C, D & E : Implications for the Education of Hackney children, 
Hackney Parks and Leisure Facilities 

1. Hackney Council wishes to strongly object to the Crossrail 2 proposals in the vicinity 
of the Britannia Leisure Centre and car park sites, and the identification of a significant part 
of Shoreditch Park, as possible locations for a work site and shaft for Crossrail 2. This is due 
to the impact it will have on the provision and planning for education, leisure and green 
spaces in the area.  

2. In respect of the above sites, our concerns are three-fold: 

a) The loss of a significant part of Shoreditch Park for between 5-7 years, where 
Crossrail plan to take a site of surface interest to construct an underground junction for 
the Eastern Branch and leave a permanent vent shaft in the area;  

b) The impact on the Council’s plans to build a new secondary school alongside a new 
leisure centre, because of the Crossrail plans to safeguard routes for the tunnels below, 
and a possible shaft on the site; and 

c) The impact on the nearby Whitmore Primary School, access to which is via Northport 
Street and Gopsall Street on the edge of the proposed work site, from the increased 
traffic flows and noise of what is estimated to be a six year construction programme.  

3. The new secondary school is part of plans, which are being developed alongside the 
Education Funding Agency, to meet the demand for two new secondary schools in the 
borough. The expectation is that construction will commence in 2017 with opening in 
September 2019.  
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4. The Council has been planning future investment in its leisure facilities and green 
spaces for Borough residents since 2013. Over the last two years, the future of the Council’s 
sport, leisure and green space provision has been re-evaluated in the context of quantifying 
demand of current population numbers and future growth projections and the age and 
condition of facilities. 

5. The additional demands already placed on local education, sport, leisure and open 
space provision are significant. However, in this part of the borough population growth has 
already increased at a faster rate than any other part of the borough. Local growth schemes 
include the nearby Colville estate regeneration scheme, and Haggerston estates, alongside 
significant public and private sector development occurring in both Hoxton West, Hoxton 
East and Shoreditch wards. As an example the ongoing re-development of the nearby 
Colville Estate alone, will double the population densities in this area. 

6. It is therefore essential that the appropriate facilities are planned and delivered to 
meet the needs of the expanding communities in this area as growth occurs and not 
retrospectivly. Future population growth in these wards will place increasing pressure on the 
capacity of all local services including education and leisure facilities. 

 

Shoreditch Park Site C  

7. In respect of Shoreditch Park, the Council are extremely concerned that a substantial 
part of Shoreditch Park has been identified as a Site of Surface Interest for a period of up to 
10 years. 

8. Shoreditch Park is one of 58 parks and green spaces in Hackney, but importantly in 
the context of these proposals, the largest and most significant green space in the south of 
the Borough.  

9. The Park is heavily used at all times of the year as a place to sit and relax, hold 
events and participate in a variety of activities in the facilities. It offers: a children’s play area, 
a beach volleyball court, playingpitches, table tennis facilities and tennis courts. The Park is 
also heavily used as a pedestrian and cycle route and is adjacent to the Britannia Leisure 
Centre and the Shoreditch Adventure Playground. 

10. The Hoxton West, Hoxton East & Shoreditch wards already have an identified 
deficiency in terms of access to and quantity of parks and green spaces provision (see 
Hackney Open Spaces Assessment, Atkins, 2004) that will be exacerbated with the loss of a 
significant part of Shoreditch Park for a period of up to 10 years.  

11. The need for Crossrail 2 to leave an above ground structure / vent shaft of 
approximately 625m² in the Park, or on the leisure centre site, after completion of the 
construction of the underground junction, will compound the deficiency of open public space 
for the whole area. 

12. It is anticipated that re-provision of green space over the course of the construction 
period, to compensate for the loss of the Park, is not an option. Similarly, the construction 
impact on the Park and the nearby Whitmore Primary School, timescales for occupation, 
extent of land take and environmental impacts such as noise and disturbance from lorry 
movements are all anticipated to be unacceptable. 
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13. On the basis of the consultation information, we cannot support this proposal due to 
the significant and long-term impact this will have on Shoreditch Park, Whitmore Primary 
School and local residents. 

Sites D &E - Britannia Leisure Centre, Car Park Site and a new Secondary School 

14. School place planning projections show that two new secondary schools are needed 
in the borough by 2021.  Due to the scarcity of suitable sites the Council is proposing to co-
locate one of the two new secondary schools with the redeveloped Britannia Leisure Centre. 
This will enable the leisure centre to be accessed by both the school pupils and the wider 
community.  

