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8Div.1
Have the water supply and waste water treatment, flood risk, and transport implications of the growth proposals been adequately considered?

The transport implications of growth at the Port of Dover have been considered to an extent.  The issue for debate is how that consideration will mirror and reflect the rate of growth regarding international traffic using the Port.  The draft RSS in the Regional Transport Strategy chapter makes a broad supportive statement regarding the maintenance and enhancement of ports in the region such as Dover.  The sub-regional strategy for East Kent and Ashford also makes a statement for port development to be supported in order to enable growth of freight and passenger traffic as well as improved access and management of traffic to Dover.  Whilst the RSS states that it is for ports to bring forward and justify their own development proposals, there must be a firm connection between the timing of this and the landside connection for which the RSS does has a stronger role.  When it comes to translating this into concrete actions within the Implementation Plan there is no connection between the landside infrastructure and its timing to that of port development.  It is suggested that there is both a more explicit statement concerning connectivity of timescales and that necessary port development proposals are also included in the Implementation Plan.

As such we would like to see a specific reference to Western Docks Development at the Port of Dover.  We are pursuing this alongside the exploration of the Buffer Zone concept, which forms part of our traffic management exploratory work.  These two components (Western Docks Development and Traffic Management) are the main elements of our 30-year development plan.  It is important that these are aligned with landside infrastructure measures and, as port-related traffic grows, that is maintained (as much as is practicable) no matter what the rate of growth.  The Western Docks development would sit in the earliest time block as our traffic is increasing faster than our previous forecasts anticipated and development needs to move ahead in order to be able to handle the growth and prevent increased congestion and air quality issues from arising.  Access and management measures regarding A2 and A20 are in the mid to latter part of the Implementation Plan and so should be re-examined to reflect the above concern.
On the broader growth agenda, it is vital for Dover’s ability to expand and regenerate that infrastructure is provided alongside housing development.  The sub-regional strategy quotes that an additional 2,000 dwellings above the 6,100 already stated could be provided if the need can be justified and that it can be balanced with jobs and appropriate infrastructure.  The sub-regional strategy states that growth at each location will be supported by the phased and co-ordinated provision of infrastructure and employment.  However, there is no obvious consideration and connection in the Implementation Plan as to how the 2,000 additional dwellings might affect the infrastructure required and particularly any indication of how the timescale for infrastructure provision might be adjusted to reflect the additional growth.  We consider that this should be addressed.
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?

The Implementation Plan states that there are a number of pre-conditions required for effective implementation.  One of these conditions is the acknowledgement of the region’s gateway function and the benefits of this function not only to the region but also to the UK as a whole.  It also states that this function should be reflected in the resources made available by Government.  Historically there has been a tendency to view the transport infrastructure and access issues in Dover as local issues rather than strategic.  It has therefore not always been clear as to the driver behind the proposals.  However, this highlights the unique situation in Dover where improvements to the key access roads are required partly because they serve a nationally significant gateway port, but also because they serve the town and key development sites as well.  Bearing in mind the growth agenda for Dover as well as current and forecast growth at the Port it is correct that a range of road and rail initiatives should be investigated.
The proposals in the Implementation Plan in terms of Port of Dover access and traffic management issues are justified (bearing in mind the significant port traffic growth expected) and reflect the priority given to landside infrastructure investment for gateways in the main RSS.  The point to raise here is that road-based freight traffic growth is growing at an increasing rate and we have already reached a level previously forecast for 2014.  The RSS refers to landside infrastructure supporting port expansion where justified.  Looking at the Implementation Plan, improvements to the A20 (Townwall Street) and A2 dualling between Lydden and Dover are phased for investigation in the mid to latter part of the strategy.  The Port is having to bring forward its development plans in order to meet the increased rate of freight traffic growth and the Implementation Plan should also bring the timescale forward to reflect and match this.
Accessibility is an overarching priority in order that the sub-region, notably the eastern part, will not be as peripheral to London and the rest of the region.  Addressing accessibility is also vital in order that the sub-region can fulfil and further its role as an international gateway.  By not addressing accessibility, the peripherality of the sub-region could stifle the flow of international traffic (particularly within Dover).  Conversely, by not enhancing the smooth flow of increasing volumes of international freight traffic the peripherality of the sub-region could be further exacerbated.
8Div.3
Does the proposed sub-regional policy framework (14 policies) provide an appropriate level of guidance for LDDs?


The proposed sub-regional policy framework provides a reasonable level of guidance.  We are pleased that the gateway role will continue being an important element of the sub-region and that ports will be responsible for bringing forward development proposals.  It is also positive that the wider role of ports, for example in terms of potential freight handling and tourism generation, is acknowledged if not entirely understood.

The area of guidance which needs further examination is concerning how the increasing gateway role can live in harmony with the need to regenerate particular parts of the sub-region, i.e. the urban renaissance of the coastal towns.  Achieving this requires closer linkages to be made between the two policy areas in order that one does not impede the other.  In a place such as Dover this issue is acutely felt where in a sense the effect of the gateway role comes to a head within a deprived urban setting.  The provision of guidance in this context would be useful in terms of mutual accessibility issues and also where port development and expansion could provide a positive outcome for coastal regeneration.

In terms of the Local Development Framework for the Dover area, the sub-regional policy framework needs to make better linkages with the Implementation Plan and demonstrate how the different levels of housing growth being examined (currently 6,100 and 8,100) will be reflected in the infrastructure that will be needed and the potentially different timescales for its delivery.
PAGE  
3

