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Yo have announced that the toll for the Dartford Lﬁ%{s‘ﬁ"’“ ss-dohe increimsed from t'llto

£1.580 Tor cars using the crossings during the day subject lo formal consultation on the
Toll Order.

The level of {olls 1o cross the river was 2 major factor at the public inquiry into the
Thames Gateway Bridge proposal held earlier {his year and this significan! change was
rnot included in the assessment. .

The differential toll on the Thames Gateway Bridge proposal was the most significant
mechanism proposed for the conirol of traffic using the bridge and 1o achieve the
schemes oblectives. A discount was proposed for local rasidenls combined with a
refatively high toll 1o ensure that the bridge will not be used by large volumes of non-local
traffic. The effect of tolis was so influantial on the viability of the scheme that during the
inquiry Transpert for London (T} drastically reduced the size of the discount area to
reduce lraflic levels t0 an amount that, in thelr view, the local road network in Bexley
could accommodate. Relative toll lavels therefore have a very significant effectl on the
environmental impadct of the bridge

TiL's anasysis did not take inlo account a 0% ncrease in the ot at the Dartiord
crossings or the proposals for tolls at the Blackwall Tunnel that are now be! ng promaoted.
The effect of these proposals could significantly affect the traffic leveis on the Thames
Gateway Bridge and hence its environmental impact, particslary in Bexley which wili
have {o accommuoedate the majority of the traflic south of the river.

| therefore consider that # is essential that the transport modelling is recaloulated to
reflect these changed circumstances, the impact re-assessed and the opporiunity
provided for people who wili be affacted o resubmit their evidence to fhe inspectors.
This work needs to be carried cul before you and the Secretary of Slate for Transport
are in a position to make the final decision on the Thames Gateway Bridge proposal.

Yours singerely
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Ag a result the addifional traffic through Bexltey will increase éveﬂ further.
Therefore estimates of use of the bridge, toll levels and i mpact:, are rendered out
of date by the removal Of ¢ 3 ﬁraﬁ’ ic ¥aﬂe at the Blackwaii Tunne; and need io be
recalculated. ' |-|

Since the Inquiry, the Mayor of London has also identmed C mate, Cnange asa
key policy driver and T‘?L““ﬁamse ssed the | lkely Impacts | "of fransport in 2025,
The building of a new strategic htghway s now even more 3!1'5<}n5tstmt with the
Mayor's stated Ob;ectwes than it was at the time of the knqu;ry

{undersiand from recent press. éartec:lcm (Suweyor 19 Apni 2(%8?} that you wit
shortly be announcing your decision on the Thames Gateway Bridge and that
there is a suggestion the bridge may be open in early 2012, T consider that
without a review of the igsiies | have identified your décision Twould be flawed and
premature. In these cwc*u:;;sfances Fwill need to c:onsudar 'éekmg a raview
unless you recpen the ‘ﬁaqu?@‘%% aHow the ewdlencc to'bé thassessed in the
fight of all the changés T Thé Tansnort regime in East Londoh,

Yours slncerely

Counc;lior lan Clemenl
Leader of the Council
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Cear Secretary of State

Thames Gateway Bridoe - Blackwal] Tunnel Tidal Flow

lwrote to you last year and also earlier this year expr%slnq concern that
significant changes have taken place regdrcimg transport in East London since
the Public Inquiry was held fo consider the proposal for a Thames Gateway
Bridge. |asked you to reconvene the public inguiry in order to re-examine the
avidence in the light of these changes. | have yetl {o receive a response o this
request from either your department or the Department for Transport. { do not
consider this to be appropriate behaviour for the department responsible for local
gavernment.

