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1. PERSONAL DETAILS

1.1. My name is Richard Jacques and | appear at this public inquiry on behalf of the Joint
Parishes Group (JPG). | have been helped in the preparation of this proof of
evidence by colleagues within the JPG.

1.2 | am Parish Councillor and resident of Thurham and | Chair the JPG.

1.3 I am not an expert in planning law or any other technical matter relevant to this public
inquiry. | appear as a local resident/Parish Councillor and a member of the JPG.

2. SCOPE OF EVIDENCE

2.1 I will set out below why the JPG believes KIG will undermine strategic economic
objectives.

2.2 We believe KIG will undermine national, regional and local strategic economic
objectives. I n particul ar, it owi | under mi n
parts of London, Thames Gateway and East Kent and conflict with Government
policy to seek to co-ordinate and target investment by both public and private sectors
in the right places.

3. STRATEGIC ECONOMIC OBJECTIVES

3.1 The Government presented its | atest policy o
changing | ives: taking f or walnthis heweation®@ gener a
framework the Government responds to the consultation on the draft Transforming
Places; Changing Lives i a framework for regeneration, Communities and Local
Government?, with a commitment to:

GAy@SadySyid GFINBSISR Ay GKS NARIKG LI OSae

3.2 It makes it clear that such targeting should apply to both the public and private
sector s, and builds on the strategy set out
and Ne w? that theseds a vital role for better coordination of the public sector at
the regional and local level, working in partnership with the private sector.

3.3 It sets out four factors that can be analysed to help prioritise and target investment.
They are:

¢ the level of deprivation;

! Transforming places; changing lives: taking forward the regeneration framework ( DCLG, 2009)

? Ibid.,
3 Ibid., para 23
‘. dZAf RAYy3a . NAGFAYyQa Cdzidz2NBX bS¢ LYRddzZAGNESX bSg W20a 0.
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¢ the strength of the wider sub-regional economy;
e the economic characteristics of the area and;
e the dynamics of the area (whether itds gett

Given that places such as Thames Gateway, London, Ashford and East Kent, are

clearly suffering from higher levels of deprivation, have significantly weaker social-

economic characteristics and their regeneration is crucial to the future prosperity of

the UK, it would make sense to encourage investment in infrastructure to be located

there. We do not intend to go into a comparative analysis here because the

assessment of the economic, social and infrastructure challenges in the Thames
Gateway contained in theitcomopsatr erde cteon tMafi Dieslti
most recent economic development is self evident.

The National Audi t Of fice reporfFoddhat iThmane
identified the lack of transport infrastructure as the main constraint to development in
the Gateway:

GENI yaLR NI AYTFNI AGNHzOGdzNBE Aa GKS ¥YEFEAy 02y

It would seem logical therefore to encourage investment in improved infrastructure in
areas identified by the Government as in need of requiring regeneration, such as the
Thames Gateway.

The strategy behind the Governmentos fASust ai
to the designation of growth areas such as the Thames Gateway and East Kent,
stated:

iOver many years we have been too wastef
New developments have often taken far more land than they need, and the
full potential of previously developed land has not been exploit e & . ©

I could not agree more. To allow KIG on a precious greenfield site would undermine
clear strategic economic objectives and well established government regeneration
policies.

EMPLOYMENT

> The Thames Gateway Delivery Plan (DCLG, 2007)

® Maidstone Economic Development and Tourism Plan 2004-05

’ National Audit Office, The Thames Gateway: Laying the Foundations (NAO, May 2007), page 30
8 Sustainable Communities: Building for the Future, ODPM, 2003, Page 6
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4.1 Who is going to work at KIG? We - in the immediate area - have a relatively low
unemployment problem i normally 1.5%° and even in the midst of the worst
economic downturn in recent memory it is only 2.7% compared to a national average
of 7.8%."° | also set out, for the sake of clarity, in Appendix 1 the areas of Kent with
higher levels of unemployment. The South East Plan suggests SRFIs should be
based where a high speed rail line intersects with the M25 and you will note that at
least two of the areas of Kent with much high unemployment are closer to the M25
than KIG.

4.2 This would surely mean that a very high percentage of the staffing requirements
would travel by car to the site from distances of between 10 and 30 miles or more i
from areas where there is higher and rising unemployment i thereby raising carbon
emissions onthe wayi and going against the Government ¢
Sustainable Communities,™ whereby workers should live closer to work and Policy
Planning Guidance 13 which states the objective to "reduce the need to travel,
especially by car." 2

4.3 Public transport is virtually non-existent to this site and, as those of us who live
locally know only too well, is simply not an option from the Medway towns.

4.4 A train journey from the Medway Towns (Gillingham) to Bearsted (KIG site) requires
2 or 3 changes and is a minimum of 1hr 1 minute long (See national rail online
timetable, Appendix 2). A road journey is around 7 miles - around 23 minutes.

