London Borough of Greerwich, Development Planning,
Peggy Middleton Bouse,

38 Woolwich New Road,

London SE18 6HQ

Dear Sir or Madam,

Uhereby register my individual objection to the proposed Thames Uatewsy road bridge schems, and urgs the
touncit 1o reject the planning application, and for a publiv inquiry @ be calfed for, so thet there can be s
proper exarnination of the issues of concern. Thess inchude:

Transport for London {T11.) say there would be 24 million velticles a year using the bridge, mesning the
scheme would add to breaches in Government end European air guality imits. The 1] roads shown to have
the worst increases in traffic voiumes are in the south, TTL also say traffic noise would cause a

“moderate/substantial adverse effect” st 3 local primary schools, asd night fime noise disturbance meaning
that “somne residents may need to sleep with thelr windows closed” would particularly affect the south

This scheme would, aceording to T{E, have “Hnle impact” on traffic congestion on existing local crossings in
the morning rush hour, with saffic throwgh the Blackwall funnel “remaining move or less unchanged”. They
extimate that traflic speeds are due to get slower in some areas and might hardly improve in mhﬁ,rsﬁ in the
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morning rush hour,

EF Crossrail is built, TiL say public Jaxzspm“t usage o on the bridge would drop off significantly and this would
mean a review of services. Public transport provision should be a priority as the latest census data shows 41%

of Gresnwich restdents do not own a car.

The potential job increases claimed for the scheme by TTL are based on a dubious comparison with west
London. Even with similar Jevels of accessibility in the sast of London, the ares is unlikely to match job
tevels of the west - for instance as the area {s alrsady blighted by sewage works, with the read scheme itself
adding more blight through pollution and noise,

There should be proper evaluation of whal transport schemes would be most cost effective in benefiting the

focal area and improving access, without adding o the environmental problems of the area. Locaf people |
should be given a choice of alternative schemes, and not just offered this large road scheme on a fake-it-or-
leave-it basia.
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The Setretary of Stete for Transport, o/o The Government {fice for the North East,
Local Authonity Orders Section, Citygate, Gallowgare,
. Mewcastle upon Tyne, HE1 4WH

{object to the A2012 GLA road {Thames Gatewsy bridge) Special Roads snd Bridge Scheme 2004, the
AZ012 GLA road (Thames Gateway bridge) (side roads) Order 2004, both brought under the Highways Act
1980, and to the AZG12 GLA road (Thames Gateway bridge) Toll Order 2004, brought umder the New Roads
and Street Worls Aot 1991, all for the reasons given in my letter to Greenwich Council. | ask that the
Secretary of State calls in the planning spplications for the scheme for cms:xdemtmn at & full public inquiry.
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The Secretary of State for Transport, o/o The Governmest Gifice for the North East, Ligge
' Local Authority Orders Section, Cityzate, Gallowgate, ‘
Mewcastle upon Tyne, NE1 4WEH

i shject to the AZ012 GLA road (Thames Gateway bridge} Special Koads and Bridge Schema 2004, the
A2012 GLA road (Thames Gatewsy bridge} {side roads) Grder 2004, both brought under the Highways Act
1980, and to the AZ012 GLA read (Thames Gateway bridge) Toll Order 2004, brought under the New Roads
and Street Works Act 1991, all for the reasons given in my letter to Greenwich Council. I ask that the
Secrefary of Stats calls in the planning applications for the scheme for copsideration at a full public inguiry.
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