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1 What is your name?

Mame:
Christopher Austin

2 What is your email address?
Emiail:

christopher. austin@milfuture orguk
3 What is your postcode?

Postocode:
BR1 3HF

4 If responding on behalf of an organisation, business or campaign group, please provide us with the name:

COrganisation:
Railfuture {(Head of Infrastructure & Networks Group)

5 Do you support, in principle, the extension of the Bakerloo line into southeast London from its current end point at Elephant & Castle?

Sirongly support
& Please use this space for any further wiews/comments on the above question

Please use this space for any further views/comments on the above guestion:

We consider that extension of the Bakeroo Line is essential to support the economy of London by providing access to rail transport in the area of South East
London between Elephant and Castle, Benrmondsey, Peckham and Camberwel. The extension would also allow the existing Bakeroo Line station at Elephant
and Caste to be relocated to create an effective interchange with the Thameslink line station, as the basis of a ransport hub serving bocal bus routes and the
high-density howsing in the arsa.

T One of the key purposes of the proposed extension is to enable new development in southeast London. It is unlikely the scheme can
happen without this new development. Do you support the proposed extension on this basis?
&S

8 Please use this space for any further wiews/comments on the above question

Please use this space for any further views/comments on the above question:

Mew deselopments are required to stimulate economic growth in south-east London, and the Bakerloo Line extension is reguired to support tose development
schemes. Therefore some funding for the extension should be provided by dewelopers of those schemes and by capturing some of the growth in property values
that will result from the easy access to London that the extension will provide.

9 One possible route option could be along the Old Kent Road to New Cross Gate and Lewisham {option 1a). Do you support a route along
the Old Kent Road?

Support

10 Do you have any further views/icomments on the above option?

Do you have amy further views/comments on the above option?:

The route option which will generate the most economic growth and the most new rall passenger fraffic should be chosen. We consider this would be adieved by
a route wia an intermmediate station on the Old Kent Road near the Aylesbury Estate to Peckham, where a double ended terminal station could prowde exits o
Peckham Rye station (for interchange with orbital Owvenground rail seneices and the existing ral link to Lewisham) and nearer Peckham High Streset (for the
shopping cenire). This route would support development in the areas of both Old Kent Road and Peckham, rather than choosing one or the other. A second
intermediate station could also be provided on the Oid Kent Foad if needed.

11 Anocther possible option would be a route via Camberwell and Peckham Rye to Mew Cross Gate and Lewisham {option 1b). Do you
support a route via Camberwell and Peckham Rye?

Oppose
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12 Do you have any further viewsicomments on the above option?

Do you have any further views/comments on the abowve option?:

The route option which will generate the most economic growth and the most new rad passenger traffic should be chosen. We consider this would be achieved by
a route wia an interrmediate station on the Old Kent Rioad near the Aylesbury Estate to Peckham, whers a double ended terminal station could prowde exits o
Peckham Rye station (for interchange with orbial Cvenground rail senvices and the existing ral link to Lewisham) and nearer Peckhamn High Sireet (for the
shopping centre). This noute would support development in the areas of both Old Kent Road and Peckham, rather than choosing one or the other. Access to the
rail network at Camberwed can be prowided more cost-effectively by recpening the station at Camberwel New Road.

13 We are currently considering options for where the proposed extension may end. Do you support the proposed extension terminating
at Lewisham?

Strongly oppose
14 Do you have any further viewsicomments on the above option?

Do you have amy further views/comments on the above option?:

Extending to Oid Kent Road and Peckham will capture most of the potential opportunity fior economic development. Extending the Bakeroo Line further creates
the risk of overloading the Cenfral London section of the Bakeroo Line, and thereby preventing it from efectively camying out its key function of dispersing
passengers amving at Wateroo on South West Trains senvices. Extending to Lewisham would create few new joumey opportunities, whilst the Thameslink
Programme will prowide sufficient additional capacity between Lewisham and London for the foreseeable future.

13 Do you support the proposed extension terminating at Beckenham Junction and Hayes?

Strongly oppose
16 Do you have any further viewsicomments on the above option?

Do you have any further views/comments on the above option?:

Extending from Lewisham to Hayes would be a purely tactical solution. We are not convinced that capacity would exdst on a tube gauge milway to meet the needs
of the existing metro demand on the Hayes line in addition to the new demand from serving inner South East London and the existing ceniral area demand
currently met by the Bakerioo line. We also consider that the existing line between Lewisham and Bimers End offers a sirategic opportunity as part of a new metro
railway providing a direct route between south London, southeast London and Docklands, which will prowide more new transport capacity and therefore have a
greater impact on the economic development of London — see our answer to question 19,

1T There is also the potential for the Bakerloo line to be extended beyond Beckenham Junction, in a new tunnel, to Bromley town centre.
Do you support an extension to Bromley town centre?

Strongly oppose
18 Do you have any further viewsicomments on the above option?

Do you have amy further views/comments on the above option?:
Wie consider that a betber sirategic use fior this potential aignment between Beckenham Junciion and Bromiey town centre would be as part of the outer orbital
rail route proposed by the London 2050 Infrastructure Plan andfor as an extension of Croydon Tramlink.

19 Are there any other options or routes you think we should consider to support growth and increase public transport accessibility in
southeast London?

Are there any other options or routes you think we should consider to support growth and increase public transport accessibility in southeast
London? :

{1) A new station at Brockley on the line between Lewssham and Peckham Rye would create an interchange with Owerground and Southermn senvices from
Crowdon, providing new joumey opportuniies between WookwachBexleyheath/Dartford Lewisham and Croydon/Gabwick

2] When the Thameslink Programme is complete the paths between Mew Cross and London Bridge will all be taken up but there will still be spare paths south of
Mew Cross as a result of the grade separation at St Johns. In the same way that Cverground sesvices have been extended south of New Cross Gate, Owerground
sefvices could be extended south of New Cross to Bromley Morth via grade separated junchions at Mew Cross and (possibly) Grove Park. This would provide
direct access from Bromiley to Docklands and the north-eastem edge of the City via the East London Line, creating new joumey opportunities which the
expenence with Mew Cross Gate shows would be quickly taken up, validating the business case.

3) A recent Network Rail presentation predicted 400°% raffic growth through the day on the East London Line by 2043, mosiy joumeys onginating in the London
area This cannot be met by developrment of the East London Line, 50 a new metro line will be required.

The London 2060 Infrastnecture Flan presentation shows standing at 3-4 people per sq metre on the Jublee Line between London Brdge and Canary Wharf.
The Metwork Rail Sussex Route Study also shows 2-4 people per sg. metre standing bebween East Croydon and London Bridge. A significant proportion of the
demand on both these routes is passengers travelling between East Croydon and Docklands, via London Brdge. This is a symptom of the expansion of Central
London eastwards, which is reflected by the latest version of the Central London tube map as displayed on fube frains.

Creating a direct heavy ral metro route between East Croydon, Canary Wharf and Stratfiord via the Hayes branch between Elmers End and Lewrsham would
address these issues and provide direct access between southeast London and the employment centres of both Docklands and Croydon. By providing an
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addtional river crossing it would also help to overcome the bamier effect of the Thames highlighted in the London 2050 Infrastructure Plan. Senvices between
Hayes and London Bridge could continue, whilst services from East Croydon to Docklands could be extended on to the North London and West Anglia lines.

This ink will need to be n service before 2043 to meet the predicted traffic demand.
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