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I held Public Iocal Inguirie %
connection with the above draft Orders which relate

10 ¥ay 1973 in
cutm@tmn of a
are held concure
to any of the

s 9 &
28 prop;wa,l o
Bri dge By-Fass on the A2 London - Dover trunk road, The Inguiries w

atly, but tk pregent were informed that they were free to spesk
Orders sepax » if they wished,

trunk road through Bridge runs general ily in the direction
he Inguiries, ths norith-w terminat uma of ia

. o as the ”w:“:’i:’ {ox Cant end ;

tion a 36" end, Simil .,J,y, the area to the nu.ﬁt&zuesﬁ}t Qf ’iﬁ@
2 was referred to as the "north" side, and the area to the
the ‘*’"a uth” side,

@D

¢

1

2.1 The first 'é:;o draft Orders dealing with thz line of the By-Pass and with the
ges 40 side roads, fcotpaths and access to premises were publis cd
’»  An Explanatory Statement published at the same itime said:

"The existing trunk read through the village of Bridge passes through an almost
continuoug built-up avea with side roads and private sccess which are a source
of danger tc through traffic., The single carrviageway varies in width between

23 feet and 174 feet and the footpath is only 4 feet wide in the shopping area.

In June 1971, the Secretary of State for the Envircament, Mr Peter Walker,
announced plans to improve the environment and to stimulate economic develoyment
by means of a comprehensively improved trunk road network which would divert
long-distance traffic from towns and villages, The neiwork would, in addition,
provide adequate access to the major ports, in most cases by the mid-1970Cs,

As part of those plans and in furtherance of the intention to improve the A2 o
dugl-carriegeway standard between IDover 'md the end of 2 at Brenley Corner, it
is ﬁri)"‘"*&.u to by-pass the village of Bridge by consiructing & new trunk rcad on
the north side, The proposals also provide for the necesszary alterations o

gide roads and footpaths affected by the new route,

The new trunk roed would be about 2 mil VE]
would be provided with grass verges 12 T
reservation, The new road would leave of
Canterbury City boundary and rejoin it e Road,

There would b2 no aceess to the ’M-pass Q t its terninal nis where 1%
Jjoins the existing trunk road,

& 2 & b ~waT A e e
The length of trunk rcad to be superseded by the new by-pass would ceasc to ba
t

part of the



&

Alterations would be required to existing roads aad public footpatha affecied
by the consiruction of the new by-pags. g trunk road west of the

access t ville Farm would be stopped up to tle voint where the new ‘runk

road Jjoins it,

A slip road would be constructed to take Canterbury bound traffic from the

existing trunk road on to the propobea by=-pass, A length of farm track running
from the existing trunk road to Hode Farm wonld be stopped up where it is
crossed by the by=-pass, and a new length of track provided alongside the exish-
ing footpath from Bekesbourns Read which would be improved and carried over the
by-pass by a bridge. A new length of highway would be provided from the
noxrthern usuﬁdltJ of the by~pass to the improved part of Bekesbourne Roz
enabling eastbound traffic 4o travel into Bridge Village,

The eccess to Bifron's Park from Bekes e stopped wp whers
crossed by the by-pass, and a new len&u 01’& be provided aleng the
orthern boundary of the by-pass to ce bt with Bekesbsourne Reoad,

lemgtbg Df irl:'l ey -.g » Mo, OCO a,ﬂd Fcov«’.bkn 3T, ~

4 28 athe Hos, 29
73 ers 4 ~
where they would be affected by the by-rass and they

would Be axvarted alcng new
lengths of bﬁ‘ﬂ¢e@ay and footway which would be constructed on either side of the
by=-pass and would be connected via an agricultural

b}

Patzizbourne P@ao would be improved where it would be crosscd by
Bridleways 263 and 325, and an unnumbered bridleway would be stopp
they would be crossed by ithe new road, A new length of bridlewny
provided along the southexn boundary of the by-pass to connect the unnumbered
hridi@waj with Bridleway Ho. 268, A length of bridleway would also be provided
along the northern boundary of the by-pass %o connect the severed paris of
Eridleway No, 268, This new length of bridleway wounld join Bridleway No, 248
socuvh of the by-pass by way of a bridge which would also carxrry the eastern private
access to Highiand Court Annexe over the hy-pass, The western private access to
Highland Court Anmexe would be sicpped up where crossed by the by-pass,
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A grade~separated junction would be provided at the south-eastern end of the
proposed by-pass. A length of the existing trunk road would be stopped up an
new lengths of highway constructed to provide access to and from Bridge Village
from the south, Lengths of Coldharbour Lane and Frog Lane (the Bishopsbourme
Rozd ) would be stopped up, They would be improved and realigned %o pass wunden
the by-pass, and would be connected to the new highway linking the exdisting trunk
road %o the by=pass.

Ultimately it is envisaged that a full by-pass of Canterbury will link the nowrth-
western end of the proposed Bridge by-pass with the proposed Upper Harxbledown
bymp'* 331,

2,2 The third draft Order - Compulsery Purchase Order - was published on 16 Febauary
1973, An Explanatory Statement with it said:

%1, The Secretary of State proposes tc construct a by-pass of the existing
London - Canﬁerbury Dover Trunk Recad A2 avoiding the village of Bridge in
the County of Kent, This road, together with the M2 lMotorway acts as a main
route for vehicles {ravelling from London and areas to the north of the River
Thames (by way of the Dartford Tunnel) %o the cross channel port of Dover and
the holidsy resorts on the east Xent coasi,
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el 18 to construct a dual 24 feel carriagﬂw v by-pass partly in

4 perily on embankment to the north-cast of 1 Vill&g«» The new road,
Les jn length, wonld leave the existing A2 ~§3vt 200 words southe-enst
v City Mounéary and rejoin it lmmedwataiy to the nowithe-west of
thg juncition with B2055, Access onto the new rcad would be prchibifed except at
the terminal points where a surface Jhﬂbulﬁn at the north-western end and a
grade-separated junction at the souih-eastern end would be provided to give
access to the village, The routes of the Bekeshourne Road and Patrixbourne Hoad
would be maintained by the construction of bridges cver and under the new 10sd
respactively whilst a2ll other side roads, publioc *aeip&uﬁm and private accesses
which would e affected by the proposal wonld be sltopped up and re-provided,
improved or diverted a8 necessar

ry . i o A
6, The zscheme ig lntendﬂﬂ to imﬂ*cve the environmey v age and reduce
fals) & Ve e;" ’} 1-}« £ 4 4 now esnatad
Talsl 25 £ oongested

It will also increase t} mk road and

illage o
provide a fast rouite %o a good standard of dgf,, ice The
vld foxm part of a comprehensive progromme of imu*av 10 for the whole

schens wo
of the A2 trunk moad between Brenley Corner and Dovex,

7. In general the Depariment would undertake normal accommodation works, erecting
fences and planting hedees. landscaping would be carried out where necessary,

8, ALl the land shown iz the Schedule to the Oxder is required for these
proposala’,



2.3 After publication of the draft Orc

joiae]s the 2%
Junction with Coldhaxrbour Lane

affected by the modification were dyraft
Orders, as published, would require amendment.

