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Dear Secretary of State e e

Thames Gatewéyvﬁ;i;ggé :Enqulfry‘ ~ Blackwall Tunnel tolls

| write as the local Asserbly Member in full support of the letter dated 13 February sent to you by
Councillor lan Clement, Leadar of Bexley Councii (see copy attachad for ease of referance),

At the Thames Gateway Bridge Pubfic nquiry considerable doubt was cast on the reliability of
Transpert for London’s tralfic modeliing, and the prospect of tolls being introduced for use of the
Blackwall Tunnel strengthens those concerms. :
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13 Eebruary 2007

 Ruth Kelly MP

Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government
Eiand House

Bressenden Place

London

. SW1E 50U

Dear Secretary of State
Thames Gateway Bridge Inquiry — Blackwall Tolls

b wrote to you on 13 December 2006 stating that the Public inquiry into the
Thames Gateway Bridge (TGB) scheme should be reconvened o reassess the
evidence as a result of proposais to increase the folls at Darfford crossing. |
received a response from your Customer Liaison Unit on 20 December 2006
stating that the Department for Transport {DfT) had agreed to accept
responsibility for the corraspondence,  As the Inquiry was held under Town

'Plahﬁmg legislation to censider Applications for pianning permission for the

bndge jointly with Secretary of State for Transport for the Scheme and Orders, i
is sureiy your responsibility to decide if it is reconvened. | also wish to express

Cmy serious concern that | am stll awaiting any sort of response from the

Department for Transpori. | trust that no decisions will be taken on the oulcome
of the lnquiry before you have considered my request.

TG TRER Teason for wrltmg 10 yoU again, howevar, i that In TEG&TT Tays it has

been reported that Greenwich Council, in conjunction with Transport for Lendon

~ . {TL), is actively pursuing the introduction of congestion charging in Greenwich
- .Town Cenye as partof a Tra%pcrt Infrastructure Fund bid. This has been linked

to the introduction of a £2 toll for the use of Blackwall Tunnel. The proposals
have been widely pubfcmsed and the proposa!l to ol Blackwail Tunnel is also st
out and supperted in a number of Thames Gateway London Partnership

" documents, including its response to Transport 2025. Bexiay is opposed to the
- tolling of the Blackwall crossing because of its potential impact on Fraffic levels on

the Thames Gateway Bridge

Tl made it clear at the Public Inguiry that it had nos taken any account of a tol at
Blackwall Tunnal. Al of ihe modelling and traffic calculations assumed that the
Blackwall crossing would be frae. The critical factor in how much traffic will use
the Thames Gateway Bndge a’vj 1? it Late'“ only for local traffic as intended will
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