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The Future Railway at Grove Park
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|Trend of station usage at Grove Park
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Station usage at various South East London stations, 5-year data plus recent
Station/operator Zone | 1997-98 2002-03 2007-08 2012-13 2013-14
Total all passengers [entry/exit) | 25,419,553 34,456,321 48,265,966 47,001,836 50,168,566
Change in usage (2013714 =100} 51 59 a6 94 100
Grove Park entry/exit % of total 5.7% 4.8% 4.3% 4.1% 4.7%

Detailed inputs set out below following table

Million passengers per annum, entry and exit combined (interchange excluded)

Station_.-'operator Zone | 1997-98 2002-03 2007-08 2012-13 | 2013-14
New X Gate (5, LO} 2 1,003,801 2,269,254 1,954,587 4,368856| 4,328,079
MNew X Gate [LU) 2 405,965 1,117,894 1,366,726
Mew Cross (SE, LO) 2 1,307,647 2,582,982 2,035,480 2,480,054| 2,630,606
MNew Cross (LU} 2 404,656 722,126 871570
St Johns (SE} 2 223,459 316,024 935,690 714,084 788,676
Lewisham (SE) 23 |2,584,653 3,606,427 8,247,628 8,191,564| 8,669,820
Lewisham (DLR) 2/3
Blackheath 3 2,057,115 2,280,945 2,853,474 2929 406| 3,055,518
Hither Green 3 1,634,382 2,137,713 2,501,002 3,004984| 3,245,130
Lee 3 971,570 1,151,104 1,505,373 1,500,244 1,574,410
Ladywell 3 498,757 658,202 924,616 972,784 1,052,096
Catford Bridge 3 885,411 1,071,014 1,708,891 1,896,018( 2,029,742
Catford 3 603,768 882,143 969,422 944,090( 1,068,898
Bellingham 3 351,275 452,026 644,620 656,868 730,948
Beckenham Hill 4 59,387 115422 291,351 285,772 312,312
Ravenshourne 4 38,581 122,023 179,016 158,760 179,646
Shortlands 4 816,297 1,007,715 1,401,592 1,471,166( 1,576,124
Mottingham 4 790,858 1,006,571 1,233,255 1,102460( 1,176,502
MNew Eltham 4 1,561,507 1,764,152 2,471,319 2,370,770| 2,483,492
Grove Park 4 1,455,633 1,638,610 2,053,334 1,948,604| 2,102,508
Grove Park (I'change] 4 326,938 425,350 1,477,802 847,300 534,514
Elmstead Woods 4 589,381 851,414 1,223,315 1260,006( 1,355,492
Sundridge Park 4 245,080 271,851 366,104 274974 287,844
Bromley North 4 327,613 481,250 661,536 635062 627,930
Bromley South 5 3,933,202 4,709,254 6,286,468 6,013,790| 6,869,016
Bickley 5 449,593 518,412 849,281 814474 902,624
Chislehurst 5 704,785 846,227 1,209,215 1,128,300 1,159,288
Sidcup 5 1,879,636 2,421,150 3,312,085 2,926464| 3,156,693
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Grove Park 'change as % of Bromley N + Sunbridge Pk in similar yr, 1997/98 based = 1999/00 (933}, 200203 based = 2001/02 (943%)
Grove Park ' hange as % of Bromley North + Sunbridge Park in 2007 /08 looks wrong (max BN+SP=1,028m), as does 5t Johns that year
New Cross and New X Gate LU as 40% of actual, assuming rest change to,/from MR so already counted in ORR as NR entryfexit
MNew Cross and New X Gate LU for 1997 proportional to 1999 LU vs SE, and 40% of actual, assuming others change to/from NR
New Cross and New X Gate LU for 2007 valid until ELL closure December 2007, annualised numbers reduced as 3504365

Lewisham DLR taken as 50% of actual, assuming rest change to/from MR so already counted in ORR as NR entry/exit

ORR and DLR data is financial year, LUL is calendar year
Data from Office of Rail Regulation {now Office for Rail and Road), Transport for London
Table currently excludes DLR data at Lewisham station

Grove Park entry/exit relative to neighbouring SE stations within 3km:

Hither Green 3 1,634,382 2,137,713 2,901,002 3,004,984 3,245,130
Lee 3 971,570 1,151,104 1,505,373 1,500,244| 1,574,410
Bellingham 3 351,275 452,026 644,620 656,868 730,948
Grove Park 4 1,455,633 1,638,610 2,053,334 1,948,604| 2,102,508
Mottingham 4 790,858 1,008,571 1,233,259 1,102,460| 1,176,502
Elmstead Woods 4 689,381 851,414 1,223,315 1,260,006| 1,355,492
Sundridge Park 4 249090 271,851 366,104 274974| 287,844
Bromley Narth 4 327,613 481,250 661,536 ©35062| 627,930
Ravensbourne 4 88,581 122,023 179,016 158,760 179,646
Beckenham Hill 4 99,387 115422 281,351 286,772 312,312
Taken as 2013/14 = 100:
Hither Green 3 S0 66 89 93 100
Lee 3 62 73 96 95 100
Bellingham 3 48 62 88 50 100
Grove Park 4 69 78 a8 a3 100
Mottingham 4 67 86 105 g4 100
Elmstead Woods 4 51 63 a0 93 100
Sundridge Park 4 87 54 127 56 100
Bromley Narth 4 52 77 105 101 100
Ravensbourne 4 49 68 100 a8 100
Beckenham Hill 4 32 37 93 92 100
£ ! " £
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| Recent decades’ transport offer
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Growe Park weekday offpo s seanSos patten
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O* # + Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum should argue for
Overgroundisation of the SE suburban lines, and for much stronger SE connectivity.
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|London 2050 impact
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PImproving suburbia
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Opportunity Areas

1 Bexdey Riverside 20 Lewtsham, Catford & New Cross

2 Bromley 21 London Bridge, Borough & Bankside
3 Canada Water 22 London Riverside

4 Charlton Riverside 23 Lower Lee Valley (including Stratford)
5 City Fringe/Tech City 24 Old Kent Road

6 Colindale/Burnt Oak 25 Paddington

7 Cricklewood/Brent Cross 26 Park Royal

B Croydon 27 Old Oak Common

9 Deptford Creek/Greenwich Riverside 28 Royal Docks and Beckton Waterfront
10 Earls Court & West Kensington 29 Southall

11 Elephant & Castle 30 Thamesmead & Abbey Wood
12 Euston 31 Tottenham Court Road

13 Greerwich Peninsula 32 Upper Lee Valley

14 Harrow & Wealdstone 33 Vauxhall, Nine Eims & Battersea
15 Heathrow 34 Victoria

16 llford 35 Waterloo

17 lsle of Dogs 36 Wembley

18 Kensal Canalside 37 White City

19 King's Cross - St Pancras 38 Woolwich

® Opportunity Area
) Area for Intensification

Areas for Intensification
39 Farringdon /Smithfield
40 Haringey Heartlands/Wood Greer
4] Holborn

42 Kidbrooke

43 Mill Hill East

44 South Wimbledon/Colliers Wood
45 West Hampstead Interchange
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|London 2050 modelling consequences for new SE London rail schemes
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O* # t Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum should work to achieve short

term improvements in the regularity and frequency of suburban connections from
Grove Park and Bromley North, particularly via Hither Green (Sidcup and Dartford
Line), Lewisham (DLR, North Kent and Victoria via Peckham lines), and New Cross
(cross-river Overground).

|A Bakerloo Line into Outer SE London?
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O* # + Grove Park Neighbourood Forum has the opportunity to press for:

e A general upgrade in SE main line capacity as a priority by the 2030s, including the
SE suburban train network as a main beneficiary.

e Bakerloo extension at least as far as Lewisham, possibly further.

e Studies to be initiated on whether a Crossrail 3 would be the right long term solution
for outer SE London suburbs access to major London 2050 jobs locations, including
Canary Wharf.

|Other national railway planning
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O* # + Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum should submit its policy

position on stakeholder preferences and preferred outcomes, for the SE main line
network investment analysis in the Kent Route Study.

Alternative sub-regional transport connectivity in SE London

1. Making the SE main line work harder for its SE suburbs
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O* # t If a direct link to Lewisham Interchange and DLR is a key
requirement, then Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum should press for shorter term
options locating a new main line suburban platform on the existing SE bypass lines,
with a travelator link (or possibly a DLR extension) between that platform and the

main Lewisham Interchange. > >
- o v o
2. Making better use of the Grove Park-Bromley North line
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O* # + Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum should not expect Croydon

Tramlink to feature in local transport solutions in the next transport planning periods,
northwards from Bromley.
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O* # + Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum should give higher priority to

rail schemes other than a Bakerloo extension to Bromley North.
3. Better connected rail schemes, supporting access to Lewisham and Bromley North
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O* # + An ELL extension to Lewisham is desirable, but may be difficult

to justify in operations or value for money, until several decades later. A detailed
timetabling exercise will be required to understand if there are any practical short
term options available. Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum might need to rely on other
improved Grove Park-Lewisham links.
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O* # t Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum (GPNF) to consider which
sub-regional connectivity gaps are most important to resolve, and which scheme
version out of many might be worth supporting on a realistic basis, seeking delivery of
a genuine link rather than an aspiration which fails to be delivered. GPNF may wish to
lobby Bromley Council to offer serious funding support towards a rapid transit
extension, or on a lesser scale an improved Grove Park-Bromley North shuttle, which
directly benefits the Borough.
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O* # t Grove Park Neighbourhood Forum (GPNF) to consider which

sub-regional connectivity gaps are most critical in outer SE London, and, if it desires, to
make an input into the Thames Gateway river crossing options which are being
considered by the GLA transport and planning teams.