15. In 2013, a series of studies were commissioned to review the Council’s leisure 
estate, and help establish a range of options and the most appropriate development for each 
site in terms of design concept and financial implications. The culmination of this work has 
been the development of a plan that proposes two significant facility developments, one 
being a new Britannia Leisure Centre, and a number of improvements to other centres over 
the next four years, to deliver modern, attractive and cost effective leisure facilities.  

16. High quality, accessible and affordable leisure facilities can play a key role in 
improving the health of the communities they serve. Britannia Leisure Centre is an important 
community resource which allows local people to engage in sport and physical activity and 
lead healthier lifestyles.  

17. Options have been considered for the repair or refurbishment of the building and, 
whilst these works could be undertaken at significant cost, they would only extend the life of 
the existing building and there would be no major improvements to the Centre i.e. the type 
and scale of the facilities would remain exactly the same and unable to meet future demand.  

18. The development of a new facility creates an opportunity for the Council to provide a 
21st Century education establishment and leisure centre that integrates with Shoreditch Park 
and the future development of the Colville Estate and nearby developments. It is expected 
that the proposal will connect education, sport, leisure and social activities together in a fully 
integrated solution.  

19.      TfL’s proposals to safeguard both the current leisure centre and car park sites for the 
Crossrail 2 development will not only delay the development of a much needed replacement 
leisure facility but the delivery of a new secondary school leading to an inability to provide 
sufficient secondary school places to residents.  The proposed routing of the railway 
underneath the proposed Leisure Centre, School and adjacent proposed residential 
development would significantly add to the costs of development due to restrictions on piled 
foundations. We would wish Crossrail 2 to reach agreement with the council on the extent of 
pile free corridors and other constraints upon construction as a matter of urgency so that the 
viability of the council’s proposals can be properly planned.  

20 Britannia Leisure Centres and Shoreditch Park are viewed as valuable and well-used 
community resources in densely populated areas of the Borough. It is particularly important 
that people living in densely populated areas have access to leisure facilities and green 
spaces which allow them to be active and participate in sport and physical activity. It is 
equally important that these facilities are of a high quality, accessible and affordable.  
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21. In summary, it is anticipated that Crossrail 2’s safeguarding proposals will not only 
jeopardise the timely re-provision of the new secondary school and leisure centre but also 
significantly impact upon the local community’s ability to access a popular and much valued 
green space for a minimum period of 5-7 years. 

22. In addition TfL’s identification of Britannia Leisure Centre’s car park site as a location 
for an intermediate shaft and worksite for Crossrail 2 would undermine the entire viability of 
the Council’s proposed public infrastructure plans. 

Sites A& B - Eagle Wharf Road 

23 Given the implications of the proposed use of the three potential sites in Shoreditch 
Park, as outlined above the Council is strongly of the opinion that Sites 1A& B on Eagle 
Wharf road are the only 2 suitable sites for the worksite and vent shaft.   
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Dalston  

Site A  

24. The Bentley Road car park is the largest of only two public car parks in Dalston town 
centre and it performs a vital function as a short term shoppers’ car park. The Council would 
expect that a similar number of spaces for public use would be re-provisioned prior to taking 
this site and a permanent facility be provided on completion of the scheme. The loss of the 
car park is likely to cause a loss of trade to local businesses as car borne shoppers in search 
of bulky purchases switch their trade to out of town locations where car parking is more 
freely available. The Council believes that the loss of facilities like these have a negative 
impact on the roads and congestion as it forces people to drive further to undertake some 
shopping trips. The council will also anticipate compensation for the loss of car parking 
income as a result of Crossrail 2 taking the site.  

25. Although we have previously been verbally advised that Crossrail 2 are now seeking 
to avoid listed buildings and other sites of heritage value the current plans are unclear as to 
whether they will result in the loss of heritage assets and impact adversely upon the 
Conservation Area.The council would wherever possible protect the current historic 
elements of the streetscape. In addition it should be noted that there are many residential 
properties in the vicinity of this site   

26. In relation to the vent shaft shown on the consultation plan we are unsure of the likely 
impact of this facility and require more detail.   

