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Jubilee Cycle Grid Route Section A - Nicholson Street, Chancel Street & Dolben Street 

Response from Southwark Cyclists
Will support “in general”. There are 7 specific questions (1-way Nicholson St, loss of 1 parking space, etc). Propose we support them all.  In the Comments box, propose to put the following.
These Comments represent the views of Southwark Cyclists, the local group of the London Cycling Campaign.
Strategic remarks

1. It is still the view of Southwark Cyclists that continuing along Union St to Blackfriars Rd, then using the safe, light-controlled, crossing there to access the N-S Cycle Superhighway and following this to Meynott St is far quicker, more direct, and safer than the proposed route.

2. No information is given about the route on Great Suffolk St (GSS), or the crossing from Union to Great Suffolk.  We will comment on the crossing in our response to section B and make detailed comments on the stretch of Great Suffolk St under the rail bridges below.  But wish to highlight here that major calming of through traffic is needed on Gt Suffolk St.  This is consistent with Southwark Councils aim of to improving the street environment along Great Suffolk St for its entire length.
3. Nicholson St is closed at present due to the work related to the N-S CSH.  This appears to be causing minimal problems with traffic in the area and so clearly demonstrates that Nicholson St could be filtered.  This would make the proposed route a lot more attractive.  For cyclists, a road with no through motor traffic is greatly preferable to a contraflow on a one-way street.
4. Parking.  There is a lot of parking on these streets.  Yet this area has plenty of off road parking on estates and at commercial premises.  There is also a large car park (Union Car Parks) on Gt Suffolk St.  All of the on street parking could in our view go, creating a much better street environment for everyone.

Points of relative detail.

1. Chancel St. Existing segregated track for contraflow cyclists is good. However, it is only 1.2 m wide and needs to be widened to at least 1.5m, as specified in the London Cycling Design Standard (LCDS).

2. Nicholson St. Requires a segregated contraflow track like the one on Chancel St.  This will require ALL the parking to be removed.  As pointed out above, this parking appears non-essential, with plenty of off-street alternatives. Note this is an area with good public transport.  It is close to Southwark Underground station and to several bus routes on Southwark St and Blackfriars Rd.
3. Dolben St.  Too much parking again.

4. Right turn from Dolben to GSS.  Propose that priority is changed so that the give way is on GSS.  This will allow cyclists to safely exit Dolben St.  In addition it will slow traffic in GSS, an added bonus.

5. Great Suffolk Street from Union to Dolben.  This is a horrid stretch of road, almost a tunnel under the rail bridges and narrow, only 6 metres wide.  Too narrow for cycle lanes or tracks.   Traffic needs to be drastically slowed.  And not just a few smooth humps.  We propose a tight chicane with cycle bypasses.  See the example in Fig 12.4 in the Nottingham Cycling Design Guide [www.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/easysiteweb/gatewaylink.aspx?alId=122440]  or the examples in TA Leaflet 1-97 (Feb 97, Dept of Transport) [http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20110721023512/http://www2.dft.gov.uk//adobepdf/165240/244921/244924/TAL_1-97.pdf]

6. These proposals are consistent with Southwark Councils plans to regenerate the area, as set out in the 2012 Vision Report (for link see http://www.southwark.gov.uk/info/200190/current_projects/2210/great_suffolk_street) The 2012 Vision Report on Great Suffolk Street identifies the importance of GSS as a pedestrian and cycle route and the dire effect of too much motor traffic on the street environment.  It proposes that GSS be “detuned”, but still retain through, 2-way, motor traffic.  In our view, substantial reduction in motor traffic will only be achieved by filtering GSS at several points.  This allows access for residents and businesses whilst cutting out through traffic.  There are easy alternatives for through traffic (Southwark Bridge Rd, Blackfriars Rd).  One of the filter points could be at Dolben St.  This would achieve the slowing and reduction of traffic needed for this stretch to be an attractive part of the Jubilee Quietway.
Jubilee Cycle Grid Route Section B Union Street
Response from Southwark Cyclists

Will support “in general”. There are 10 specific questions (Filter Union St at Great Guildford, change priority at Ayres St etc). Propose we support them all except 5 which we oppose.  In the Comments box, propose to put the following.

These Comments represent the views of Southwark Cyclists, the local group of the London Cycling Campaign.
Strong support for these excellent features:

1. Filter on Union St at Southwark Bridge Rd making the short narrow stretch to Gt Guildford St access only.

2. Changing priority so that Union St has priority over Ayres St.

3. Segregated contraflow cycle track at carriageway level between Ayres St and Borough High St.  There has been some ambiguity in information about this stretch of cycle track in public consultation meetings.  It is essential that this track is at least lightly segregated.
4. Cycle contraflow on Ewer St.

Things that could be improved

1. Junction of Union St and Great Suffolk St (GSS). Right turn will be dangerous.  The early start is only a very partial solution.  There should be a separate green phase for cyclists.  As mentioned in our response to Section A, we support the Council’s plans to improve the street environment in Great Suffolk St.  An important part of this strategy is to reduce through motor traffic.  Filtering Great Suffolk St south of this junction would simplify this junction and improve the area for cyclists (and pedestrians).  In conjunction with restrictions on traffic in Union St (see next paragraph) this would provide a much enhanced street environment.
2. The stretch of Union St from GSS to the Charles Dickens pub is very narrow, barely 5m wide. Motor traffic needs to be restricted if cycling is to be safe. We propose that this stretch (in fact rest of Union St) becomes 1-way eastbound. This matches the part of Union St from Southwark Bridge Rd eastwards.  Further, we would like all motor traffic excluded during peak hours.  So we would have restricted eastbound traffic and only off-peak.