IJI CASE FOR THE DEPARTMENT CF THE ENVIROIMENT

3,4 Mr R Hammond read a statement wihich had been previously civeulated, In it he
explained the purpose of the Inquiry and referred to the Statutory Authorities whict
gave power to the Secretary of State to meske the proposed Orders, He drew attention
to the various plans and Orders exhibited, The London - Centerbury =~ Dover trunk road
was the main trunk route from london to Dover passing through Dartford, the mid-way
towns, Sittingbourne and Canterbury. There was divect to the Dartford Tunnel
giving an approach to and from Bast Anglia, the Midlands and the north of England,

The motorway M2 by-passed the Hedway towns, Sittingbourme and Faversham and re-joined
the A2 a% Brenley Cormer about 3 miles east of Faversham, Because of its importancs as
a road to the Channel ports, it was the general policy to bring this trunk route up to
a standaxrd suitable for the traffic it must carry now and in the future end the map at
exhibit C showed the length of the route between Brenley Corner and Dover which it wes
intended should be comprehensively improved by the eaxly 1980s,

3.2 It was envisaged that the Bridge bye-pass would eveantually link a proposed
Canterbury by-pass with the improved scction of the trunk xead to the scuth-east of
Bridge.. ¥rom Ropersole Farm at Barham, to Iydden Hill, the existing road hsd been
to a good sitandard dusl carrisgewsy. The sectlon between Iydden Hill and the

oproach to the docks and town centre at Uover was under consideration following a
Public Inguiry in 1972, The sections between Ropersole Farm and the end of the pro=-
jected Pridge by-pass was programmed for improvement by the constructison of a sscond
carriagewsay, where only one exlsted, in the present financial year., Subject to the
outcome of this Inguiry, and the availability of funds, it was hoped that work would
gtart on the Bridge by-pass in 1974. Proposals for a mid=-Kent motorway linking London
with Tolkestone were published in Juae 1572, This motorway, if constructed, would
become the main access route %o the charmel ports and a Channel Tunwnel terninal, if
this were also buili, It would attract much of the cross-chammel traffic which now
used the A2 trunk road,

3,3 The existing trunk road through Bridge, part of the old Roman road, descended into
the village at a gradient of about 1:18 and climbed out of it by Bridge Hill at a
gradient of about 1:13. Through the village the trunk road was continucusly built uwp
on both sides for a distance of 0,6 miles; the carrisgeway averaged 23 feet wide, but
narrowed to 17 feet 6 inches in the buili-up area., Porking on the road was prohibited
in the village, but it was difficult for delivery vehicles to stop on any pert of the
Trunk road without causing congestion, Conditions for pedestrians were inadequate,
fooiways exiasting only in places and were generally too narrow, Along the section of
the trunk road to be by-passed there were 13 road juncilons, 5 juncitions with public
rights of way and 33 private accesses,

3.4 A traffic census in August 1971 showed the average %raffic, during a lé-hour day,
was 16,292 peu's. Of these 6% were heavy goods wehicles. A previous census in August
1965 showed 10,367 peu's per day, an annval increase of about 5,1%. A% such a rate of
increase it was expected that by 1980 the trunk rcad would be required to carry
approximately 22,000 vehicles a day in August. Tralfic flows on the A2 route would be
reduced if and when the Channel Tunnel and the mid-Xent motorway were built., At the
present time no decisions had been tzken about these, but if they were in cperation by
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3.5 A new road would generally be designed te¢ have o life of
the case of Bridge the predicted traffic flow on the trunk road in 1994 was approximately
26,000 vehicles or 31,000 peu's a day. This would require a dual 2-lane carriageway,
The plan, exhibit H, showed that the road would be about 2 miles Lgngg would leave the
existing A2 trunk roaﬁ Just to ithe south of Milesione Farm, cross Bifrons Fark on the
north side of the village, vass betwean the Bridge Town Estaite and Highland Couxt
Hospital %o re=join the existing A2 at the junciion with Coldhaxbour Isne and Frog lans,
t would pass under Bekesbourne Read in a cutting, transfer to an embankment, with a
maximom helght of 33 feet, tv ¢ross Fatvizbouwrne Road and then again go into a cutilng.
through the high ground behind the PBridge Down Estate. Beyond Highland Court it would
return to ground lnvel 0 cross Coldharbour Iene by an overbridge, The road would
pzss houses at Bridge Down at & winimum distance between the nearest house and the
centre of the rcaa of 230 feet, though at this point the new road would be in deep
cutting, In Conyngham Laone the nearest house would be 380 feet from the centre of the
read. At this point the reoad weould be chenging from cutting to embankment, A route
for a by=-pass on the north side of the village of Bridse was shown on the Leuvﬁy
Develoyment Plan 1967. The road now proposed was based on this line except that the
alignment had now been moved approximately 100 yards further east between Conymgham
Lane and Highland Court so that its effect on residential property could be minimised
as far as possible, having regard to severance and the effect on other properiy and
Jand %o the east of the by-pasnsg. ‘

. 2
at least 20 years and in

u.."!

3.6 The scheme as published in the draft Orders would reguire commsrcisl vehicles meking
local journeys to coniinue to use the exinting roads through and at the southern end
of the village. It had been proposed, %ue%ﬂfﬁ*e, to the Local Authorities and all

persons sffected, that the published scheme should be modified to uhdhl% these vehicles
£e join the 1 the eactern end and avold the village sc far as possidble T™his

modification, °%nwn as exhibit J, would connect slin roads froem Coldharbour
Frog lane witn the by-pass, The modlficatlon was before the Inguiry for conai
3.7 After sumnarising the advantages of the proposed by-pass,; Mr Hammond said that
other routes had been consldered for the by-pass and were shown on the plan exhibit M,
The route marked "B', widening the road on its present aligoment, had been rejected,
but the route marked "C" was investigated in more detail, (Route "C" would pass to

the south of Bridge between the village and the disused railway; its temrminal junctions
with the A2 would be at approximately the same points as the propesed road). The
alternatives were rejected in favour of the present proposal on grounds of greater

(‘
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3,10 The Development Flan had defined much of the locality as an Aves of Great
landscape Value and in 1968 the National Parks Commission designated a smaller area
as of Outstanding Natural Beanty. The Commission also submiiled proposals for a long-
distance footpath which, in July 1969, became the North Down Vay. There were a large
nunber of buildings listed as of special architectural or historic interest and the
arsa of about 8CC yards on both sides of Bridge High Street had been designated as
Conservation Area., A similar Conservation Arez had been designated for Patrix éozrn@
and one proposed for Bishopshourne., Affer dese *”"i 1w the *z@%isa¢ enrﬂ*%izre cn the
trunk road in Bridge, Mr Waters said that the Co :
Plamning Authority, considered that a by-pass f@?

3,11 The choice of route for the by-pass beiween a northern and a southern route was
by no means clear cut, though it was the opinion of the Couniy Council that a northern
route would cause the least damage %o the enviconmeni, The \‘ﬁﬁlm would strongly
copose any suzzestion for widening the existing High Sitrest an ~idge Hill, In 1951
again in 1970 when a northern and a southern route were ex ?mined in detail the
or influence on the seleciion of a route was the position of Bourme Park in relation
¢ Bridge. Bourne Park was a fine example of high quality 18th century landscape, the
ting for an important Grade 1 listed building with an ormam&ntal lake., The paxk
ded from the trunk road to the disused railway line and Bishopsbourne Village lay
on the south-ezsterm edge. The park was traversed by a highway and two publlc foot-

paths and, in addition to its intrinsic value, provided an important amenity for
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viaitors arative & “;fana B‘frcms Pa;ko n the north side of Bridge,
a i 2, thou 1 16

was usion of 2 new road through it could be
redu JX Street as was first proposed in 1951,
0f th Iy Waters considered that the northern route
would al environment.

