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RESPONSE TO THE KENT AREA ROUTE STUDY

1. The Greenwich Line Users’ Group is an established forum for users of Deptford, Greenwich, Maze Hill and Westcombe Park stations. In our response to this consultation document we restrict our comments to proposals affecting Metro services in south east London, with particular regard to their impact on passenger services on the Greenwich line. 

2. We note that the possible infrastructure improvements suggested in section 5 are medium-to-long term, and aspirational, with no funding commitments as yet. Our comments on them are made in this context and are not detailed.

3. The assessment of future demand up to 2024 concludes that demand can be met through lengthening trains to the maximum in each corridor. On the Greenwich line it is asserted that demand up to 2024 can be met without additional carriages, due to the planned opening of the Elizabeth line in December 2018. We are unclear whether this assessment has been made taking account of planned and projected residential and business development in the area. Along the Greenwich line corridor, and further down the line at Charlton, Woolwich and Abbey Wood, considerable development is taking place that needs to be catered for. In addition, Greenwich is a growing tourist destination, and it is expected that the Elizabeth line will itself generate further growth. Some of this growth will add to demand on the historic railway through Greenwich for passengers accessing the City from London Bridge and Cannon Street stations, as well as for connections to Southern/Thameslink services at London Bridge to Gatwick Airport and other destinations.

4. For Greenwich line passengers, the opening of the Elizabeth line will have little direct impact on travel patterns, as few are likely to travel back to Woolwich to access it, particularly as it will be an awkward interchange involving crossing a busy main road. Far more likely is use of the planned Thameslink service with a direct connection to the line at Farringdon.

5. The Greenwich line currently has 6tph off-peak in the day, but only 4tph in the peaks, because of constraints at Cannon Street. Ideas to improve Cannon Street capacity at peak times are welcome, and the creation of a siding on the old Metropolitan reversible line is an innovative idea. There is scope to do more than suggested. At one time, there were two running lines on this curve, so it should be possible to reinstate two lines even if this means some changes to the Cannon Street throat. We would urge that every effort is made to create a siding that could stable two trains. Furthermore, there are two disused sidings on the west side of the bridge over the River Thames, and work could be done to look at whether these too could be brought back into use.

6. Converting the Lewisham – Hayes line to form part of the Bakerloo Line if the extension is built would free up paths into London that other lines could then utilise, including the Greenwich line. However, we are aware this suggestion is unpopular with users of the Hayes line, and in December 2015 TfL announced that any extension beyond Lewisham would only be considered in any future phase after the proposed opening of the extension in 2028/29. This is not an option we would pursue.

7. The Greenwich – Lewisham DLR link is used to access services at Lewisham that cannot be accessed from our line. Lewisham station was never designed as a major interchange and its importance has grown over the years. Although improvements have been made, it remains a difficult interchange to negotiate, with ingress/egress to/from platforms 1 and 4 particularly difficult. We would support a crowding relief scheme at Lewisham, as well as other enhancements that make using the station easier. These should be in place ahead of the proposed Bakerloo Line extension, as this will see a further increase in Lewisham’s importance as a south east London interchange hub.

8. The suggestion to change the link to Angerstein Wharf, so that it faces the Blackheath direction instead of the Charlton direction, seems sensible provided no significant work is required to the Blackheath tunnels. However, the number of freight trains going to Angerstein Wharf is small, so this change is unlikely to free up much extra capacity on the lines through Woolwich and Sidcup. It would also add to conflicting train movements at Lewisham, as the freight trains would need to go across the flat junction to reach the line on to Factory Junction and vice versa. This change, whilst sensible from the freight operator’s perspective, would not be a priority for us.

9. Of the other possible schemes suggested, rebuilding Charing Cross station across the river would be a major project, and if one of the consequences of it is to close Waterloo East, it would put many passengers at a serious disadvantage. We accept Waterloo East is a cramped station, but it does provide direct connections to the Jubilee line and to the main Waterloo station, as well as to the general Waterloo and Southwark areas, that could not be replicated by an exit from Charing Cross on the South Bank. We would not favour this option unless these points were addressed.

10. Increasing capacity at Charing Cross is, in any case, a challenge. Re-building Hungerford Bridge to put a station across the river is difficult, as it is hemmed in by the busy Golden Jubilee pedestrian bridges. The size of Charing Cross is not the only capacity constraint, as access is also restricted by the double track section from London Bridge across Borough Market, which is already operating at capacity in the peak hours, with the flat junction between there and Waterloo East a further constraint. If more trains cannot be got through this section, then there is little point in increasing capacity at Charing Cross.

11. A less ambitious scheme is probably preferable for Charing Cross, which would be restricted to enabling all the platforms to take 12 car trains. Beyond that, using spare capacity at other termini (Blackfriars and Victoria) could be considered, although when services from the Dartford lines ran to Blackfriars some years ago they were lightly loaded as they offered a slower journey into the City than trains to nearby Cannon Street.

12. Of the possible new stations listed, East Brixton is an interesting one. It is stated that it would be used only by London Overground, but to improve connectivity South East services should be able to call there. Although it may mean re-pathing Victoria – Dartford services between Peckham Rye and Victoria, it would provide a useful direct link across south London from Blackheath and Lewisham to Brixton.

13. The other investment options set out in section 5 are not ones that we feel able to comment on as a Users’ Group for Greenwich.
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