


zMR. PETER REES (Dover): In view of Mr. Speaker's plea for
short speeches, I hdpe that the h M for Ashton-under-ILyne
“f, (Mr. Sheldon) will forgive me if I do not follow him across the
~ Channel bridge)and that the r h M for Grimsby (Mr. Crosland) will
forgive me if I do not follow him down his road to Dsmascus but,
~instead, concentrate on the Mﬁ%xxxﬂxﬁxzmxﬁmxmx‘Mﬂﬁ;ﬂkQ to Dover;
| (/we appreciate that there are national considerations to be
debated. These have been raise% and no doubt they will be ra;ze% o
again by others who do not have such a direct and continuing interest/
:.iﬁkthe,ﬁﬁnnel aé a_phenoménon in Fast Kent. I shﬁnid concentrate
;”-’f'-fOn'two local considerations fhat.wiil influence me in coming to a
fdecision. |
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I concede that those %120 considerations are to a certain extent
(g contradiction and it is a gn for me to decide how to strike
a balance and where. Thg two considerations are the impéct on the
environment and ea the impact on employment in East Kent.
| (bn the matter of the environment, my éonstituents are,

~and have been for many years,rightly sensitive about the impaét ef"
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he sad accident at Watersend in my

constituency last weekend served to emphasise once again the extent

i v o

W

v to which people living in and near Dover are exposed to danger

0 gven and to a continuous battering . of their sensiibdlities by this

Y cross Channel traffie, My r h« F described EastiKent.as the sump

4 ob this scountry thr@ug& which the traffic -

A ~ _ ] :

?“ﬁﬂrk : ({NR. PEYTON: My ¥%® h and 1 F must not wrong me in this way.

ySetieg : . ' - »

i I have said frequently that there is a danger of an attractive and .
beautiful part of this country being treated as a sump by this alrost
uncheckable stream of traffiec. .

é“JR. REES: & I apologise to my r*h F if T did not Tmt? h'i‘,m

exactly. I know €2 and pay public tribute to his continuing concern

o P28t Hent. Ve were appreciative of his visit to the area

e
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anw we Jupe Lilde We shidll See muc more Ol ninm 11 Thls project
ﬂuxwﬁ
goes ahead. There is contlnulng coneern about the 1mpact on the
1 (rihigsin
environmen?/dnd this manifests itself partlcularlxqmi'tne road
system. Ve are glad that my r h F has decided in favour of the
~ ' . . l’\/ﬂs
eastern byspass to the port of Dover, a decision that hasjibeen taken

not a moment too =mm soon.  No doubt before the summer holidays

v l/TL‘r L;T/ 7

there will be at least two weekends when traffié(stretches back L
, & . :

oigcbieh’ and evenZCanterbu:y. That is the kind of problen

that we have to consider.
Will a tunnel ease or increase our problemsin East Kent?

My » h F has told us of the 43 per cent. increase in lorries and

xg:likely doubling of passenger accompanied cars by 1980. All those

‘£aétors are of crﬁcial importance to people .in and around Dover.

Can we be certaln that a tunnel will dlvert trafflq/and particularly
frelght trafflc/axay from the road syst=h on to the rail systen,

“or will it attract more traffic down to East Kent?

(ﬁ&ll British Railways be able to improve their handling N
Vaviivs ¢l

'_ facilities, thelr serv1ces their plaiforms, bridges and aii—t¥%

4% L&

- infrastructural, gmizzs sazz&@eéﬁ Wlll they be able to offer

such a gocd service at competitive prices that the logic for

manufacturers in the North-West on lMerseyside -~ and I see in the
: =8 gl
Chﬁﬁber the h M for vaerpool West Derby (lMr. Ogden)[and Birminghen
il e
Ito send their freﬂgpt by rail rather than by roed as they do now°

<:£;jis no €=z good expressing pious hopes that that will be

the conscquence of building the tumnel. I want to know in more

detail what positive steps will be taken to make certain that freight
will be channelled avay from the road to thé rail Systeﬁ.

({hé cannot be asked to take a decision about the tunnel in
vacguo. It is not a gn whether we have a tunnel or not, or)%k the

——— N,

precise cost of the tunnel. The gn to consider is what would be
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- the people of East Kent should know the alternatives wxz if a tunnel

is not construotcda

v igfanet,
(4LJJ.LhereAbe suff1c1ent capacity in our existing ports and road

- systems to handle the inevitable increase in traffic by 1980 and

19907 If we do not have a tunnel, will there be a need for extra

capacity at Ramu%ati7 Will my r h F sanction major developments
(c .
at Bxidgeiocw Duridetborough? What 'are the real choices open to us

K

in East Kent in environmental terms? &

My r h Fthe M for Ashford fwrxRemds) (Ir. Deedes) touched

on the development of lateral roads. In my view, tunnel or no tunnel;

o we need lateral roads because heavy lorries switch from the .

1n)w}(unﬁfvh4ﬁ ﬁVszﬁvwg 1N (g Aug}tn%/v
M2/A2 to ??c N%O/AEO. Denton Pﬁsﬂte-earﬁy-trafflc for which
ives IuT Un e
it is—met—e }S%Tuc%c& The country roads have been called upon

Conrtnd
- o carry traffic for which they were not &éﬁﬁgfeé Tunnels; or no
’ (le«f | '
tunnel what plans has my r h F for our lsyerel roads?

/ .
-~ My » h F has shown concern and sensitivity over the works f'/
N~

/j[,f [ must [l /%v\
that will be necessary if the tunnel goes through. the—estime

&£ the borehole at £He Ayecliffe Eatste has touched off a certain

amount of concern and alarn.

