Draft response to consultation, St. Thomas Street, London Bridge reopening one-way access only.    Closes 10 Apr 2018
Key points
1. A cycle contraflow is essential.

2. Cyclists must be able to a turn right at the Borough High St exit.

3. The traffic restrictions and 10 mph must be enforced.

4. The short 2-lane section should be reduced to 1 lane.

Comments

The proposal states: “Our plans form part of the Mayor of London’s plan for Healthy Streets - a long-term vision to encourage more people to walk, cycle and use public transport by making London’s streets healthier, safer and more welcoming.”  St Thomas street provides access to key locations including London Bridge Station, Guy’s hospital.  To achieve increased cycling it is essential to provide safe and direct access to key destinations.  Providing no cycle access from Borough High St and London Bridge does not encourage cycle use at this key central London location and a key access route needed to be used by many cyclists. This ban on eastbound cycing does not support the Mayor’s own Policy for Healthy Streets The lack of a stated and clear rational for the new cycle ban is conspicuous in its absence, and we request this aspect of the design is looked at again.
There appears no reason for not allowing eastbound cycling.  This is a wide road that will only carry pedestrians and 10mph local traffic.  We simply cannot understand why a cycle contraflow is not included.  In the medium term we would like this contraflow extended eastwards along Crucifix Lane and Druid St.
Cyclists also need to be able to exit St Thomas St towards London Bridge.  This is a London Cycle Network route.  With the changes to Weston St it is possible to create a safe route linking Quietways 1 and 14 through to London Bridge.  At present the right turn out of St Thomas St is banned, and there is no proposal to change this.  For cyclists a short right turn phase is required.  This should be easy to fit into the light stages as the present stage allowing a right turn into St Thomas street will no longer be needed.
We support the restriction to local traffic and the 10 mph limit.  It is our hope that these changes will be rigorously enforced.  This will be particularly difficult where two general traffic lanes are provided just west of the Shard.  Note this is the part with the highest pedestrian flows.  There is no need for this short section of two lanes that will encourage faster and more aggressive driving.
Note that on questions 1 and 2 respond “strongly disagree”.  This is in relation to cycling.  We strongly agree with the restrictions for motor traffic.
Responses to specific questions. 
 Options are Strongly Agree, Agree, Neither Agree or Disagree, Disagree Strongly Disagree
1. Please give us your overall view and your comments and suggestions below 
Neither agree or disagree, on basis like some aspects, not others.  Or should we agree just in case a lot of people disagree and so entire scheme is lost?

2.  Do you support the proposal to ban turns into St. Thomas St. from Borough High Street?  Neither agree or disagree as want these for cyclists, but not for motors.

3. Do you support the proposal to make St. Thomas St 10mph? 
Strongly Agree

4. Do you support the proposal to re-locate and increase taxi ranking? 

Strongly disagree as proposal is to put Taxis on pavement opposite the Shard. Better where they are, and also taxis on station concourse above and on the Tooley St side.

5. Do you support Southwark Council's complementary proposals for traffic calming in residential streets? 

Strongly agree (just seems to be no entries, except cyclists, on Weston St)