4.5 Travelling from further afield (Margate and Ramsgate) will challenge the most ardent
user of the train services and we know it is planned to reduce services further at
Maidstone East. Starting at 0800 using a train may prove impossible. A shift worker
from the Isle of Thanet working at KIG will be faced with a change at Ashford,
another at Maidstone East and then continuing the journey on a small branch line
(Source data- Train timetables).

4.6 Considering a bus service between Medway Towns and Bearsted looks no better as
there is no direct service (a change at Maidstone) and a journey time of at least 55
minutes can be expected (Source Arriva Bus timetables- Appendix 3).

4.7 So workers will drive. There would be ever more strain on the congested local road
networks due to employees driving to this site, from across Kent.

° Nathaniel Lichfield & Partners, Maidstone Borough Council, Economic Assessment Of Proposed Strategic Rail
Freight Interchange (2009), Page 10

% Kent monthly unemployment bulletin, July 2009

" sustainable Communities; building for the future, ODPM, 2003

12 Planning Policy Guidance 13: Transport, Department for Transport (April 2001), Page 4
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An employee at KIG perhaps on low wages, would be faced with a horrendous
journey by public transport and, if the car is used, roads that are already congested.
Concern has been expressed and recorded with KCC Highways over the traffic
volumes around Grove Green (adjacent to Bearsted) as residents have great
difficulty getting off the estate during the busy traffic hours.

We also believe the proposal will exacerbate existing skills shortages and note that
unfilled vacancies still exist in the distribution and warehousing sector, even in the
current recession. There has to be a local match between people seeking work with
the required skills and the jobs available. We assert that the unemployed people with
the right skills needed to work at the KIG development would have to come from
further afield, such as the Medway towns and the Thames Gateway.

We therefore concur with the final report from Nathaniel Lichfield and Partners,
produced on behalf of Maidstone Borough Council. In particular:
AThi s s uaytgeeKsGtmay finchit hard to obtain sufficient workers locally

but could also result in workers being drawn away from established firms or
+13

from devel opments planned in the Kent

We reject the assertion made by the appellant that the workforce could be mainly
sourced locally from the economically inactive in Maidstone, Medway and Tonbridge
& Malling. We submit there are areas of far higher numbers of economically inactive
and challenge the appellant to produce the figures for the Thames Gateway and East
Kent as a whole to provide the true puicture. In any event the appellant has not taken
into account the most recent Government policy, which builds on the previous policy
of seeking to reduce the need to travel, especially by car, by also seeking to target

Tha

i nvest ment to areas of greatest deprivation,

paragraph 3.3 above. Clearly this area cannot be said to be among the most
deprived on any credible measure.

The Joint Parish Councils conclude from looking at this application that this scheme

would exacerbate the traffic problems and pollution this area already hasi it is most
emphatically in the wrong place.

3 Nathaniel Lichfield & Partners, Maidstone Borough Council, Economic Assessment Of Proposed Strategic Rail

Freight Interchange (2009), Page 52
e
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5. CONCLUSION

5.1 In conclusion, | invite you to consider the adverse aspects of this proposal in arriving
at your recommendation. May | suggest the key points to consider in the context of
the economy and tourism are:

e The failure of the development to meet government policy on the targeting of
new developments to specific areas where they are most needed;

e The lack of need for the type of jobs created by the KIG in the local area; as
compared with the considerable need elsewhere;

e The negative impact in terms of traffic, pollution, and quality of life for
employees by forcing people to travel by car into the local area from a
considerable distance away.

5.2 Finally, there are better alternative sites and no overriding public interest case. (See
our Business case Proof and Opening Statement).

5.3 May | thank you for giving me the opportunity of explaining on behalf of the JPG why
| believe KIG conflicts with national, regional, and local economic and employment
policies, and how it will be detrimental to the environment and quality of life in the
area.
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Appendix 37 Arriva Bus Timetables

Gillingham - Chatham - Maidstone

Mondays to Fridays

Gillingham, Duncan Road
Gillingham, War Memorial
Chatham, Bus Station, Bay 17 arr.
Chatham, Bus Station, Bay 17 dep.
Chatham, Rail Station, Stop C
Horsted, Mid Kent College

Tyland Barn

Running Horse
Springfield
Maidstone, East Rail Stn, Stop O
Maidstone, Chequers Bus Station

Town Centre - Ashford Road - Grove Green - Bearsted

Mondays to Fridays

Service No:
London Road, opp. Somerfield Hospital
Chequers Bus Station, Stop H3
Vinters Park, Emsworth Grove
Grove Green, Tesco's
Ashford Road, Weavering Street
Landway
Bearsted, Rail Station
Bearsted Green, Cross Keys

0558 0618 0632
0602 0622 0637
0607 0627 0642
0607 0627 0642
0610 0630 0645
0617 0637 0652
0623 0643 0658
0625 0645 0700
0628 0648 0703
0630 0650 0705
0635 0655 0710

