Response to the Mayor’s Transport Strategy from Southwark Living Streets (www.southwarklivingstreets.org.uk):

a Living Streets borough group’s perspective
We are a community group called Southwark Living Streets. We have an active membership of over 70 people in the London Borough of Southwark and are the borough group of the national charity Living Streets. We work to improve the public realm and conditions for pedestrians in Southwark.

We would like to focus our response to the Mayor’s Transport Strategy on the ambition to create better streets (5.17) and the methods to be employed to do that. We have worked closely with a number of communities in Southwark, many of whom are keen to create better streets and vibrant town centres exactly as the Mayor’s strategy describes. Examples of these town centres are Camberwell, Peckham and Borough High Street. In each of these town centres there is a common theme of their sitting on roads that are part of the TLRN or the SRN, over the management of which TfL has either a total or significant say. It is noticeable now just how skewed pedestrian and cyclist casualties are to the main roads. 

We understand fully the need to preserve these roads as important corridors for vehicle movement but at the same time local communities are very badly affected by the negative effects these roads have on the town centres that they are trying to regenerate. 

Foremost in relation to this are the speeds at which vehicles are permitted to move through these spaces. Obviously, vehicle speed is only part of the problem but it is a major issue. Over the years there has been little support from TfL to attempt to reduce vehicle speeds on the network and especially in these town centres. The result of this lack of speed management are alarmingly high pedestrian and cyclist casualties and a domination of these town centres by vehicles to such an extent that it very hard to encourage people to spend any more time than they have to in these locations. As a result, places like Camberwell, Peckham and even Borough High Street (one of London’s most historic streets) end up having purely functional roles for example as transport routes and interchanges rather than being able to offer the full range of amenities and comfort that people expect from a town centre. People have little incentive to spend their time and money in the town centres where they live and work. 

We feel that it is extremely revealing that in your planning for better streets and more vibrant town centres (which are within walking and cycling distance of where people live and work) TfL is not doing far more to curb vehicle speeds. In Figure 53 on page 206, the graphic illustrates a number of changes which may contribute towards a vibrant town centre but omits to confirm the benefits of lower vehicle speeds. In the case study on page 207 on The Cut (and here there are strong parallels with the Walworth Road) one of the things that has made the scheme so successful is the almost halving in vehicle speeds).

We would also like to point out just how successful reducing vehicle speeds is in reducing casualties and in playing its part in improving the vibrancy of town centres. TfL itself supported the redevelopment of the Walworth Road where many of the changes described in the strategy have occurred. The result of that redevelopment is a town centre that still operates as a major traffic corridor but now with wider pavements, easier crossing and far lower vehicle speeds and very few collisions.

Many studies now support the effectiveness of 20mph speed limits. Most recently (December 2009) the report of the Department for Public Health and Policy at the London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine demonstrated that the introduction of 20mph speeds is associated with a 41.9% reduction in road casualties. Our town centres are places where people need to be able to move around safely and feel safe. Reducing vehicle speeds would be a major contribution to this. 

We understand the Mayor’s desire to treat town centres holistically and to make a range of improvements to them that obviously have lower speeds as part of the scheme. The current recession and the tightness of funding for the next few years is likely to mean that funds for town centre schemes and area-based schemes will be at a premium and that few town centres will be improved in this more holistic way in the short to medium term. Reducing vehicle speeds, for example by using average speed camera technology, is very much a quick win that will save lives and improve the liveability of our town centres. Camera based enforcement also has the advantage of avoiding the need for vertical deflections on routes that are heavily used by buses and emergency vehicles.

We would recommend that the Transport Strategy should support the creation of vibrant town centres with clear policies for speed reduction on the TLRN along streets that are heavily used by pedestrians. This will contribute to many of the Mayor’s other agendas such as improving health by encouraging more walking and cycling, and countering climate change by reducing the numbers of short car journeys as people feel more confident to use their own local town centres. Most of all it will reduce drastically the number of pedestrians and cyclists that are killed or seriously injured on the roads and streets that TfL controls that are most heavily used by those engaged in these active forms of travel.

We would like to make the following additional points:

· Page 21. E19. We support the retention of the Western Extension zone to the central London Congestion charge. We believe that it delivers significant benefits to the quality of life of local people through reduced congestion and improved air quality and that its removal flies in the face of other objectives such as climate change and a more liveable London.

· Page 21. E20. Road user charging would be an extremely effective short-cut to enable the Mayor to meet many of his objectives. Its use had a tremendous beneficial effect in central London and its introduction throughout the London boroughs would reduce congestion, reduce road casualties, improve conditions for walking and cycling and help people to use local rather than more distant services.

· Page 22. E29. Given the beneficial effects of reduced speeds on road safety and the now proven impact of 20mph speed limits, we are astonished that no mention is made in this section of enforcing speed limits more rigorously and the extension of 20mph speed limits throughout the capital.

· We are also very disappointed that a “world class city for walking” would only be able to increase its share of walking by 1% in a 20 year period.

· Page 183 Proposal 59. We are surprised to note that in “taking focused action to ensure safe walking conditions”, although tackling fear of crime and feeling unsafe on streets is included, reducing the danger from motor vehicles is missing. We feel that this should be included.
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