3. The crossing of Southwark Bridge Rd is safe at present, with a green phase for cyclists plus pedestrians.  We hope this will continue to be the case.  The “artists impression” on the consultation page has no light signals on the crossing.  Presumably this is an oversight!

4. Speed Cushions to slow traffic on Union St between Borough High St and Ayres St are being removed.  No alternative traffic calming measure is being put in place.  We suggest that at least one full width hump is placed at the west edge of the Primary School playground.

5. At Borough High St we would prefer that cyclists eastbound stay on the correct side of the road.  There will be no problem merging to a 2-way track on Newcomen after crossing as Newcomen is narrow and will be traffic free.  There will need to be a cycle only phase on the crossing, so keeping the cyclists on the left will not cause any left hook risk.  In contrast, having to cross the motor traffic to get to the bidirectional track will be unsafe.

Jubilee Cycle Grid Route Section C, Newcomen Street, Kipling Street and Guy Street

Response from Southwark Cyclists

Will support “in general”. There are 7 specific questions (Filter Newcomen St at Borough High St, remove some parking etc). Propose we support them all.  In the Comments box, propose to put the following.

These Comments represent the views of Southwark Cyclists, the local group of the London Cycling Campaign.
Strategic remarks

1. Parking.  There is a lot of parking on these streets.  Yet this area has plenty of off road parking on estates and at commercial premises.  There is also a large multistorey car park on Snowsfield.  And of course this area has excellent public transport. All of the on street parking could in our view go, creating a much better street environment for everyone.

2. Looking at the “network”.  The whole network of roads in the “cell” between Long Lane, Borough High St, Tower Bridge Road and the railway needs to have a plan.  There should be no through traffic on any of these local roads.  Just good access for residents, to work places and to Guys Hospital and Kings College.  The proposals in section C and D are, we hope, consistent with a long-term plan for traffic here.

Other comments

1. We give strong support for the filtering of Newcomen St and other improvements to this street to create a pedestrian and cyclist friendly environment.

2. No detail is given about Snowsfield.  It is important to ensure that the right turn into Kipling St is safe as there will always be medium levels of traffic in this road servicing the hospital.

Jubilee Cycle Grid Route Section D, Weston Street, Leathermarket Street and Tanner Street 

Response from Southwark Cyclists

Will support “in general”. There are 10 specific questions (Traffic calming, 1-wayLeathermarket etc). Propose we support 1-6 and 8-9, but NOT SUPPORT 7 and 10.  In the Comments box, propose to put the following.

These Comments represent the views of Southwark Cyclists, the local group of the London Cycling Campaign.
Strategic remarks [same as for Section C]

1. Parking.  There is a lot of parking on these streets.  Yet this area has plenty of off road parking on estates and at commercial premises.  There is also a large multistorey car park on Snowsfield.  And of course this area has excellent public transport. All of the on street parking could in our view go, creating a much better street environment for everyone.

2. Looking at the “network”.  The whole network of roads in the “cell” between Long Lane, Borough High St, Tower Bridge Road and the railway needs to have a plan.  There should be no through traffic on any of these local roads.  Just good access for residents, to work places and to Guys Hospital and Kings College.  The proposals in section C and D are, we hope, consistent with a long-term plan for traffic here.

Other comments

1. Losing the 2 single isolated parking bays on the east side of Weston is supported.  However, do not see any need to extend parking on west side to compensate.

2. Redesign of junction of Leathermarket and Weston is marginal.  Need to use available space to “square up” the junction and bring the entry from north from present shallow angle to a right angle.

3. Leathermarket and Tanner are just wide enough (6-6.5m) along most of their length to allow mandatory contraflow cycle lanes, even with parking.  Parking could be used to separate cyclists from oncoming traffic.  Only 2.5-3m would be left for a narrow motor carriageway.  This would effectively slow traffic.

4. Morocco/Bermondsey/Tanner intersection. Bermondsey street has significant traffic flows so need more protection for cyclists making right turns.  Best solution would be to filter Bermondsey Street at the junction, creating a small pedestrianised area across the intersection. 

5. With the proposed layout, must not narrow the exit from Tanner St as means no space for cyclists going east to enter.

6. The proposed “chicane” at the park entrance in Tanner St is very dangerous for cyclists.  They will be forced into the path of motor traffic.  For cyclists on the contraflow this would be into the path of oncoming vehicles.  Any chicane-like road structure must have a cycle bypass (see TA Leaflet 1-97 (Feb 97, Dept of Transport) [http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20090505152230/http://www.dft.gov.uk/adobepdf/165240/244921/244924/TAL_1-97].  As mentioned above, the best way to slow traffic on Tanner St is to narrow the carriageway by making a mandatory cycle contraflow lane or track.

7. The footway buildout at the park entrance appears to be part of the chicane.  If it is separate, again this must have a cycle bypass. 

8. Tanner St parking.  If we have to have this, at least get it all on one side, not alternating.

