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WRITTEN STATEMENT IN RESPONSE TO MATTER 3 (REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY) ON BEHALF OF PEEL PORTS

1.0 dOES THE PLAN GIVE ENOUGH EMPHASIS TO FREIGHT, LOGISTICS AND DISTRIBUTION (pOLICIES T10-T13)? SHOULD THERE BE GREATER SPECIFICITY ON the LOCATION OF INTER-MODAL FREIGHT INTERCHANGES (pOLICY T13)?

1.1 We agree that the broad location of intermodal interchanges should reflect the existing road and rail network and proposed markets (Policy T13).  However Policy T11, relating to freight and site safeguarding could be interpreted in  too inflexible a manner. It should encourage development of suitable and viable facilities.    

We do not believe it is appropriate to use a blanket policy in order to safeguard all facilities as listed in Policy T11. Much will depend on the use of the word “critical”. We believe that policy T11 could be misinterpreted to mean that all wharves and depots (and the land around them) in the region should be safeguarded regardless of their suitability and viability for handling and distributing freight, and the contribution they are likely to make towards accommodating future growth in capacity.   Policy T11 should allow sufficient flexibility at the local level for the redevelopment of unsuitable  freight facilities, where their use for alternative uses may be beneficial to regeneration.  

1.2  The policy should be re-worded as follows:
“Relevant regional strategies, Local Development Documents and Local Transport Plans will include policies and proposals that:

i) Safeguard suitable and viable wharfs, depots and other sites that are, or could be, critical in developing the capability of the transport system to move freight particularly by rails or water

ii) Where appropriate safeguard and promote site adjacent to railways, ports and rivers ……
2.0 DOES THE STRATEGY PROVIDE AN ADEQUATE FRAMEWORK FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF PORTS BEARING IN MIND THE CURRENT GOVERNMENT REVIEW OF PORTS POLICY (pOLICY T10)?
2.1 We support the aims of Policy T10 in seeking proposals for landside infrastructure to support the role of the main ports in the region.  However, the strategy should focus improvements in priority areas.  Policy T10 incorrectly classifies the hierarchy of ports, and therefore does not clearly identify the future priorities for investment.  
2.2   Our previous representations have highlighted these issues, in particular the wording of Policy T10 will cause confusion in relation to the relative importance of the Medway Ports.    The Key Diagram that relates to this policy correctly shows Thamesport and Sheerness as Regionally Significant Ports. Sheerness is part of the Medway Ports as a statutory port authority established under the Medway Ports Authority Act (1974) whereas Thamesport is a terminal on the River Medway. The Medway Ports also include less significant port facilities including Chatham Docks, which should not be dealt with in the same way as Sheerness due to differences in size and function. Policy T10 in referring to the generic term Medway Ports may miss this distinction. This policy should specify the importance of Sheerness, as indeed it has done so with Thamesport.

2.3 2.3 In designating the Regionally Significant Ports in the region and the appropriate framework, Policy T10 should be revised to include Sheerness as a ‘ro-ro’ terminal due to its import capacity of more than 450,000 vehicles a year. Natural deep water allows Sheerness to accommodate vessels with a draft of up to 12.5 metres. There are no restrictions on the maximum length or beam. Facilities have been improved by recent investments in Sheerness, including a £35 million deepwater berth and fresh fruit terminal, recently refurbished rail terminal, a new fresh produce container park with two rail mounted gantry cranes, a mobile crane and 290 acres of dedicated car storage area. Construction of the second Swale crossing was completed in July 2006. The new crossing provides excellent access to the Isle of Sheppey and will significantly improve the growth potential of Sheerness and the wide Swale area. 2.4 Policy T10 should be reworded as follows:

“Relevant regional strategies, Local Development Documents and Local Transport Plans will include policies and proposals for landside infrastructure that maintains and enhance the role of the following regionally significant ports:

i) Ro-ro: Dover, Channel Tunnel, Portsmouth, Newhaven, Ramsgate, Sheerness and Southampton

ii) ‘niche’ markets: Southampton, Portsmouth, Shoreham, Newhaven and Dover (delete the Medway Ports)
iii) Deep-sea containers – Southampton and Thamesport
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