 

Sites B & D   

27. It should be noted that the Bradbury Street and Kingsland High Street properties will 
be included in a new Dalston Conservation Area so the proposal to demolish these buildings 
(sites B and C) raises serious concern.  The buildings on Bradbury Street and Kingsland 
Road are identified in the proposed conservation area as ‘Buildings of Townscape Merit’. 
This means that they are considered to make an important contribution to the character and 
appearance of the Dalston Conservation Area. Their loss would be resisted. Notwithstanding 
the powers that Crossrail can exercise, Hackney Council’s statutory responsibility is to 
preserve or enhance the character or appearance of the conservation area.  In consultation 
with Hackney Council’s Conservation and Urban Design Team, Crossrail 2 should seek find 
more appropriate, less sensitive sites in Dalston. 

28.  The area is also designated as a secondary retail frontage so there are concerns 
about the potential loss of small independent shop units. There is also concern about the 
potential impact on Gillette Square nearby.    

29. There are a number of residents in Bradbury Street and Bradbury Mews who are 
threatened with CPO if the safeguarding is amended to reflect the current proposals. Noting 
the Crossrail 2 hierarchy of suitability of sites aims to avoid residential property,  we would 
propose that Crossrail consider a proposal presented to TFL to relocate Dalston Kingsland 
station to the east of the A10 rather than threaten Bradbury Street. We consider that doing 
so would avoid impacting on residential properties and allow scope for long term expansion 
of the station which it is noted on current projections will require 8 car trains by 2043 and be 
under strain in terms of suitable passenger facilities. This possibility would also potentially 
give scope for integration of transport with development if a future shopping centre 
redevelopment were to proceed. 
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30. It is anticipated that any works on Bradbury Street will impact on the businesses 
located on the north side of Bradbury Street and could well cause hardship and loss of trade 
to a number of small independent businesses which may find it difficult to withstand any 
disruption. If the Bradbury Street proposals proceed the council would want a commitment 
from Crossrail 2 that compensation and business as usual campaigns and other initiatives 
aimed at supporting the small businesses through the disruption would be undertaken by 
Crossrail 2.    Any future redevelopment of this area should it proceed should include mixed 
use development. 

Site C  

31. The Birkbeck Mews Site is shown as being needed as a worksite for construction of a 
Northern station shaft and escalator connection to the Crossrail 2 platforms. At present 
Birkbeck Mews is heavily utilised by the council to deliver all of the ancillary services 
required by Ridley Road market. The site provides much needed storage for traders, storage 
for stalls and the market waste is also collected processed and stored on this site. Additional 
services include market operations office and a public toilet that serves the traders and the 
market’s many visitors. The proximity of the site is fundamental to the ability of the market to 
function effectively, without undue disruption and impact on traders and the local 
environment. The Dalston AAP identifies that this site is suitable for redevelopment up to 4 
storeys to accommodate a mix of uses (market storage, employment, residential). In 
recognition of the strategic importance of the site, the council procured a developer to deliver 
significant uplift to this area. The proposals includes 74000sqft of workspace and the re 
provision and improvement of the storage, waste management and processing facilities, 
public toilets, market office and the public realm. Additionally the development will provide 
much needed commercial space, increase footfall into Ridley Road   which will enhance the 
Ridley Road area providing significant office space which is in high demand in Dalston and 
extremely short supply in Dalston. 

32. Even in its current state the site generates revenue for the council through the 
provision of storage. The agreement with the developer will generate an additional £8m 
revenue for the Council over the next 30 years. 

33. The proposals for a worksite and the proposed vent shaft in this location raises 
serious concerns due to the impact on the nearby Colvestone primary school. It is 
anticipated that the works would result in increased levels of noise, dust vibration and 
extensive vehicle movement which may impact on children’s safety when travelling to and 
from school. These impacts would also extend to Ridley Road market and officers 
concerned that the disruption will have a significant adverse impact on the trading 
environment of the market and as such reduce visitor numbers, in turn resulting in a 
detrimental effect on local resident’s amenity and the council’s ability to encourage new 
traders into Ridley Road.       

34. There is a great deal of concern about the proposals for provision of a vent shaft and 
worksite in this location. This stems from the expectation that noise dust and extensive 
vehicle movements would be at odds with the use and function of the market and of the 
nearby Colvestone Primary School.  