3,12 -In consldering the present proposals the County Plamning Cowmittee had raised no
planning objections but had asked for further consultation on (l) the 1&ﬁ¢scﬂp1ng of
ope

the new route incluling the treatment of bunks znd slopes and {2) the bridge carvying
the new route over the stream and Patrixbourne Road which should be a single-span

structure to retain an open view down the valley, The road embankment across the
valley rising to a maximm height of about 35 1t would cause VLsnal intrusion and the
treatment of the slopes of uhﬂg embankment was very important, He hoped that the
omers of the adjoining parkland would cooperate in this; the County Council would
assist with tree planting proposals, Intrusion would be less to the east of Patrixbourne
Road whare the by-pass would enter a deep cubting which would give adeguate protection
to the houses on the Bridge Hill Estate. There would be environmental disadvantages
%o scme houses including several at the north end of Conyngham Lane. Scme of these
houses were in existence beforve 1951. The Countly Council would wmeserve iis position
on the landscaping proposals, but Mr Waters considered that the route proposed was the
cptimun one having regzrd to all the environmental censiderations which had to be taken
into account in the locality,

iz had heen re-examined

3.3 Turning to a possible southern route, nr Waters sald thi
a2t becaussz of the constrainis

in some detail in 1970, The econclusion reas %
Qmpo ed by Renville and 105 farm, Field Pett Farm and by Bourne Park all
the possible routes would be severely da; enyirepnens, would iniroduce
major severance and could not be recommended in glhnn ng terms in preferance io g
northern route, There was only 650 feet bstween the bulldings of Renville and the
existing trunk road and between them and the old wailway track., Beiween Great Peti
Farm and the raillway track the space was reduced to 500 feet, A by-pass would need to
pass through two of these gaps which were far to narwow to accommodate a new highway
without very serious consequences., At {irst sight the use of paxrt of the old raillway
track appeared attractive. West of Bridse the new road might leave the existing trunk
road between the Gate Public House and Milestone Faxm to join the track without serious
difficulty, but very sirong objections would arise when the new road had to leave the
railway track ¢ rejoin the trunk road east of Bridge, There appeared to be three
possibilities (which he described) but any of these alternmatives would be so seriously
damaging to the envirvonment as nei to be considered as offering an alternative to the
northern route,

Evidence of Mr L D Kramer AILA

3,14 ¥r L D Kramer, a Iandscap Architect to the Department of the Envirgnmeqm,
descrived his proposals fox landscaping the new road and exndbited plans and drawings
of cross-zections of the rozd which were alsc projected on the soreen, He said that

®
the details should not be regarded as final at this stage as the d&%ailcd proposals
were more readily and accurately assessed when the line of the reo ad been established
on the ground. At this stage there was diff cultf in deciding w :h vieﬁs should be
gereenad znd whiech should be opsned u He hoped that by the time the line of the xoad
could be walked, the Local Authority aﬁd individuals would have given their views and
comments on the draft propesals, In addifion to the planting of trees and shrubs,
which he describded, there were possibilities of regrading the embankmeni slopes %o
merge with the adjoining land and earthworls to soften the visual impact at the




transition from the cu**inp ta tk& c3bankﬁwn% near the top of Conyn:! Lmﬂﬂ These
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88 TEn m41n:uﬁ 1ed Jﬁn lﬁDd”CAr” character., Tree Pre»cg,at$ox Orders
could help to achieve this,

3,15 In reply to questions Mr Kramer said ithat tree planting in itself would not
have much effect on the noise, though it might have & psychological effect if the
source of the noise was no longer visible, Centow ng of the slopes also would not
have much effect on noise except perhaps abt the uun tion between the cutting and the
embankment to which he had referred, '

Bvidence of ¥r D H Ritchie ISc MICE MDiunRE

3,16 Mr D H Ri%ch$a§ Assistant County Enginesy, glving evidence sbout the possible
lavel of noise from the new by-pass, aeﬁc"“bcd the measurement of zound levels on the
jecibel scale and defined what was meant by the "IL10 index" and the "LS0 Indéx" as
measures af the average level of noise referred to a normal 18-hour day, He discussed
the maximum values recommended in the Wilson Report 1963 and the recommendation oi the
Hoise Ad?&uuwf Courcil in 1971 that no existing development should be subjected
more than 70 dBA on the 110 index. This must be regarded as the maximum for new
housing or the imposition of noise on existing housing., Measurement of existing noise
levels at three gides in Bridge (bJ methods which he d eacribed 3 ‘b*% leval
was reachad only at the second siie in the middle of Eric i There the
: level wag 77.5 4ABA reaching 80 dBA for most of +i vl
1nu other two sites; at the top of Conyngham lane and at Bridge £ewn were very qulet,
with averages of 49 dBA and 51 dBA, A% the first site there wasg a 1rise between
7 and 8 in the morning due to bind song and at the latter a sharp rise to over T0 dRA

etween 5 and 6 mn caused by the local lawnemowers,

F’I

3,17 The prediction of future noise levels depended on eztimate
the percentage of heavy goods vehicles, speeds and gradients, with adgustm nts for
ground attenuation and screening effects, Mr Ritchie exhibited a large plan on which
1e bad drawn adjacent to the line of the by-pass, the 70 dBA contour and the 65 dRA
contour, The only houses within or near to the latter were those at the top of
Conynghan lane, When the by-pass was opened the present level of 49 dBA counld be
expected to rise to 63 dBA thouzh houses lower down Conyngham Iane wonld be partislly
screened and have leower levels. This was an extremely quiet area at present and
65 4BA would be a normal index for a residential through road in a suburban area,
The second site, in the High Street, would benefit su “%am*ially fxom the consiruction
of the by-vass. The cresent L10 average of 77.5 4BA would drop to 67.5 dBA when the
by-pass was opened. The third site would show virtually no uhange as a resuxt of the
by-pass, This alsc was a very quiet ares with an existing 110 indsx of 51 4TA such
noise as there was being dvue to traffic on the existing A2 and to noisge ge“arzu&i on
the estate iitself. The by-pass, although closer then the exisiing A2, would be in
a deep cutting which would act as a substential barrier. No properties were expected
to fall within the 70 dBA condour of the by-pass; all properties on the existing A2
would obtain EubﬁtdﬁuAal reductions in noise and, with the exception of a few houses
at the top of Conyngham Lane, the mejority of the remaining propertiea between the
existing A2 and the eastern edge of Bridge were expected to experience elther no change

or a slight reduction in noise levels,

,o

pe
he
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w questions, My RBitchie sald that the effect on the noise level at
nuo‘ would probably be hlL there would be some noilse from traific on
t a considerable veduction in that from the A2, Fw agreed that the

2

:creening enjoyed by houses in'Cznvngrfm Iane would vary; those at the top
would have lsss, thcse at the bottom would have more and quLd aleo enjoy a considerable
reduction of noise from the High Street,

IV REPRESENTATTIONS ON BEHAIF OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES AND THE A2 CROUP
Bridge = Blean Rural District Council

4,1 Mr D C Foreman, Deputy Clerk, said that the Council had given full consideration
to the proposals for the by-pass and were in agrecment with them, They were also
satiafied that the oroposed modification at Coldharbour Lane azt the easitern erd
1 nprovement on the published proposals and they supported the BT
that this modification should be recommended, ¥r S L Graingsr, a member, said that

)

:g-;-\var -on Y 2

he gave general support to the northsra reoute and would also express his
of the efforts of Mr Kramer in landscaping the zoad.

Bridge Parish Council

4,2 ¥y L J P Sherley szid that a Parish vat&ub in December 1972 had passed a resclu-
tion by 127 votes to none anp%ov~n5 the construciion of the E?;dgL by-pass as
presented. Their resolution did ufp‘exg une Leﬁu:aw i the Minlstry to consider the

e

provision of an k nwwwwwenwmﬂmx
2 proposed lay-by end ask - pant an far as
on would allow, 1 hnvﬁor* to the proposals,
They had considered the %rai;xu forecasta, a8 quotaw by Mr Hammond, and were convinced
that whatever might be done in the budeing of motorways or the Channel Tunnel a
‘r;r,.Pqen for Brides mm.‘\a Tam mAandad dan any e d dlamd Ll smmnmann s

T¥m semn A mwacs -~ p 1ﬂ.~_ T
e s At B Sp N R Ml BAN LA ddd CUF)UO LQ MALAMA G L 0l WAL Mallh V\LJ‘T; U.J-Ut)\")k—\.k c&,] s UJ

had been deleted from the plan,

gnd 1t objected Tn

Bishopsbourne Parish Council

4,3 Mra E C Champion said that her Council were fully satisfied with the vroposals and
hoped that the by-pass would be completed quickly, She said she thoughi ithe evidence
of Mr Waters on the plamning considerations which led to the choice of a northern roufe

wag convincing.
Patrixbourne Parish Meeting

4.4 lrP Greenwocd, Acting Clerk, referred to a wesslution passed at a Parish Meeting on
the 14 December 1972 which expressed ccncern for the eavirommental consecusnces and the
impact upon residents of Patrixbourne which would vecult frem the construciion of the
proposed Bridge by-pass. The Meeting could not support the proposed northern route
without further information on alternative routes being given and it was not convinced
that all pessible alternative routes had been thoroughly examined. The voting was

