Southwark Living Streets – Response to the Core Strategy Consultation (November 2009)
Southwark Living Streets is a full constituted community group which seeks to make life in Southwark better for those on foot. We meet monthly and have an average attendance of around 15 at our meetings. Our group keeps in touch via an email network that consists of more than 70 activists. Our web-site address is:  http://southwarklivingstreets.org.uk/

We would like to make would like to make the following points in relation to the current draft of the Core Strategy.:
A) Section 4: Spatial Planning To Improve Spaces.

London Bridge (page 43).
· We feel that recognition is needed of the significant task that is faced to make the London Bridge area one in which walking and cycling is an attractive option. We can see how the basic infrastructure exists in Bankside and Borough to for the area to evolve into a great place to spend time and to walk and cycle. 
· London Bridge presents more difficult issues owing to the presence of the tunnels that run north-south (east of Borough High Street) and the deadening effect of St. Thomas St which acts as a barrier both to east west movements between the high streets of Borough High Street and Bermondsey St and north-south movements as it is unpleasant and difficult to cross owing to high vehicles speeds and there being two lanes of one-way traffic heading west (west of Bermondsey St). 
· These locations will need significant investment and this should be a major part of the benefit that will occur from the tall buildings that are planned in order that those who walk and cycle can be attracted to make journeys in the area. We would also note the need for Kings and Guys to become far more active in their involvement in the area as their buildings on St. Thomas St west of Joiner St currently serve to provide long lengths of dead frontages that again deter pedestrian journeys. We are deeply disappointed at the lack of benefit that has occurred to local people and the local public realm from the development at the Shard and it needs to be clearly stated that investment from future developments will be used to improve streets such as St. Thomas St.
Elephant & Castle Opportunity Area (page 44).

· We feel that it needs to be stated that high quality walking and cycling routes need to be created to allow local people clear, quick and pleasant access to what will be their town centre. We recognise the need to draw in many people to the redeveloped area by public transport and they will be fundamental to its economic success but it is vital too that the severance that local people experience currently in reaching the E&C centre is overcome. This will require a proper network of walking and cycling routes to be developed that reach into the heart of the area from:

· Newington (between Kennington Park Rd and the Walworth Rd).
· East Walworth (between the Walworth Rd and the New Kent Rd).
· The Rockingham Estate (between the New Kent Rd and Newington Causeway).
· Southbank University.
· St Marys Churchyard and the streets to the north-west.
· A clear commitment is also needed that high quality walking and cycling links will be created between the Elephant and London Bridge. The distance on foot is relatively short BUT at present the Newington Causeway has excessive road capacity and presents a real barrier to people who wish to make this journey. Significant developer contributions are needed to humanise this route and to encourage local people to feel that this is a journey that can be made on foot or by bicycle.

Canada Water (page 46).

Make express mention of links to Canary Wharf via the proposed Thames crossing for pedestrians and cyclists.

Aylesbury Action Area (page 48).

· We have recommended for a number of years that the improvements that were made to the Walworth Rd should be continued from where they currently end at Merrow St south to the Albany Rd as part of the regeneration of the Aylesbury Estate. It makes little sense to have all the benefits of the Walworth Rd improvements to the north of the point at which the Aylesbury Estate meets the Walworth Rd and then for it not to be completed at exactly the point where all of those who live on the regenerated Aylesbury Estate would wish to access public transport and local services. 
· These improvements will have a relatively small cost compared to the overall regeneration budget (at current prices c.£1 million to improve this stretch) but will improve road safety and the quality of life significantly if the Walworth Rd is completed as part of this regeneration project.

Peckham (page 50).

· Although mention is made of the need for better walking and cycling links and greener streets, this needs to be stated more explicitly. The numbers that live within walking and cycling distance of Rye Lane are very large but access to these facilities is limited by the significant severance of one way systems both to the east and west of Rye Lane. 
· In addition many local streets are extremely sterile with large tracts of empty characterless tarmac. We feel that special mention should be made of the need to reduce the severance that the street system in Peckham causes and to increase the quality of life with a programme of greening and humanising local streets close to the town centre.
Old Kent Road Action Plan. (page 51). 

· We would like to see a specific commitment to the redevelopment of the Bricklayers Arms Flyover. This is a significant drain on resources (owing to the costs of its maintenance) and an extremely inefficient use of valuable urban space. It also acts as a major barrier to pedestrian and cycle movements between the north and south of the borough as it is so intimidating to cross owing to the speed and volume of the vehicles that use it and the threat it causes pedestrians after dark owing to the small numbers of people that dare use the area. 
· The whole space and area needs to be drastically reconsidered as it belongs to a set of transport policies that are no longer applicable or appropriate.