35. Disruption to the market will have a significant adverse impact on the trading 
environment and as such will put additional pressure on what is currently a street market that 
currently operates with difficult trading conditions. 
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36. We would strongly request that Crossrail 2 look carefully at their proposals in this 
area and develop alternative proposals which greatly reduce the impact on the market and 
the school all options including amending the alignment of the railway should be considered. 
Hackney also consider that should the Birkbeck Mews site be taken for work purposes 
Crossrail 2 should identify suitable alternative land to allow the existing functions on the site 
to be rehoused so as not to threaten the market operation.     

37. The potential loss of the locally listed building at 74-76 Kingsland High Street (site C) 
is also a concern. The Kingsland High Street frontage is also planned for inclusion in the 
new Dalston conservation area therefore we would wish this frontage to be retained.  

Site E  

38. The proposals for Site E include construction of a new station entrance and ticket 
hall, for interchange with Dalston Junction station. Again from the plans it remains unclear 
what the proposals mean for listed buildings in the Kingsland Road Conservation Area one 
building of which remains at risk and Crossrail 2 plans for buildings in this area need to be 
clarified. The area has a number of impressive buildings in this conservation area which the 
council would wish to see retained due to their heritage and streetscape value. There is also 
concern about lack of detail about the construction plans and arrangements for this site. We 
would request that Crossrail 2 provide greater detail and clarity over the extent of their 
planned works in this location given the conservation area status of the site and nearby 
residential properties.       

Additional Considerations in Dalston  

Ashwin Street 

39 The area around Ashwin Street, Abbott Street and Dalston Lane is the subject of 
significant regeneration proposals including buildings of up to six storeys in height, which are 
likely to come forward in advance of construction of the railway. In the knowledge of these 
proposals care should be taken to ensure that the running tunnels are planned at such a 
depth as to avoid conflict with the likely foundation design of these buildings. 

 Weight restricted bridge  

40.  The railway bridge over Dalston Kingsland station has had a long term weight 
restriction which stretches back many years. If Crossrail propose to carry out works in 
Dalston involving extensive lorry movements then it may be necessary to repair or replace 
this bridge so that lorry movements can be concentrated along the A10 rather than on 
nearby residential streets.    

Mitigation of proposals  

41. Given the future development of Crossrail 2 and the likelihood that it will create 
increased public footfall in Dalston town centre the council would wish to lay down a marker 
at this point that in due course it would wish Crossrail 2 to commission a study aimed at 
identifying likely volumes of pedestrian footfall and vehicular traffic and seek to mitigate this 
likely impact with a town centre public realm plan looking at pedestrianisation, pavement 
capacity and public realm proposals.   
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Stoke Newington /Stamford Hill 

42. The Stoke Newington / Stamford Hill proposals for a worksite seem the least 
developed at the current time in terms of detail and we would request that Crossrail 2 puts 
resources into further developing these proposals so that we can respond effectively.  We 
also consider that given the long gap between Seven Sisters and Dalston station to the 
south Crossrail should investigate whether there is a positive business case for developing a 
Crossrail 2 station at the Stoke Newington / Stamford Hill worksite which could potentially be 
part funded by oversite development of the worksite on completion.  

 

Mitigation of proposals – Stamford Hill  

43. In terms of the Council’s position we would note that the single stakeholder meeting 
that was held requested that as part of the Crossrail 2 process that at a future date as part of 
the work on this site Crossrail 2 should undertake a masterplanning exercise to help 
determine what the site should be redeveloped as in the longer term after the Crossrail 2 
works are finished so as to help maximise the community benefit and regeneration of the 
area after the completion of works. 
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Section 2  

Colville Estate - Shoreditch  

44 . The proposed safeguarded area runs beneath the site of the Colville estate, which is 
the subject of major regeneration proposals promoted by the London Borough of Hackney. 
The scheme is for a total of 935 dwellings over 6 further phases with construction on phases 
2A & B (116 units) and 3 (198 units) expected in March 2016. The expected completion of 
the entire development is in 2027 I attach a plan of the development with the perimeter of 
blocks across the masterplan area marked on indicatively with the proposed minimum and 
maximum storey heights of each along with an approximation of your proposed safeguarding 

45. The development has outline consent (LBH planning reference 2011/0734) and 
reserved matters consent for phases 2 and 3 (ref. 2012/2584 and 2014/0621 respectively) 
with the blocks in phase 3 being the tallest in the scheme at 16 – 20 storeys. Structural 
information relating to these blocks that formed part of the reserved matters application 
indicates that the buildings will require 600 mm diameter CFA piles to a depth of 30 metres 
although as yet no full piling and foundation design has been completed. The rest of the 
scheme is low to medium rise but nevertheless will probably require piled foundations to a 
significant depth as the consented masterplan has a number of areas where heights extend 
to 6 – 8 storeys. 

