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8D / Highways Agency (7081)

SUB-REGIONAL STRATEGY
EAST KENT AND ASHFORD 
8Di Strategy and Economy

8Di.1
Does the proposed strategy appropriately identify and respond to the differing circumstances within this sub-region, within the context of its environmental attributes?
The Agency does not wish to make a formal written response to this question.

8Di.2
Does draft RSS make appropriate provision for significant growth in economic activity (Policies EKA3-7, RE5)?  
The Agency does not wish to make a formal written response to this question.

8Dii Ashford

8Dii.1
Does the level of housing provision proposed at Ashford post 2016 take appropriate account of its growth area status, local constraints and opportunities, and current build rates (Policy EKA1)?
Current growth aspirations for Ashford (to 2031) were considered by the Panel towards the end of 2003 in the context of the town’s Growth Area status and this resulted in revisions to Chapter 12 of RPG9 being adopted in July 2004. Since that date the Highways Agency has been working in partnership with Ashford Borough Council and Kent County Council on the transport implications of the growth agenda and we have reached the stage where an agreed package of improvements (including a new M20 Junction 10A) are being incorporated in Ashford’s local development framework. In the Highways Agency’s view, it would be unfortunate if this work were to be delayed as a result of additional housing being allocated to the town at this stage requiring a review and possible reconsideration of the proposed strategy.  

8Dii.2
Is the level of 30% affordable housing justified and capable of being implemented (Policy EAK3)?
The Agency does not wish to make a formal written response to this question.

8Dii.3
How valid is the concept of reducing housing numbers particularly at Ashford in the event of delays in the provision of infrastructure, services and employment (Policy EKA1) and how would this be applied? 
The Agency does not wish to make a formal written response to this question.

8Diii East Kent and Ashford sub-region outside Ashford
8Diii.1
Does the draft RSS adequately recognise the potential for housing growth in Dover District given its economic prospects and regeneration needs (Policy H1 and EKA1)?

The Agency does not wish to make a formal written response to this question.

8Diii.2
Do the level and distribution of housing provision proposed in East Kent outside Ashford take appropriate account of regeneration objectives, the role of regional hubs, and forecast local needs and environmental sensitivities (Policy EKA1)?  

The Agency does not wish to make a formal written response to this question.

8Diii.3
 Is the level of 30% affordable housing justified and capable of being implemented 
(Policy EAK3)?
The Agency does not wish to make a formal written response to this question.

8Div Implementation and Format

8Div.1
Have the water supply and waste water treatment, flood risk, and transport  implications of the growth proposals been adequately considered? 
There has been substantial investment in the trunk road network within the East Kent and Ashford sub-region both to improve access to the Port of Dover and to accommodate the “landside” traffic impacts of the Channel Tunnel over the past 30 years. As a result of this investment, the strategic road network within the region currently shows little sign of “stress” (see HA Library Papers 1 and 3) and could cope with the growth aspirations set out in the South East Plan up to 2016. There are, however, localised congestion problems in the Dover area. These are mainly associated with the Port of Dover, although localised commuting is also a contributory factor.

Looking to 2026, the A20/M20 corridor (outside Dover) is forecast to be able to cope with demand (including that forecast to occur through the Port of Dover). There will be link capacity issues on the A2/M2 corridor to the north of the sub-region but we are optimistic that these can be addressed by management measures if supported by an overall development package that follows the PPG13 objective of reducing the need to travel, especially by car.

Both the A2/M2 and A20/M20 corridors form part of the TransEuropean Network (TEN) as well as being key regional routes. These routes perform an vital role in the gateway function for the UK and it is essential that appropriate priority is afforded to through traffic. To support this as pressure on the network grows, it may be necessary to consider forms of access control and/or proactive traffic management (Please see HA Library Paper 2) on the A2 and M2 in the sub-region. Similar measures may also be required to the west of the sub-region partly in association with traffic generated by growth in the sub-region and an additional capacity and management regime will be required to alleviate congestion on the M20 between junctions 3 to 5 during the life of the SE Plan.  This scheme has no funding allocation at present.
The Highways Agency acknowledges that our strategic model does not identify congested junctions and within the sub-region there are a number of key junctions that will not be able to cope with substantial levels of additional traffic. There is a scheme in the Targeted Programme of Improvements to provide additional capacity at M20 Junction 10 (by the provision of a new junction 10A) and we have agreed a package of developer funded improvements at M20 Junction 9. Together these should enable the current growth aspirations for Ashford to be delivered.
With district level housing allocations, it is difficult to identify other problem junctions as the exact impacts will be related to the actual locations of the development and the degree of sustainability that can be built into the development packages, but increasing congestion at M2 Junction 7 (Brenley Corner) suggests that this junction will require substantial improvement within the life of the South East Plan. Based on current local plans, improvements are also likely to be required on the A2 at Guston and Whitfield (on the outskirts of Dover) and at Bridge (to the South East of Canterbury). Whilst some of these measures have been identified in the Implementation Plan, their delivery generally falls in the latter half of the plan period. This timetable may not accord with the housing delivery propgrammes.
The Highways Agency has been working with Kent County Council, Dover District Council and the Dover Harbour Board to tackle the problems on the A20 through Dover, in particular along Townwall Street, a declared AQMA. These issues are primarily associated with port-related traffic and solutions will need to be considered in that context.
When considering the above, it is important to keep in mind that most of the sub-region is covered with local or national environmental designations which could limit the scope for future transport infrastructure improvement.  

8Div.2
Are the proposals in the Implementation Plan
 (including for social and green infrastructure clear), justified and well related to the spatial strategy?  What are the priorities?
See 8Div.1 above

8Div.3
Does the proposed sub-regional policy framework (14 policies) provide an appropriate level of guidance for LDDs?
The Agency does not wish to make a formal written response to this question.
� Updated by SEERA prior to EiP and available online at http://www.southeast-ra.gov.uk/southeastplan/key/infrastructure.html