22 for and 7 against this resolution, He had sent copies of this resolution %o the
approyriate anthorities but he had not been authorised to make any objection te the
vropvosals on benslf of the Parish Council, He agreed that the evidence given at the
Inquiry showed that the alternative routes had been examined, He gave his personal
view that the evidence im favour of the northerm route would be convineing to his
Council., -

11



The A2 Group

4,5 Mr Gonlden,

& canmpa

what h\"\y}» v

had been las

ngcessary,

, qn cou .ig if
scores of witme: : dirt, the fumes aud the
dangers to reaidents, Everyone was agreed that 2 by-pass was required amd that the
navd was Lrgﬁﬁtg This had been a very active cywpaiqn Tor years; no-one could have
bean in doubt about the Group's Intentions and the prescud opponents of the sche
had always known their aims, The northern rcute was in fact the only xoute wh
ever been put forward or advoecated. The Group had conducted its own traffic
over a 24-hour day for 4 days, Their results fully confirmed the {
the Department and although ﬁhe Gtoup aco pn@d the vredictions made
y be pointed out that ¢ on g 8traight line basis caulu
nt of other factor larket, and the growth of co

1,

[
= mm,;? a8

W
# 5

& W
fif through The hnly n left was whethew the Ly-pass
south of the viilaqsg tut 1t was new too late to consider alternatives., The

- xe for the by-pass was too great and 00 urgﬂﬁt for further time tec be

wasted in candxderlﬂg alternatives to the proro o Mr J Purchese and

M D ;Eﬁig said that the historic moute for the sy-rm was on the north sids of

Bridg~. _____ his hﬁd always seemed to the Group to bs the rvut@ of cholice because 1%
clved 13 s interference with agriculture; would give less rise 1o noise and visuval

intrusion since much of the road would be in cutting and would probably be cheaper,

The Group therefore gave full support to the present proposals, "
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¥ OBJECTIONS TO THE FROPOSALS
The Compolscory Purchase Oxnder

531 Me JH ﬁowldeq, Solicitor, on bshalf of the Highland Tnvesiment Co Lid said that
the Compainy <areied on the business of famming at Highiand Court Farm and had a large
cold-store housed in the annexe to Highland Court, This had a capacity of 4,000 tons
with facilities for cooling, processing and vﬂ"klrg produce, It was Lu;aiarly vieited
by heavy lorries up to 32 tons 50 that in addition t0 the problems of land-take and
Beverance caused by the scheme, there were problems of access for these heavy vehicles,
Under the proposals as published many of these lorries would have had 4o go through
Bridge to reach Highland Court, but if the mﬂnlilc"*ioa w0 the junvi;on of Coldharbour
Lane now put forward by Mr Homuond were adopied, the lorries would be able to use the
by~pass, This, together with the widening of Coldharbour lsne envisaged in the Side
Reoads Order, made the proposals acceptable to the Company and their objections would
be withdrawn,

mw

«2 The objection made ¢n behalf of S W Mount 2
imcussed and agreement roasched, it was undersiocd

Pt
2N

5.3 Mr W D Stewart, of Bridge Down, appeared therefore as the sole remaining oblestcx
to tne Compulsory Purchase Order., He said that he sh@red with the protagonisis of a
southern route the view thait the Inguiry had besn presented with very scanty informa-
tion., T£ the Ministry had presented full plans of a southern route with full
information about embankments, cuttings, tree pluanting, noise levels and effects on
VL&J&L amenity and on the farms as t?ey had done in the case of the proposed roube,

e Inguiry would have had a real choice between the two routes and might have suggested
possible improvements to either, His objection %o the propoged route waz that it came
so close to his house that he would lose part of the field which adjoins his garden
and which he ovmed jointly with Mr R J Good., Eeyond the loss of the land which was in



wm and his nei éh%ovws children, his objection was
i the top of the Bridge Dmm
, : It would sever
part of the newly opened North Baags %%y %MJ destroy the
which was of the attractions of the path. Mi Stewart
line of the proposed road could be moved 100 yards fuluu@x Lo bnﬁ E
geveral advantages, It would leave the line about equi-distant beiweer
and the nearest homes at Bridge Down, This wruld be an obvious benefit
residenta of the Bridge HIll Hstate withoul signilicanily increasing
intrusion at Highland Court. The Pf ect on agricultural land would be small since the
severed portions of orchard and arable land would be easily accessible, Above all, an
outstandingly impressive part of the recently designated Nexrth Downs Way would he

LV
rozd Tan much too

:
the inevit

affect a gﬁaxwmQUﬁd for

AT m Fan
vaueS AN

there would be
{ighisnds Court
to tue
noise or

preserved for walkers and riders instead of disappearing under the by-pass, If, mores
over, a footbridge could be provided across the by=-pass at this pcinﬁ the existing
1i the N "1 Dovns Hry baala be preserved and the rather boring new piece of
footpath the east edge of the by-pass could be vm;qw; A petition

1 1 l JUS’?O \1

::d beaﬂ gubtmitted to the Depariment ob,ec»¢nw to the m
TO3aLE and suggea*;ng modifications on the lines that he fr &
dded that the cn*l““ﬂ“ on the estate could get access to
woodland, from their ow { weighbours gardens and they
area to play in comyle 2 safety en the »oad was bu cesgs te
country north of the road could be {xkéed only by a ci

be possible for unaccompanied small children.
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Residents of Patrixbourne, Bekesbourne Road ele

5.4 The resolution passed by the Palrixbournz Paris ing in fecember 1972 or
the cholce of a northexn route for the by=-pass is ref cd to in the previous Sectlon,

5.5 Mr X A Bailey MIM said that the proposed road would c¢ross the mest beantiful ares
of Birrons rark and bring the new road within about one-cuarter of a mile of the
village of Fatrixbowrne., The village dated back to the 12th century, had many ancient
buildings and was of almost unigue character. A large modern road crossing this
landscape would be there for always; it was essentizl that it should be in the right
place, A line to the south of Bridge would be in the more dirvect line from Canterbury
to Dover, could use the old railway line and would probably save cests and land with
less damage to the environment., They all wanted a by-pass, but it must be in the right
place,

5.6 Professor R E Pahl emphasised the importance of publi participaticn in the
decisions about the by-pass. Mr Wabters had said that the e between a norihern

and a southern routve was not "cleaxr cut" but the Depar»mcnu nad acted as if the cholce
were quite clear even on environmental grounds, The case for a by-pass to Bridge was
indesed clear enougn, tut the case for a road on this '.;nv had not been made outa

M s
.L.\a.u.l.

O [¢)

i~

ql‘}

¢ Were 4ouLis abouv the degree of intrusion on ne "aﬁiwnape, the generation of
noise end the econcmic evaluation of the route in comparison with the possible
al«vrnatlves. Too much weight appeared to have been given 4o the importance of presexv-
ing Bourne House and Bourme Parkj; there were houses and a park on the noxrth side of
Bridge which merited equal consideration. There had been no dl“c ssion
effects and possible landscaping of alternative routes, The 35 £ embankment and
bridge over Patrixbourne Road would throw the itraffic noise over a considerable area
and he suggesied that noise levels would rise above those recommended in the Wilscn
Report. UNeise intrusion might well be less from a by-pass south of Bridge; there was
no evidence, In the economic evaluation the relation between the Bridge by-pass and
the Canterbury by-pass had to be taken into account, The Canterbury by-pass was a
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new feature in the piar:‘ could
: the
to
south of the Ly wou g 1y 3 rasaing
anp;: had not b iven i““ evidence Oﬂ Wﬁi(ﬂ o
; ny objecticns to the proposals, but people ware
{ that the by=pass was urgently needed and
ion or even poatveone 1.