46. In the light of these existing consents and the very real expectation that the 
development will proceed as planned we would respectfully ask that any future design work 
on the proposed railway takes into account that the scheme as drawn along with the 
assumption that the foundations are likely to be quite substantially deep. The council would 
request an early meeting with Crossrail 2 to discuss the safeguarding in the context of the 
estate regeneration plans.  

Stean Street - Haggerston 

47. Part of Stean Street is marked as an Areas of Surface Interest; this road is a main 
point of access to the Stonebridge Estate and is fronted by two storey housing. We are 
concerned for the residential amenity of the residents of the estate generally and for those 
with houses fronting on to Stean Street specifically. If all the land is taken as drawn the 
access along Stean Street would be narrowed to a 2 metre footpath and pedestrians would 
be trapped between the garden walls of the houses and the site fencing creating an 
extremely uncomfortable environment over a significant stretch of path. Some care will need 
to be taken as to how this space is managed to ensure security for the houses that back on 
to it and for people using it as a through route. 

Graham Road – Hackney Central 

48. Graham Road – Area of Surface Interest – The Council has long term aspirations to 
utilise this site for housing provision and would be pleased if this site was removed from the 
sites of surface interest so these plans could be brought forward 

Malpas Road Hostel – Hackney Central   

49. Malpas Road Hostel currently accommodates 22 households for the London Borough 
of Hackney and is managed by Hackney Council staff. 

50. The availability of suitable, well-managed, local temporary accommodation in the 
Borough is dwindling at a time when the number of people requiring temporary 
accommodation is increasing. A loss of 22 units of accommodation would be significant. 
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51 Hackney currently have just under 2000 homeless households in temporary 
accommodation, many of whom are forced to live outside the Borough due to the lack of 
accommodation locally.  This adversely affects households who are dependent upon other 
local services, such as schools and mental health services and family support. 

52. Hostel Accommodation, such as Malpas Road, owned by Hackney is by far the 
cheapest type of accommodation for both the households involved and the taxpayer. 
Procuring in the private sector is becoming more and more difficult and the costs have been 
rising significantly over the last few years, with London Boroughs competing against each 
other for the same properties. 

53. The central location of Malpas Road Hostel in Hackney makes it particularly 
advantageous for all concerned in terms of accessibility, proximity to essential services and 
support.  The access to public transport and local shops is also a major consideration in 
accommodating our households many of whom are amongst the poorest in the Borough and 
unable to afford travel costs. 

54. Should this land is ever be acquired for Crossrail, the Council would expect that as a 
minimum that TfL would  cover any additional costs incurred in housing homeless people but 
would prefer that suitable replacement accommodation within the Borough is provided 
before this building is taken. 

Hackney Central Car Park – Hackney Central 

55. The car park site is a development site (Opportunity Site) as designated in the 
Hackney Central AAP where it is identified that the site is appropriate for mixed use 
development comprising retail, commercial, hotel and residential in a 4–5 storey 
building.  This car park is the only public car park in Hackney Central and, even though it is 
of a modest size (25 spaces), it performs a vital function in the town centre as a short term 
shoppers’ car park, as well as supporting the famous Hackney Empire theatre and the local 
cinema. The position of this car park was also of high importance when planning permission 
was sought for the creation of a hotel adjacent to the site. The car park generates 
approximately £45k per annum in pay and display revenue. The Council would expect that a 
similar number of spaces for public use would be re-provisioned prior to taking this site and a 
permanent facility be provided on completion of the scheme. 

Proposed safeguarding of the Arriva Bus garage site on Bohemia Place – Hackney 
Central  

56. Despite representations from Hackney on several occasions at meetings, Crossrail 2 
have persisted in identifying the Arriva bus garage site on Bohemia Place as a site of surface 
interest in connection with the potential construction of an underground junction.  

57. We firstly need to restate our position that this site is a key location within our town 
centre the AAP identifies this site as an Opportunity Site that site could be redeveloped for 
mixed use development (retail, commercial / employment and residential) in a 3–4 storey 
building it is envisaged that significant employment could be generated by this site. 