19 19
Then
0844 0915 at
these
... 0923 mins.
0849 0928 past
0852 0931 each
0856 0935 hour
0857 0936

0647
0652
0657
0657
0700
0708
0714
0716
0719
0721
0726

19
15
23
28
31

i
36

0702
oro7
0712
0715
0718
0726
0733
0735
0739
0742
0747

until

o717
0722
o727
0730
0733
0741

0751
0756
0804

1415
1423
1428
1431

1435
1436

0726
0731
0737
0740
0744
0754

0804
0809
0817

19
1535
1543
1548
1551

1555
1556

0740
0746
0752
0755
0801
0811

0821
0826
0834

1551
1608
1617
1620
1625
1628
1632
1633

0755
0801
0807
0810
0816
0826

0836
0841
0848

19
1635
1644
1650
1653

1657
1658

0810
0816
0822
0825
0831
0845

0851
0853
0858

19
1710
1718
1723
1726

1730
1731

0825
0831
0837
0840
0845
0857

0907
0909
0914

19
1745

1754
1800
1803
1807
1808

0845
0851
0857
0900
0905
0913

0922
0024
0929

0905
0910
0917 Then
0920 at
0924 these
0932 mins
past
... each
0941 hour
0943
0950

919
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Supporting Documents:

Unemployment change in Kent: Monthly district unemployment bulletin - July 2009

Unemployment change in Kent

UNO07/09 — July 2009

A monthly update of unemployment levels at July 2009

In July the number of people claiming unemployment related benefit changed
since the previous menth by:

1,432 in the South East (0.9%)
17,592 in Great Britain (1.2%)
51in Kent (0.1%)

-169 in the KCC area (-0.6 %)

After seasonal factors had been taken into account the change was:

¢ 2600 in the South East (1.7%)
+« 21,100 in Great Britain (1.4%)

KCC Area Summary

¢« The KCC unemployment rate is currently 3.2% and remains below the
national rate of 4.1%. Overall KCC saw a decrease of 169 claimants (a
drop of 0.6%) since last month.

« Four districts saw a drop in the number of claimants since last month,
Ashford (-11), Canterbury (-28), Dover (-52), Shepway (-81) and Swale (-
88).

¢ Sevenoaks continues to have the lowest overall proportion of people
claiming unemployment benefits at 2.1% (1,454 claimants) and

¢ Although Thanet continues to have the highest proportion of claimants at
5.5% of it's working age populaticn (3,970 claimants) there was no
increase since June 2009.

* When looking at the age groups of those people claiming unemployment
benefits the highest proportion of claimants are those aged 18 — 24
which make up 29.4% of all claimants.

¢ The 18-24 age group was the only age group to show an increase since
last month with an additional 45 claimants (an increase of 0.6%).

¢ The biggest increase since last year was in those aged 25-34, with an
additicnal 5,005 claimants, an increase of 803%.

¢  While those usually employed in elementary occupations make up the
largest proportion of all those people claiming unemployment benefits
(28.2% of all those claiming) this occupational group also saw the largest
decrease of 1.4%, 110 fewer claimants than last month.
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UNO07/09 —July 2009

Table 1

Monthly Summary of Unemployment in Kent : Districts (Resident B ased)

Districts Number Resident- Change Since Change Since
Unemployed Basad Previous Month Last Year
July 2009 %= Rate Number Yo Number o
Aghford 1,865 28 -1 06 985 1122
Canterbury 2,281 25 -28 -1.2 1,113 953
Dartford 1,476 a5 [u] 0.0 1,093 123.8
Daover 2136 35 -52 -24 ge4 TO8
Gravesham 2 568 43 3 02 1,175 544
Maidstons 2,397 27 32 14 1,358 1307
Sevenoaks 1,454 21 17 12 Q37 181.2
Shepway 2,290 4.0 -81 -34 883 B62.8
Swale 3mv 38 -85 -28 1,420 589
Thanet 3470 55 [u] 0.0 1,562 R
Tonbndge & Malling 1,623 24 32 19 1,014 151.6
Tunbridge Wells 1,400 2.2 3 04 854 158.5
KCC Area 27046 32 -169 -06 13,319 ar.o
Medway Council 7111 45 220 32 3,375 40.5
Kent 34,157 24 | 0.1 16,657 956
I

MationalVRegional

Govnt Office for the South East 153,556 a0 1432 09 80,797 111.0
South East Statietical Region 445 243 36 6,394 15 204,373 549
Great Britain 1,521,709 41 17,5592 12 677,821 803
Seasanally G.OSE 155,000 30 2,500 17 53,000 115.3
Adjusted G.B. 1,531,700 472 21,100 14 693,600 825

N.B. a negative number indicates a drop in claimants of unemployment
related benefit. Figures coloured red show an increase in claimants.
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