B oo

hat if the by-passes for Canterbury and for Bridge had to be
m the effect would be to nus%pﬁﬁe the Bridge by-pass for many
years, If @ith@y by-pass depended on the other, neither could go ahead until both
: “uU”Y w@nld 10* be ready ffﬁ some time to come, What could be

g b?glnniz Q"”yﬁﬂw wa3 a reason
We=Tas s for Cante Uy and

[N
'Jmake si = in woxld leave a

.-J-

.

called, sald that the recommendations in the Wilson Report referrved
inaide dwellings, More up-to=-date recommendations were those of
uncil in 1971; he would not, however, regard the predicted levels
rahore as inesnsistenx with the Wilson Report recommendations with

of one or twe houses at the top of Conyngham Lane., At the
ifa came from the High Street traffic, The schocl was some distance

8 and it was unlikely that theres would be any change in the
present noise sither inside the school or outside it. He agreed that noise was
generated by the steep hills on either side of Bridge and that the effect on the present
A2 was considerable, On the by-pass the;e would be a freer flow of traffic at a more
wearly constant spead,

nrocsent natan lcv‘;g?

&\‘

5.9 Mr R J Hocke said that he was wholly in favour of a rapid solution to the problem
of the Bridge by-pass, There had been a failure of planning when the M2 was buil® and
terminated at Brenley Corner - the need for exﬁbnding the motorway to the coast had
not been foreseen, They now had to find a second best seclution and although he was
anxious to avoid delay, a little delay could be justified if it led to the right
enswer to the problem., The problem of Bridge could be solved equally well by a route
to the noxth or to the south. The merits of either route were "by nec means clear cul”
a8 lr Waters had =aid; amenity was a subjective test, very illusive as a decisive
factor and so far as cost and enrineering difficulties were concerned, the routes were
roughly equivalent. The northern route had been on the map since 1952 with a slight
alteration in the Revised County Plan and it seamed that it had been adopted as & fali
accomplis no proper case had been made for it. This was not a very democratic
procedure nor was it satisfactory to those affected by it. Perhaps the fact that there
was only one \absent) landnowner on the north side had led the Deparinent to rrefar a
northern route in the expectation that the land a“quisition would be easier than on
the south where the land-owners might give moxe trouble. Mr Hocke remorked that there
had been letters in the press accusing the opponents of the proposals as moved by
"selfishness and self-intewest”. He was sure that this was not the case; so far as he
was concerned, his house siood hetween the two possibie xroutes and would be out of
sight and out of hearing of either so that he had no personal interest to pursue, The
objections were not aimed at delaying the by-pass - it was not a matter of whether the
by-pass went by particular houses -~ but there was proper concern that the planning of
the by-pass should ve right,
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e was plainly dcuirwwéﬁ that there should be a link between the Erldge by~pass
and nmterbury by-pass ¢ i other improvements on the A the three

by 3 hpcmwwn Brenley d Bridge were deslt with it would make
for a more wo e d hﬁuLﬂ Jead %o economies in .,.‘ﬁﬁ;)ﬁg It would
not be necessam *ﬂaiL@ﬁ ild&“ by=pass until the Canterbury by-pass was
ready: the route should he leo Pi at as a whele z2nd the Bridge DJﬂPJ ss fitted into
the pattern even if the actual construction of the Canterbury by-pass was deferred
for some years. :

‘"iﬁ MB BS also advanced this vie
and Bridge by-passes in
5aD e?hlbited was one of three woutes 3¢
ncﬁ b% hlﬂ choice; if one studied the wrong routbs yould of course find good
: t i%te The rOMbL proposed in Ll e preduced conflict with the
g roads that crossed i1t and difficult i 3 at lhe two ends, That at
st end would become @nfae when the Cang erbury by-pass had to be fitted in, The
ig level of noise at the primary school gave concerns 65 dBA was a high level
se and even lﬂfprﬁﬁffﬂﬁA noise at this lsvn’ could interfere with the schoolwork,
the <ifect of nolse had also to be considered at Highland Court which was a mental
nospital and at the houses in Bridge Down. Thp 33 feet embankment across the valley
at a fa;n% near to the village would have an unforitunate visual effect in severing the
valley. It was not possible to screen this. These disudvantagua, said Dx Pratt,
would have to be accepted if there were no alternatives but in his view there were
several alternative, and beiter, lines to the south of Bridge even if the extension
of the M2 had to be ruled out,

5,12 Mr Hemmond said that the proposed M20 motorway would provide the main access
route between London and the channel ports and it was for this reason that the M2,
which was a valuable by-pass tc the 3 edway' towns, would nut be extended beyond iits
present vermination al Brenley Corner, 3Some trafrfic would eventually transfer from
the A2 to the M20, but Bridge would still need its by-pass. The Department had, of
cCourse, cons;dered a link by~-vass for Harbledown, Cante**ury and Bridge but th
Harbledown by-passes were ready to start in 1974 and it Was hoped that Bridge would
also start in that year; there was no need to wailt for the Canterbury scheme which.

mist inevitably take scme years yet. There was an important argument against a
com““oaen31ve scheme from the we st of Barbledown to beycnd Bridge in that it night fail
to achieve the main object so far as Bridge was concerned, Canterbury atiracted a
good deal cf traffic and would contimue to do o when the by-passes were built; Bridge
must not be linked with Canterbury in a way that continued to bring much of this
traffic through Bridge., A small by-pass was likely to be much more effective in taking
all the fraffic out of Bridge,

5.13 Mrs a 2ttt referred 4o the dangers 4o children and the concern of mothers and

other r: s;d g for the relief from traffic in the High Sirest vhich & by-pass would
tive. She looked forward, however, with apprehension 4o the difficult pericd of
H £

construction when the side roads would be muddy, noisy and dangerous for years, She
felt that the benefit of relief in the High Sireet would be diminished by the
continuing presence of the ugly 35 feet embaukment across a beautiful velley, It
seemed that the worsi aspects of the construction period and the permanent damage to
the landscape were unnecessary when a good alternative route to the south of Bridge
was available, TFewer people would be affected by that route, but it seemed that the
avoidance of Bourne Park had been the determining factor, Bifrons Park on the north
side was, in her view, equally beautiful, it was more accessible end much more
important to the residents,
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5,14 Proposals for ;ovi es for the by-pass to the south of Bridge were made by the
@

3 ok p, 3 % ] ? b 2 o . o e
above and other ge are discussed in the next section,

Residents of Conyngham Lane

Mr G F Stoneham said that those Interested in this Inguiry fell into three
rroups.  The firat comprised those who ecn pressing for a by-pass passicnately
r many years and were prepvared to accept the present proposals as providing the
kest ﬁolutﬁvn despite the many def The second group included people like
f who had mch to lose in amenit; from the construction of the by~-pass and
Wﬂre uppal$vﬁ at the scale and ﬂafpe 0 7as intended, Thixdly, there were those
ere convineced that an altermativ ute could be found which would have consider-
1y less effect on the environmes ) ere prepared to accept a small delay while
ynlﬂ alternative was studied, He had been aware for many years that the likely route
for the by-pass would be north of the villege and that it must affect his LM‘L“OM&QH%&
He and his neighbours in Conyngham Isne accepbted this situastion taking the broad vie
that the needs of the village were greater than their own peace and tranquility. ”hey
were however appalled by proposals put forward only last November 1o mun an elevated
P Te o Dageisz hid Ao o N 3 b ] T —

. anything achieved on the M2 and to do this withou$

properly preparing an alternative route, The 13 residents concerned had all bcug;
their houses without knowledge of this motorway; the solicitors seawrches in 1964 when
1

mOTOITIay UG 4 SUsldaXd gLeaver ol

-

the houses were tought had given no indication of a motorway on this scale. Wigau up
to the time of this Inau":y, it was the general belief in the village that the line
of the by-pass was to be nmoved 100 yards further to the cast, I» was an mddxfaungl
blow & nd at this anuiey that bﬂlﬁ was a mist g that the Department
had no intention of altering the published proy suggest that 11 was
the Depaxtuent's intention to mislead, but the f aix 3 both the statement
of the Bridg& Paprish Council and the unqualif AQJ ace eptanca of t 2 proposal by the
A2 Group was based on this misundersteanding, All the resi dent of CQﬂ@i“%mmllﬂmﬁ were
deeply concorned at these proposals, many were elderly or wawilling to speak at a

~ Publie Inquiry, but he knaﬁ that he could speak for them. A consideration that had
not yet been mentioned was the proposal to build old pecpleis homes at the back of
Conyngham Lane, I% seemfd particularly unfortunate that old people in need of peace

2 —L

exd quict should be disturbed by ithe noise and bustle of a motorway.