58. A further aspect of the safeguarding of this site is that it looks likely that the 
safeguarding of this site would be unnecessary in any case. It appears very feasible to 
construct Crossrail 2 from a site at Eagle Wharf Rd, potentially rendering the need for this site 
redundant. We note that has Crossrail 2 has given written assurances to our Mayor that 
alternatives to the use of this site will be explored in the current round of Crossrail 2 
optioneering work.       
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59 In addition Hackney have commissioned a study by AECOM looking at the options for 
creating an access shaft in Hackney Central we attach this study. In summary the report 
identifies seven potential locations for an intervention shaft at Hackney Central with 2 or 3 of 
these looking potentially viable as options in the event that such as shaft is actually required. 
This therefore highlights that there are several good alternatives to the bus garage site which 
would not jeopardise major regeneration proposals in Hackney Central. These other options 
should therefore be fully investigated and considered. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Document Number: 16693395 
Document Name: Crossrail 2 Final draft of consultation response 8th january 2016 

Section 3  

Eastward Extension of Crossrail 2  

60. From the consultation we note that a small spur has been proposed for safeguarding 
which would constitute the beginning of the Eastern Branch of Crossrail 2, we also realise 
that given programme and budget constraints little work has been done to develop fuller 
route proposals for the potential Eastern Branch at this stage.  

61. Going back to the original population and employment projections underpinning 
Crossrail 2 we note that the Eastern Branch projections from September 2012 showed the 
following figures. 

Eastern branch option to Grays, via Barking and Stratford 

 

 

Indicating an increase in population of 101,000 and 85,000 additional jobs associated with the 
Eastern Branch  

62. Significantly since those figures population growth projections for London have been 
revised upwards with population growths of 30% now forecast in Hackney and Barking alone 
by 2041 and 50% in Newham for the same period. Thus there will be an expectation of greater 
population along the route of the Eastern Branch in the order of 330,000 in those 3 Boroughs 
alone. On job increases these are forecast to rise by 150,000 in Tower Hamlets (mainly at 
Canary Wharf), 20,000 in Hackney and 70,000 in Newham, again by 2041. This points very 
much to the idea of the Eastern Branch having primarily a regeneration case and would greatly 
strengthen the need and business case for the railway.  

 

Borough / 
County 

Reference Case Growth 
2011 - 2031 

Areas near Crossrail 2 stations only 

Further 2011 - 2031, with 
full Opportunity / 

intensification Area 
build-out 

Further Growth: 2031 - 
2041, with Crossrail 2 

Total change from 2031 
reference case 

Population Employment Population Employment Population Employment Population Employment 

Barking & 
Dagenham 60,116 4,720 3,000 4,000 4,000 1,000 7,500 5,000 

Hackney 41,578 16,470 500 500 2,500 1,000 2,500 1,000 

Havering 41,126 6,733 500 4,500 21,000 5,000 21,500 9,500 

Newham 95,135 19,370 12,000 30,500 34,000 28,000 46,000 58,500 

Tower 
Hamlets 93,537 73,935 0 4,500 11,000 2,000 11,500 6,500 

Essex** 23,585 10,597 0 0 12,000 4,500 12,000 4,500 

Total 355,077 131,826 16,000 44,000 84,500 41,500 101,000 85,000 
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63. The other reason for Crossrail 2 that has often been cited is the need to relieve 
pressure on the Piccadilly and Victoria Line branches in North London. The GLA’s 2050 
infrastructure plan indicates that a 9% capacity improvement can be expected on the Victoria 
Line in 2016 with an increase from 33 to 36 trains per hour. And a 60% increase in the 
Piccadilly Line capacity from 24 to 33/36 trains per hour can be expected by 2029. The 2041 
(max growth) Crowding Map for 2041 shows little overcrowding on the Piccadilly line north of 
Manor House. It is therefore highly questionable whether elements of the Crossrail 2 package 
will be needed to increase capacity on the routes covered by the Piccadilly Line if a 60% 
capacity increase will be delivered at the same point by other means and crowding levels are 
not deemed to be serious.      

64. This all points to a need to review the objectives and rationale for the current routing 
of Crossrail 2 and the need to strongly consider an Eastern Branch for regeneration reasons.  

65. In addition to the above overall strategic point we have a number of points which we 
wish to make about the proposals for Crossrail 2 within Hackney. 