{ have afready indicated that the calculaticn of the impact of the bridge will be

flawed because of changes to tolis at the Dartford crossing and road user
charging proposals in Greenwich. There has now been another very major

e mang@ tlwat is pmmbiy avean THOTE" s:gmflcant thary these changes

;'E "::\ -i
flow system at the Blackwaif Tunﬁe[ This syste"n has been in operatlﬂn for
nearly 30 years and all of the calculations for the Thames Galeway Bridge were
based on it being in operation. Th& removal of the tsdal flow System will
fundamen‘aliy alter the modelling asmmptlcns and patterﬂs of use for all river
crossings in East London. it will affect all of the' assessments for the bridge
including the costihenefit analysls, the business case, the health and
gnvironmental Impacts, and the optimum tol levels. s
it was clear from evidence presented at the Thames Gateway Br*c‘ge Inqu;ry that
traffic levels on the bridge will be dependent on journey times on existing
crossings. There Is now extensive congestion every morning as a result of the
removal of the tidal system and therefore the new bridge would be even more
attractive than forecast and the toll levels proposed will need to be much higher



A £2 charge on the Blackwall Tunnel would fundamentally change ali of the traffic
forecasts, the economic appraisal, the environmental assessment and the
business case for the bridge,

It was a very important part of T's case at the Inquiry that strategic traffic would
continue 1o use the Blackwall and Dartford crossings and the TGEB would only be
used by local traffic. The TIL witness at the Inguiry (Mr R Smith) admitted that a
foll at Blackwall would “have to be taken into account” and that it would transfer
the problem from the main road system in Greenwich onto Bexley's residential
streets, ([(2ay 81 page 135}

itis absolutely essential that the effect of a toll on Blackwail Tunnel is reassessed
hefore any decision is taken on the Thames Gateway Bridge scheme. This
would require all of the models to be re-run and all of the appraisals recaloulated.

Thns evxdmce would then need to be re- exa”mned by the ID.:«D&LtOfb

At my recent mpotmg wth tha Tran spor* fnr London Commissioner, Pater Hendy '

assured me that no decision would be taken that adversely affected Bexley's
position in relation to the bridge before the Inquiry declsion is known. In order o
comply with this underiaking the effect of the toll proposal at Blackwall would
need fo be fully evaluated before making the final decision on the Inguiry.

Introducing tolls at Blackwall Tunnel would chang@ traffic movements throughout

East London and would Increase substaniially the braffic using the Thames
Gateway Bridge and the extent of its catchment area. These would have a
devastating effect on Bexley and fundamentally change the nature and function
of the Thames Gateway Bridge from a loval 10 a stralegic bridge. [t is even more
assantial now that the Inguiry is reconvened and tms new evidence properly
svaluated,

Y 0ur5 sinceraly

Councilior lan Clemeant
Leader of the Councit

e Douglas Alexander MP, Secretary of State for Transoort
Pianning Central Cassworks Division, Zone 3/J71, Tland Housa
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Dear Counci mﬁfem#rvt [ dam

| refer to your letter of 13 February 2007 addressed to the Secretary of State for Cemmunrities and
Local Government in which you; request 8 re-opening of the Inquiry ints the Thames Gateway
Bridge. This request is on the basis that there is a proposal to introduce tolling at Blackwalt
Tunned.

As | have stated recently {see enclosed Mayor Question Time response), | have no proposals for
further charging schemes, However, | am on record as saying | witt support any Londen Borough
seeking to address congestion or envirenmental issues through local schemes. This is precisely the
situation with the London Borough of Greenwich.

A number of surveys are being carried out in and around Greenwich in order to understand current
traflic conditions and travel behaviour, as well as explaring the potential future travel patterns and
pubiic attitudes in response to a renge of available traffic reduction measures.

Transport Tor London have formally resporded to the Secretary of State on this matter, a cony of
which is enclosed for your reference.
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Ken Livingstone
Mayor of London
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4821 2007 - Greenwich Road Charging

Please can you provide the Assembiy with a) details of the proposed Blackwall
tunnel charging scheme, including all the ootions that are currently being
considered, and b) whether this is a joint TiL/Greenwich scheme or a
Graenwich led?

Roger Evans

Th. is working with the London Borough of Greenwich at their initislive to
explore the feasibility of a range of options to cut fraffic growth and deter
unnecessary ournevs in the borosugh,

A number of surveys are being carried oul in and around the area in order to
understand currant traffic conditions and travel behaviour, as well as exploring
the potential future travel palterns and public attitudes in response to a range
of available traffic reducticn measures.

There are no charging proposals at this ime, When the surveys are complete, |
Greenwich council and T will be in a position to understand what ¢piions to
consider for this area.

| —

Greater London Assembly

Mayors Question Time ~ Answer o question (and supplementary remarks by
Assembly Members) starls at 1.32.40.
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