5.16 He would put 3 questions to the Inquiry, First, was such a grandiose proposal
Justified in view of the development of the M20 motorway., Second, was there not gtill
time to integrate the Rridge by-pass with the Canterbury by-pass. Third, could the
previcus proposal to move the by=pass 100 yards furthsr tc the east be revived to the
Zreat benafit of the residents of Bridge.

5.17 Mr L H Young CEng MIEE pointed cut that the nearest house in "onynb“am Tane
would be only 300 feet f om the centre line of the 53, In his written objection
5

he had also pointed out that at the end of Conymaok: ane the road would be on an
embankment of 18 feet wrising to 35 feet at PatlebournQ Road. WNoige aznd pollution
from traffic on this raised embankment would spread over a wide area, which included
the lccal school, and would be much worse then that from the present A2 which lay

lower down and wag well gcreconcd,

5.18 In reply to the point made about solicitors searches, Mr Hammend said that there
wag of course no Order for the road in 1964 and the soliciteors would find no reference
it. DBut the line of the road had been shown on the County Plan in 1952 and the
line had been safeguarded in 1954 when a planning applicaticn bad been made for the

development of what was now Conyngham lane, Solicitors would be aware of this,
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Residents of Bridgs Down

6 ; 3 S e . w S : o 8 ~f %a
5.19 HMr Stewart'!s remarks are set out ﬂla/e where menbtion is made also of the
petition gigned by d@ feﬂ&dhmﬁﬁ of the DBridge Hill Estate,

5,20 Mr P T Collingwood said there must be concern zbout the i

impact of a xoad on
this scale on private houses, Noise and pollution weuld be increzsed and would be
spread over a wider area, a degres of intrusion which secmed uvanecesgary when the
read could be taken i axthd? awvay. from the residentisl area. At the present time the

valley between Bridge and Patrixbourne was unspoilt by any of the paraphermnalia whicl
ubCVQUNhJCd the age in which we live; there were no pylons, railways or main roads,

It was true that the area to the south of Bridge was equally besutiful, but it did
contain *710~M and a railway and there were fewer houses there to be affecited by noise
or pollution,

—J ¢k D

(@]

5,21 Mz E A B Wotherall referrsd again to the misund
rc& '&'!Z_ﬂ '{‘ﬁ ﬂ’?\ }‘"‘N\‘jgﬂ !OO 1y Qb -:p:"h 5 Hﬁ said th

2 €a8%,
n@ugh,the Deparitment had now made
P T | 1

-
1
thL‘-le-,&.eJA--«\L PO »Ooul 3. 41t was neverthele

iﬂ
H
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suggestion which LCUid give considerable relief to the resideuts of Bridge Down without
affecting other interests and he asked that it might sgain be considered,

unetion and Diversion at West Fnd of By-Pass
ea Manager, kast Kent Mcao Caxr Coﬂmaﬂy Limitei
gervices through t} treet of EBridge.

e
and Dover and bun*erbuy* znd Folkestone, but many
thi

]
atpes

?

g we is part of the A2 and in Bridge Village itself so that
the buses must still contiﬂue to operate via Bridge Village. The proposed modification
at the g&uth»%a%tm“% end ¢f the by-pass shown on e;hibib v wo;xa be convenient for
buses entering or leaving Bridge at that end and was fully ac table, The arrvengenment

of the junction at the Cantertury (west) end of the bv»caqs; nﬁdﬁvnr would crazte
considerable problems for the buses and required modification.

5,23 Buses travelling towards Canterbury through EBridge could continue on the existing
A2 and get through the Junction with the new by-pass ait the west end without difficulty,
Buses from Canterbuxy on the A2 would have to turn onto the by-pas s for a few hamdred
yards, leave it again by a slip road to the left, turn right into Dekesbourne Road,

cross the new bridge and then &0 down the (ummamed) spur road to xs 501n the A2 on the
hill leading down into Bridge, This would have several udver?ﬂ affe ts, The vroposed
diversion would add an estimated quarter of a mile to each jouwrney
additional "I" junctions. This would add to bus-journey time as we
diversion very noticeable to passengers so reducing ﬁae attractiver
The additional mileage would add 4o the time renuired to cover the .
negotiation of the two "IV junctions would also add to delays in bua servieps; More=-
over the spur road was only 15 feet 6 inches wide in places which was not enough to
allow the wide buses 1o pass other large vehicles, The 07 jvwcﬁ' wt the A2 was
particularly .difficult since if was s¢ shaped that 3 bus Gmerajig from the syur road
would block traffic both ways on the hill out of Bridge. Taking these difficulties
into account, together with the additional mileage, it was eBtlh&tbQ that the cost of
the le“rSlon of the three bus services would be over £980 a year, This cost could
only be recovered by an increase in fares,

SN ke

5.24 The Company appreciated the need for a Bridge by-pass and agreed with the proposals
with the exception that it was considered that Bekesbourne Road, including the spur
road, was unsuitable for bus services involving at least 3 journejs an hour, It was
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he problem could be ovare
he new by-pass so

ing A2, If s a«ﬂﬂ@lv
car wiagf;m ;

525 Mr R J Hovke sald that the case for the buses wes clear, tut he thought it
1 o to &ll the Gt}?ﬁ}?’ heavy vehicles visiting Bridge and the ned ";’rcmwﬁﬂ,
exbourne ha:utza WZI *i“m Boux maﬂ, were Ji‘?'%b'i Qs
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Hr Hammond sald that the calculation of d?i‘twmi cost to the fos Company should
m’m M;;m take account of the time that would certainly be saved by i;h"ﬁ buges in passing
through Bridee High Street. The object of the "”3"5}’("@93‘4 diwmion was to kesep the
through traffic out of Bridge end if a righteturn were pernitied at ;ﬂm Junetion 1%

o

weunld both inmwa,esa the hazard and defeat this object, It might be difficult to keep
other traffic out even from a “buses only® lane, The improvement of Bekesbourne Road

and the spur road might well prove to be necessary, but thisz would be g watter for the
¥ent County Council and was not part of the preaem’; proposals,

VI ALTERFATIVE LINES SOUTH OF ERIDGE

6,1 Exhibit ¥ before the Inguiry showed three sliernative moutea, Roule "A" being
the woute propozed north of Bridge, route "BY a widening of the &g’z Street on the
line of %he existing A2 and Route "C" g line h% inning and ending at approximately the
saxme pointe as route YAY buit passing to the south of Bridge between the village and

the disused railway. The disadvantages of route "C" having been set out by Mr Hammond,
a number of objectors avgusd that thers were other possible lines for a southsrn rouite
witich Qid nov show the same 4l ga&vamaves and mignt fr ave considerabie mw:u:e%mmzsm
advaniage, ¥x Bailsy suggested T} the road should follow the old railwey line whisch
would save land snd be less dax&gm@ to %:he ey, vivonment. Professoxr Pahl said that
Inguiry had been glven no real evidence

tha southern rouie had been dismissed, but the I

about 1t ‘“h;j‘ knew that the route prapﬁneﬁ would generate o lot of nolse and that
the 35 £t embaniment would be visually intrusive, but no evidence had been given 4o
digsprove the assertion that a southern route would be guieter and less visuwally
intrusive, A route to the south would conform with the Canterbury lLye-pass which musi
ai80 pass to the south of the City and although it had besen suggested that the wa"s*mg
differences were marginal, ii might be that if the Canterbury by-pass and the Pridge
by-pass were dealt with together a southemrn line would be substantially cheaper. Tha
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2 ' evidence to make the economic evaluation, Ur Steward
outhein route were properly siudled, planned and rresented in the same
he northern route it would be possible for the resident g e
srhaps suggest improvements,