Camberwell (page52).

· We very much like Camberwell but disagree with the assertion that it is a successful town centre. No town centre can thrive when it is used as an outdoor transport interchange and through route with little or no thought given as to what it needs to become a thriving town centre in its own right.

· No town centre can thrive where casualties amongst pedestrians and cyclists are so high (especially on Camberwell Church St and Denmark Hill – its key retail streets); these are indicators that the town centre is not able to provide a safe and pleasant retail, social and cultural environment in which local people can and will want to spend their time and money.

· Where the strategy document states that we will work with Transport for London etc. it needs to be clearly noted that the ambition is to rebalance the streetscape in the town centre (through wider pavements and decent crossings) so that the needs of those who live, work in and visit Camberwell (whose numbers are vast owing to the hospitals on Denmark Hill) are better served and so that the town can becomes an attractive place for them. The town centre also needs lower vehicle speeds to be a safe place for people and to reduce current high casualty levels. 
· We would also question the assertion “We will continue to improve Camberwell Green”. It is unclear what has occurred in recent times to improve this space significantly. There remains much to be done especially in terms of the access to it from the town centre and Denmark Hill and also across Camberwell Rd which leads to it feeling largely isolated from the rest of the town centre.
· Due to its proximity to the major centres Peckham and Elephant & Castle, Camberwell Green may find it difficult to develop as a tightly-drawn centre in its own right.  For that reason, far greater emphasis should be put on neighbourhood areas in Camberwell.  To help strengthen Camberwell Green centre, the introduction of a local centre in West Camberwell on the Lambeth border should be considered.  This would take into account the dearth of amenities across the border in Lambeth and keep custom within SE5 in an area which is heavily car-dominated, and whose most affluent residents spend money outside Camberwell.  It would also build on the Green Link project to link Lambeth's Myatt's Fields with Southwark's Burgess Park through a useable walkable route.
Lordship Lane (page 54).
· We feel that that the streetscape of Lordship Lane is lagging significantly behind its appeal as a retail destination. Whilst it is important to recognise the significance of the contribution that cars make to its retail success it is also true that the lack of crossings, high speeds and wide carriageway make shopping in Lordship Lane a less safe and pleasant experience than it could be. 
· We would very much recommend that in the longer term an approach similar to that taken at The Cut or on the Walworth Rd is considered for the stretch of Lordship Lane south of the Goose Green roundabout.

B) Retail In Southwark.

· We would like to make a general point about local shops. Whilst we acknowledge the significance of our local town centres, we also think that it is vital that local shopping centres are supported. 
· Local shopping centres can play a number of roles:

· They help avoid the need for car based journeys to retail locations.

· They encourage short journeys on foot or by bicycle.

· Most importantly they help keep communities knitted together by giving them a heart and commercial purpose. 
· We would like to see local retail specifically mentioned as having an important role to play. The support they should be given will include:

· The development of safe crossings when they sit on major roads

· Calming (of those more major roads) to help them be more attractive.

· High quality lighting.

· Preferential policies that promote short term visitor parking to allow them to benefit from the custom of vehicles that can stop to use them as they are passing.
C) Aspiration to Reduce Car Use, and General Sustainability

· The Council's main strategy to reduce car use is currently through restricting car parking in new developments.  However, even if every new building developed until 2026 is a zero car development, it will not impact on more than 5% of the building space in the Borough.  There is no commitment to examine existing drive-in supermarket locations or private car ownership, whether stored on private land or the public highway.  These last factors will remain the bulk of the problem no matter what new development is contemplated.

· For these we suggest that the Core Strategy identifies a gradual and steady reduction in car ownership, in order to eliminate the short car journeys which are the main problem with local congestion (eg the school run).  Being short journeys, they tend to originate within the Borough of Southwark.

· We recognise that the Core Strategy is an outline document, with detailed plans to follow.  However, we believe that the focus on reducing car ownership must be identified within the Core Strategy itself as this is not a point of detail and has so many varied points of application within different Council departments, that it is in serious danger of becoming lost as a principle if it is not identified at this early stage as being at the heart of the planning approach until 2026.

· In parts of the Core Strategy there are sentences like “we will develop new walking and cycling routes in the town centres”.  This should be extended to include other centres and neighbourhood areas.  Although there are fewer collisions and casualties here, this is partly because people simply do not walk or cycle due to the intimidating atmosphere for the non-motorist throughout the borough.  This last point is particularly relevant for inner city areas such as Camberwell, Walworth and Peckham.
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