SOUTHWARK LIVING STREETS
SOUTHWARK CYCLISTS

8 Gilkes Crescent

London SE21 7BS

020 8693 2618

alastair@dulwich.co.uk
2 March 2009
Tim Cutts
London Borough of Southwark
Chiltern

Portland Street

London SE17 2ES

and by email to tim.cutts@southwark.gov.uk

Dear Tim
Canada Water
Thank you very much for coming to the Southwark Living Streets meeting on February 19, and presenting the Issues and Options paper for the Canada Water Area Action Plan. We are also grateful for the tolerance in the deadline for comments.

Comments by Southwark Living Streets and Southwark Cyclists are as follows:

1. We understand your reasons for polarising the issues into two options. We agree that this can be a useful strategy for the consultation on Issues and Options. However, we think that the best plan will consist of a “pick and mix” from the two options.
2. Thus, within option B, we support two-way traffic in Lower Road, but not a new motor road through the Hawkstone Estate (page 33).

3. Walkers and cyclists need river crossings. We understand that the London Mayor will not fund the Sustrans bridge. The two London councils, at each end of the proposed bridge, should explore vigorously, with Sustrans, other sources of money. This is a prime example of the important principle of selective permeability.
4. We also urge the re-opening of the pedestrian entrance to the Rotherhithe Tunnel (page 35).

5. In relation to option A on page 30, we would like a greatly improved pedestrian link between the shopping centre and the leisure car parks. Car drivers could then park at one to visit the other. Presently, we have one large car park empty at night time and another large car park empty during the day time.

6. Page 32 of the paper draws attention to the conflict between traffic between the south-east and central London and local traffic trying to get to and from the peninsula. The plan should include proactive measures, worked out with Transport for London, to address this problem, including the possibility of the extension of the London Congestion Charge south-eastwards.

7. Comparing figures 5 and 8, we strongly support the larger network of green routes in figure 8, but not a new motor link to Southwark Park.

8. We urge a much more positive plan for walking and cycling than indicated on page 35. The Rotherhithe peninsula is much like parts of Holland. The plan should aim for levels of cycling comparable to Holland, maybe 30-50% of journeys. And, given the attractive conditions for walking in the peninsula, the emphasis on families and concerns about healthy lifestyles, the plan should explicitly aim for high levels of walking.
The plan should incorporate policies for positively discouraging private can use in the area, which is car-saturated. Measures should include:
(i) shopping trolley parks at blocks of flats within a mile of Surrey 
Quays shopping centre, which would cut local car use;

(ii) travel plans for schools and other destinations;
(iii) providing improved short-cuts for walking and cycling and avoiding stopping up unnecessary roads;
(iv) charges for car parking at Surrey Quays; and 

(v) car parking in new developments restricted to provision for the disabled.

Both Southwark Living Streets and Southwark Cyclists would be keen to work with the Council to research and assess what local people would require in order to embed walking and cycling more in the local area (.e.g. what is
needed for cycling to attain a modal share of 30% or more) and then to shape the infrastructure with the changes that might be needed to attain these goals

9. The plan should make provision for much more and better cycle parking at Canada Water and for all land uses, e.g. the library, shops, cinemas, etc.

The interchange needs a really world-class bike park for 300 bikes and expandable. It should be covered, staffed and very secure. It could be supervised by the local newsagent or Decathlon at Surrey Quays (which, incidentally, sells more bikes than all the other Southwark bike shops put together.)

10. The design of Salter Road is an anachronism. It should be traffic calmed, with, in places, trees in the centre of the carriageway, and with at-grade pedestrian and cycle crossings where desire lines indicate.

11. As the plan indicates (on page 41), walking and cycling should be possible all along the Thames, and this should be restored at Surrey Docks Farm.

12. Access to the area is also important. Many people from outside the
peninsula simply do not visit at present and do not have the chance to make
use of its amenities. We would strongly urge Southwark Council to assess
(perhaps in conjunction with the Connect2 project) the quality of the
cycling links to the peninsula from two or three key locations in Southwark
that, if improved, would allow and encourage greater use of the peninsula
by Southwark residents using sustainable modes of transport.

13. We fully endorse the need for good signage in what can be a confusing area.

14. The section on health (page 55) should be expanded to promote development of active lifestyles. Southwark children have some of the worst obesity and asthma 
 rates in the UK. The main causes are inactivity and through motor traffic. Any work at all on Canada Water should explicitly map these health issues and 
analyse whether new developments will help or make matters worse.
15. The plan should lead the way to 
(i) Canada Water becoming a Business Improvement District, and
(ii) the introduction of a Commons Rate for households living within 300 meters of the Thames or other water spaces, just as those living within 600 yards of Putney and Wimbledon Commons pay a Commons Rate.
The yield from both these sources could be used for local infrastructure and management improvements.
16 Comparing broadly options A and B, we favour option B, but, if harsh economic conditions prevail for longer than you envisage on page 59 and prevent implementation of option B, then we would opt for A, incorporating the wider network of green links from option B.
17 We hope that you will be able to arrange for the 2006 Urbed report to be published. We believe that it described the existing walking and cycling routes on the peninsula as the broken spokes of a wheel. We want to see these spokes mended and strengthened. We would like to make progress on some of these improvements forthwith, and are therefore submitting relevant CGS bids.
We hope that you find helpful these comments, which are based on the policies of Living Streets and the London Cycling Campaign, and the local knowledge for our members living in Rotherhithe 
Yours sincerely

Alastair Hanton




Barry Mason
Chair, Southwark Living Streets


Co-ordinator, Southwark Cyclists
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