no
8

6.2 Hr Hooke said that route "C" was clearly not the most satisfzciory line to the
south., The line should start esarlier at the western end, cross to the disused
ramlway, thus avoiding Great Pett Farm and avoid the mere attractive part of Dourne
Park, His advice was that the land south of Bridge was less valuable azricultnrally
than that north of the village and in any case tne severance of farmland at Renville
and Great Pett Farm would be minimised if the railway track weve used, Ths ﬂdlj
scenery affected by a road on this line would be in Bourne Pa '
with the two miles of beautiful eountAJ crossed by the ﬁ,cpwsud northe:
did not accept the suggesticn of Coleonel Elliott that
Valley was a frost pfckaf » that a road here wowll h'
than on any other route., In reply to Mr Mw -
to demolish the two houses neayr the old
gingle itrack on a narrow = ment was not mats
road o Hoocke's line could be placed on the far side of the rallway emba
thie was now covered with itrses and it would provide a useful scresn and balfle for
the roed. Hie solution for ﬁng pronlaﬁ of ge%t¢ng back from the railway to the A2
would te to take the road at ;s Park to & roundabout on the A2
at the top of Eridge Hill n 4 Court. There would be moxe
acute cuxrves but they Wvdl& ‘av11@nmcnia The road would then go

D

a% »n&c the rallway was &

1 & Trs DPyad 293 o2 st
A Pa it 9 EE S A..;.tuyq) ,.)!jw‘b‘)un_! AV

nowners n2ay ”““*P* hcu %nzda sersestionsd, landscaping would be
easier and there would be no exir

s

6.3 In reply %o these poinis and suggestions, Mr Hammond said that he was in some
difficulty because, altbough they had been invit ad, no plans had beenlodged and he wos

in a position to offer evidence about lines that had not been defined, The
Depaxrtment had locked at the altermatives, including the use ¢f the raillwey buv had
been forced to conclude that none of the alternatives gave as satisfactory s line as
the proposed northern route. In designing a route for a road, cnc could pick on
features to avoid such as buildings, faxrms or fina Lz*dsc ape, and end with a line that
was. quite unacceptable to the zngineers, The more pr ﬁica'l course was to desiza &
satisfactory line and the1 exanine it to ses If it wo;ld be accepitable on envirommenial,
rlanning and ecomocmic considerailons,

6.4 Nr J M Vince BSe, Assistant Englneer, Kent County Council, exhibited a large plen
on which he had drawm a line for the road using the railway track togethexr with the
vericus alternatives that had been suggested, At the west end 1% would be possible 190
get a satisfactory line from the existing A2 to the rallway {track at the expense of
somewhat greater length and further inirusion into farmland, thouzh farm bulldings
could be avoided, Difficulties arose when the roed came to leave the rellway, The
trouble was that the railway ran away from Bridge and from the A2 so that the mors one
used the railway track the greater the difficulty of geitting back 0 the A2, The
lengths of the two feasible routes, using part of the railway track, would sppsar Vo

14,500 feet and 17,000 feet respectively, This coampared with a length of 12,000 fest
for the proposed northern roputa zo that a scuthern rounite on either of thess lmumq would
be longer and move costly. It would not be impossible %o design a line, uvaing part of
the railwey, which conformed to acceptable highway standaxds, bui 1t would use only a
bit of the railway, would be very twisty and would probably demolish Bridge Place., 1%
would no% be acﬁeptaole, in omder to minimise intrusion into Bourne Park, to adopt the
acute curves implied in Dr Pratt's suggestion, His roundabout con the A2 at Dridge Hill,
even if it were acceptable on traffic grounds, would invelve the demolition of houses
there., A road on route "C%, or any of the varianta, would have to be on almost
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The severange $iﬁ§z&&gng

3 yle and the severance at Highland
Court V;a.“: g.,."”"'ﬂ,. manageable, r hand, the seversnce created by @, aoutharn

Ed
L)

route weuld be so severe as o wake Great Pett Farsm woeconcmic, There would be mony
spall areas of 10 to 15 acres which would be guite waworkablej thne position was
gimilar at Renville Farm. DPeople sposke as i1f the railway were on the edge of civilisa-
tion; it was nod, p:apl»a 1ived and worked land thers, My Frsshmsn said that the
Federation had given a lot of consideration to the Bridge by-pmss which },um heen under
discuasion for r years, They gave full supporit to the rwopossed nexrthern route
which seemsd to ‘m ay on balance, to be much $o be preferred on grounds of amenity and
envivomment, I8 also weferred to the xisk thal & southero roube would be more subjecs
to frost and fog., He did, howsver, have doubts abcut the proposal {to close entry o
the A2 at the fs;"ws*' end of the by-pass; he would support the requess made by the bus
cempany and asked if the road could be left open for a2 time in oxder to see whether
the risk of thvough traffic entering Bridge was in fact a real one, 1@4‘ ters were ol
from Hessrs Finn end Petley, Chartered Surveyors, on behalf of properiy cwners ab
Bourne Park and in Bilshopshourne indicating that sirong objection would be wade to any
proposal to a road through Bouxrne Park or near to the village of Bishopsbourne,

‘v

]

VII CLOSING ADTRESS ON BEHALF OF THE DEPARTMENT

7.1 ¥r Hammend sald that it had been common ground at the Inguiry thai o by ;,3..:5:3 for
Bridge was badly needed, And it was generally accepted that the need was wigent voth
to cut down tralfic s,oagﬁ«fs tion and, woxe particularly, %o relieve the inhabitents of
Bridge of traffic noise, psllution and danger, Despite the urgency, some chjlectors
would tclerate a "short delay® so that other routes could bs studied, Cihers wanted
the Bridge by-pass to bhe i‘i“&:t@é& into plans for extending the M2 motorway or for a
combined by~-pess of Haxrbledown, Canterbury and Bridgse. He had explained why the M2
motorway was not bolng extended and how the inclusion of the Iridge by-rass in a
larger scheme might defeat one of the main objects of the proposals which was to kesp
through traffic going to and from Canterbury out of Bridge Village. In either case,
& "short delay" was not onj vejecticon of the present propossls would inevitably postvone
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the easi wiz t} s point, The line had already bef-;n moved faxrther o
on the originel Countr P1L

t than "‘t;hat showmn
rigly Covwnty an, ’m% to move it :furmm would be to imtrude on Highland
Court and, to a leszer exte on Fatrizbourns, The road would be in a deep cubiing
a2t this point and nolze lovels on t}x@ eza‘i:a"%;@, which was a very quiel avea, would
hardly be affected, R%:idesm 8 at the top of wvgm@fz&‘:‘. Lane h,a,f'i, verhaps, the moat
cause to cbject bacause they were near a point where the road emerged from the cutting
and passed onto the embankment, The design would $ry to minimise > effects by
altering the vrofile of the woad and by landscaping and iy Kramerw 8 evidence had
referrved {to other possibilities, The visual intrusion into this quiet ares was
regratiable ’shcugﬁ necessary as part of the price of a by-pass, The predicted noise
level would be well within the accepied standard,
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& Lo o et o 7 A
T+4 Given the need for a by-pass for Bridge, and no-one had dis g&ﬁ%& this, 1
prepesed would hoave a nindmum «ffect on wirenment o on people, would be 1
damaging to agrieuliturs than other peesible routes and was an economisal solubion o

the cutstanding problem of Bridgze,

2
.

VIII SITE IESPECTION

8.1 1In the course of the Imquiry I visited Bridge High Street, Patrixbourne,
Bishopsbourne, Bekesbourne Road and Patrixba’m@ Road, the two ends of the propossd
by-pass and the lanes on the south side of Pridge.