1) Hackney Interchange Station capacity 
 

66. The first of these is in relation to the need to recognise the imperative of improving 
Station capacity at Hackney Central currently, well in advance of Crossrail 2. Hackney Central 
currently sees 5.3 million passengers per year according to ORR data.  

67. The station is currently struggling to cope with that level of demand, the station 
concourse and ticket office is cramped, the ramps up to the station are congested and the 
platforms are busy also. Since the opening of the Hackney Interchange in July 2015 over 1280 
additional journeys have been made per weekday, exceeding the forecast target for the first 
year alone. This has made the concourse, platforms and ramps ever more crowded. All of 
these changes will lead to greater pressure on the existing infrastructure of the station which 
will need improvement to cope with the additional volume of people well in advance of 
Crossrail 2’s arrival. We welcome the latest proposed plans from TfL but would stress the 
need for this improved infrastructure to be put in place as soon as possible.    

2) Hackney Wick Station on the Eastern Branch 
 

68. Proposals for the routing of the Eastern Branch have indicated two potential alignments 
en route to Stratford. One of these alignments indicates the possibility of an underground 
Crossrail 2 Station at Hackney Wick. Hackney Council are keen to see this proposal 
materialise and commissioned AECOM to prepare a report on the feasibility and business 
case for such a station using the standard WEBTAG assessment approach. We attach the 
final report from AECOM but the headlines are that given the amount of developable land 
within the 12 minute station catchment the station could deliver associated regeneration 
benefits in the order of £1.4 billion, well in excess of the level of benefits necessary to justify 
a new station.  Accordingly in any further work on the Eastern Branch we would seek to have 
a station at Hackney Wick included within the proposals given the clear regeneration case that 
has been demonstrated. Additionally, a station at Hackney Wick would afford a level of relief 
on the already congested London Overground which would also assist in relieving the 
crowding scenario forecast for 2041. 
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3) The case for A Crossrail 2 Station at Stratford international  

Future Stratford  

69. At present Crossrail 2 are considering 2 potential alignments through the Stratford 
and Olympic Park area for Crossrail 2’s Eastern Branch. This consists of a southern 
alignment with a station at Fish Island and Stratford regional station and a Northern 
alignment with a station at Hackney Wick and North of the International station at Stratford.  

70. Hackney and Newham have had a discussion and officers consider that the Northern 
alignment offers the best solution for the Park and Stratford area and could in time provide 
an exciting new transport hub to the north of the Olympic Park. The reasons for this are as 
follows:- 

71. There is already a cluster of Transport services in the northern part of the park with 
the International station and DLR, adding Crossrail 2 to this cluster would in effect develop a 
second hub at Stratford and relieve some of the pressure on the regional station and the 
southern entrance to Westfield also allowing Westfield and any future developments such as 
the mooted snow dome to proceed whilst regulating passenger flows. 

72. It is also appreciated that some capacity issues could also be created at the regional 
station by the addition of interchange flows between Crossrail 2 and Stratford Regional in 
particular which may require extension or expansion of the existing station infrastructure. 
There could also be operational issues with construction at the regional station and therefore 
we consider that a new station north of the CTRL box would be a better option. We note that 
a major crowding challenge for the SE sub-region in 2041 is identified as the Central line and 
Crossrail corridors through Stratford. As well as providing relief for these lines, a Crossrail 2 
station at Stratford would have the further benefit of using up existing capacity for Canary 
Wharf bound trips on the Jubilee line thus relieving the most crowded section of the line 
between Waterloo and Canary Wharf.   

73. In addition to locating a Crossrail 2 station north of the CTRL box, the development of 
a surface station at High Meads loop in close proximity to the international and DLR station 
to further enhance the hub arrangement, Such a station could allow Lea Valley Line services 
to utilise the loop at Stratford and provide additional platform capacity for Lea Valley Line 
services which is likely to be required if expansion of the Lea Valley Line proceeds in the 
medium term.  Such a station could also provide additional resilience for the North London 
Line in the event that platforms are blocked at Stratford Regional or additional capacity is 
needed given Stratford developments.  

74. A key benefit of developing a node around a new station at High Meads Loop and the 
international station is that this will raise PTAL levels for the Northern area of the park and 
would also raise development values. Making the land more valuable and reducing the need 
for costly and inefficient parking areas meaning development land can be freed up for more 
productive uses.   

 

 