8,2 In campany with the pariles, I paid formal visits to the Beidge Hill Estate,
including the footpathe and woodlands adjeining, %o Great Petts Farm and the disused
vailway, end to Conynghasm lane., I also inspected the spproaches to Highland Couxs
Hospital and the possible location for the junction of a southern route with the A2
at the top of Bridge Hill,
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HGS OF FACT

7QL Eridze i a lo rg vit age on

I’
e

wi»h a minizum width of i{} feet at some pesncug
two heavy vehicles to pass withoul risk of collision
pavemenis,

2 about 34 000 vehicles a day
(18, 29? %’“’S) ghewing an inere“sg since h,gw of apgraximately ia 2 year, 6% of
the vehicles were heavy goods vehicles, It is predicted that b 1?30 the averags

in a 16-hour daJ may rise to 22,000 vehicles,

9e3 In %be 3 year@ *9 31 December 1972 %h?x; were 29 zocidents invelving personal
injux atally

9e4

and »fgl reservalb icn,

road just to the south of Mi;mwtwnh Farm to r&ioxn %nm

Coldharbour Lane, Access to the by-pass will be 1dmis

bridges at Rekesbowrne Hoad and Coldharbour lone which ars

the east end respectively. The cesat of the woad is estimated

9 ctions were recelved to the draft Orders afier they werse publi

of ted to the Compulsory Purchase Order but three of these ave with

The draft Compulsory Furchase Onder referred to 14 itexz of land, or rights over 1 5id,

required for the construction of the by-pass and the elizraticns to side roads st
Four farms will lose land to the road, the total ares involved being about 55 a&rcz

9 6 Demolition of one house wag invelved in the prepesals as publishsd, but this house
ill be avoided if ithe proposed modification is adopted. No other buildings are
affectedo .
9.7 Six bridle-roads or footpaths crossing the line of the byepass will be aiopped
including the North Downs VWay (fwice)., Three of these tracks can be comnected by
short diversions to the agricultural underpass in Bifrons Park. A new bridle-rcad
proposed on the northe-east side of the by-pess will recomnecit the severed parts of
BR 268 (the North Downs Way) and will also give access (via the new accommodation
bridge at Highland Court) to the other paths on the north side of the xoad.

9.8 The byepass will run on an embankment, about half a mile long, from the tep of
Conyngham Lane across Patrixbourne Boad. It will reach a height of 33 feet and will
be cleariy visible Irom houses in Bridge and from some houses in Falzixbourne, oot
of the remainder of the road will be in cutting.

9.9 Average noise levels on the 110 scale will reach 65 4BA at houses at the top of
Conyngham Lene., All othexr houses, including those nearest o the moad atl Bridge Down,
the school, snd the projected old psople's home will lie cutside the 65 dBA contoux,
Noise levels at houses in the High Street will be substantially reduced,

$.10 The volume of traffic uming Bekesbourne Road and the (unnamed) spur rcad will

be affected by the proposal to clese eniry to the A2 at the west end of the by-pass,
Bekesbourne Road will continue to carry the traffic from Patrixbourne te Cantexrbury
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ol them sghow clear advantages ovar the

e

10,3 On mexits, it cannot be
"northern® line proposed. Houte A.C‘f':'.raxu on exniblt M as one that would
bs practicable from the neerdng and traflfic, It would begin and
end at the same points as the month route 'u*v.d would, therefore; net be much longer
or more expensive, It had the disa Zes of g:ceai;e:c visual inirusion, greater

geverance of fazme and serious intyus into Bourme Paric, and it found few supporters,
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10,4 There was more support for a line ferthsr out, 'aa.,..lrg use of part of the disused

railwey embankment which TURS ROUZ Jily perallel with the A2 at a distance of one-quarter -

thres=quarters of a mils %o the so =ts The attraction of this old rallway track
is obvious enovgh and 1% hog not ev sd the attention of highm;r planners in the post,
The trouble lies in the geography of the railw vay which means that, if the by-pass is
to be reasonably short and of accepiabl c,‘a ‘*d, cnly a short section of the railway
coculd be uzed, Even 80, g% the west t‘ze iirect line frem the A2 to the railway
would interfeve seriously with the Fer Fz mat ead, N» Hooke suggested thal the
zoad should start farther west., This v avoid the farmsitead, though not the farm-
land, and would enable mora of the xail be nsmad, bt it would add half = mile

to the length of the by-pass and cons 15 the cost,

10,5 All the "railway" roubes, and any other feasible road passing south of Bridgs,
mst made g deep incursion inte Bourns Park., It was propesed that this could b
ninimised by adopiing subestandazrd ron and bringing the by-pass out to a Junetion
with the A2 near the drive to Highl Court Hospital, It was shown, howaver, that
a2 junction in the residential ares would cause great difficulties and that this, with
the poor alignment, would make the ‘9:& w_m:g unaceepiable for a section of the A2 trunk
road, The intrusion into Bowrme Park would, iherefore have to be accepted if a

southern route were adopted,
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Againat the technic

i 1 and environuwental objections to o southern route must be
set the advantages claime

d for i%;

?quu away

> $o Bishopsbou

By moving further out into the cowntry it would diminish noise and pollution
in Bridge. :

it could use part of the disused raliway.
It would affect fewer people,

If the Canterbury by-pass 1s to run scuth of the City and the A2, it would de
more natural, and possibly more econcomic, for Eridge by-pass ujhc to yun on the
gouth side,

It would avold Bifrons Park and a besutiful pﬁ?b of the ailbourna Vallsy whisl
were more important to the local inhabitanis than Bouxne Park.

10,7 It would be g bold outsider who ventured a judgement on the r@¢%il\.
Bourne Park and Bifrons Park - Bridge is fcﬂ&uvwae in having 1ﬁ“aly coun
gides = but on this pariicular aspect, it ranbag !

routes By keeplng closer to the buJWvap area 1t causes less
Park than g %vi?ﬂb“ route would, Inevitably, do ito Bourne !
County Plamming Officer %hﬁ% any route through Bowrne Paxk Auumﬁ b *o awﬁgu 8]
to the enviroume b as to rule it out of conaideration is relevant,.

10,8 Suggestions tha% a start on the DBridge by-pass should be deferred wntil it can be
considered as part of some laxger schemsg, such as a Canterbury by-pass or the extension
of the M2, raise questions of wider policy., Delay would not be welcome to mosh of the'
residents of Brildge.

10,9 I must concluds that the publiished proposals offer an accepiable schems for a
by=-vass for Bridge. Noise and pollution will nowhere exceed tolerable levels and oven
most of the village will be agreatly reduced, Visual intrusion, althovugh econsiderabls
on cne siretch, will be restricted over much of the length by the de“n cuttings in
which the road will lie, As was said, the choice on environmenial grounds betwesen a
"northern" and a "southern® route ie by no mesns cleaxr cut, btut I am satisfied thatl
there is no balance of adventage on envirommental, euone:ic and technical grounds that
would justify rejection eof the publishﬁd proposals,

10,10 Three proposed modifications of the published plams require comment, At ©
west end of the by-pass access to the down-lane of the A2 will be siwngg and all
traffic diverted onto the by-pass. Traffic for Bridge etc will then lsave by a slip
road aud go along Dekesbourne Hoad and the \Uunau“”} spur read vack o the AZ, a

diversicn of about one=quarter of a mile. The spur road is admittedly inadsguatle for

heavy traffic, The problea of {tankers and heamy loxrries in nerrow country lanes is
general and not confine& to Bridge, but in this case the problem will be aggrava«eu vy
the a2ddition of all the Canterbury - Bridge traffic to the existing traffic to and
from Patrixbourne. The East-Kent Bus Company made g strong case for continued entry
%o the A2 at the west end which could be confined, if necessary, to "buses only" as bhad
besn done successfully at other by-passes. A "buses only™ lane would meet only part

of the problen, but the Company's case deserves conzsideration, The reasons foxr the
diversion are clear enough -~ to discourage through traffic from passing through Bridge.
It is posgible, however, that the same object could be achieved by re-design of the

=

24