K follows
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(Mrs Peter Hees spkg) J FEvvip e ey ey

If that is anf example of how the pr.oject nay proceed it is not
A Consu!f/im
generally felt that there has been adequate colgﬁﬁx;%%%enz,Cf* am

, ()
adequate chance for local sentiment to be F£43+%. I know that the

bore hole itself is not a very large project, but there have been
K (/s ad( - :
several changes of p%ﬁn and i-=f2ses an inpact in Dover.

If the major project goes through & I echo the concern of my
)

t b F the Ii for Ashiford (fr+Deedes) that the statutory procedures

G
wilipAnet be regarded as sufficient to enable the Govt to dispense

with some form of public inquiry. . It would not be sufficknt for
Pl i Nigfinpofer _ :
us (It&y to GXle%? it coolly up nerg’ There rmust be some

emmnisi, opportunity for individuals in Bast Kent who are likely

to be directly or indircctly affected to voice their concern and./b}%mi

Cu '
gz their\partiqér problems to be taken into account.

‘' So I hope that there will be some opportunity for a public
Allntigh

inquiryg I do not suggest to nmy r h F exxactly what form that shd

Lake.
kés for e plovmcnt it is not perhaps penerally appreciated
by h s who renresent other parts of the country that there is ar4

Z;m/ Sowe Ut /
has bed [E“EEQTT—BE%)ndgglng NP1 ANV unenploJmentj%r oblen in
O£

East tent, particularly in the touns or l)o\fer, Dealg odndK“Ch
hwﬂwuyr&ﬂwmwy - _
“in ny constituency and in @t of my h ¥ the Ii for the Isle of Thanet

(]

C@r. Rb@&@ﬁévies). Yhis unemployment)l am fankful to say, is

'yielding-at last to the Govi's measures, and we appreciate that.

Ue =~ 1ook foruard to an increasing volume of employment and
Jjob opportunltles. It is not evou;h Jjust to offer manua 1 Jjobs;
we need a whole range of jobs in Dast Kent for school leuverso
’ l/The single bl“LG“* employer or group of cmployers in ny

: 2o
constituency is the port of Dover and the ferry operatops and those

. , e - N -
vwho nrovide services Conuccted thh the ferrle based on the port.
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~Jdneévitably, there has been some concern on thc puellcatlion
'y . 4
of tLe Zcononic L nsultanf%3report)thut there may be a loss of
4
bchpen 5,000 and 4,000 Jobs by 1980 and more by 199¢.
I appre61ate that that does not mean that the Jjob oppftunltle
will be diminished below those available at present, but it means

thut the continuing e:mansion of employment opportunities

offered particularly by the port of Dover may be restricted if the

channel tunnel is inplencnted, Perhaps this is not pdrchulmrl“
b - oL avion el
in the Hinr's field but we cannot divorce this matter from/the

. . oS e
tunnel. Perhaps 1t igtiore a matter L& the Secy of HGtate for

Trade and Industry but there are various questions which

: / A
inevitably arise° Wthat kind of services will be permitted at the
station at Cheriton? If & wide range of services were pernitted,

it would offer opporbunities for people from Dover comparable to

those that they enjoy at the port. ;
//_____)
e

r"‘—‘.—’_”—— . . .
‘Do proceed with increased services and facilities at

Cheriton will militate against those environmental factors to
which I have drawn attention, but this 1s a question of striking a
fine balance. What kind of station does my r h I' envisage at
Cheriton?
w . sha e
lkégaln, R

industrial development cerificates

=
we have our fair

hare of office developnent and

If there is to be a

W‘ ) - N ) -
dimmm@%tion of opportunites in Dover shd be some compensating

2
e
developnent [allowed foxr and enccuraged.
. _
(/Above all - again, I rccognise the possible inconsistency

between this point and earlier points of mine - what kind of

comp=tition does the Iinr envisage between the lerry OpOJ“LO“Q and

the tunnel operators?  AlL ongh of couf erwe want to see iraffic
t"{ J ok

diverted to the tunncl \ the environmental considerations are

paramount - none the lessg L do not want to see terms of trade

driven out of bhusiness.

™

so rigped that the ferry operators are



" general economic and strategic grounds, S0 some reassurance here
‘is important,
—
L}lthough wve appreciate that it is not preimarily Govt noney

5 S
~that will be involved, the Govt are, as it were, the insurer

v fond
of last resort, They are underwriting thOAl sue. Therefore,
there will alwnys be the temptation)tkgﬁ if  Jzewswwrw contrary
to the prodnc tions of Coopers and Lybrand, the tunnel does not

S

prove a commercilal success, ihez tm&&g;ﬁ??zmzwé to rig trade

'in favour of the tunne] Thaty I would deprecate,
& o
)7 it W’HCMZ
(/I know that tnere 5 a weighty 1nternutlonalAcasc lor the
'tunlel but I am concerned Lhdt rmy constituenc should net be
\ J
\auked to bed /lere Le“ part of the cost in environmental
and employment serns, On the information available to e
— I appreciate that wve nave had the »6652m1~/€€§:;1uanu report
and the latest blue report from Coopers and Lyvrand - Y EOSZS
goue there are oo muny unanswered questions, too many hypotheses
and too nany details, but details of crucial importance,
that have not been dealt with.l/?o I hope that the ise will not be
asked to take a décision in a hurry. If it is; I nust express this
personal warning. I am afraid that the decision may be taken
on the basis of xowmrcmemxzant emotion and not on a cool appraisal

A

of the facts. A decision based on eFotlon may not be the
A
decision that my » h ¥ wants, and 1L = be the ri nt dec ision

for this country.
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THE-MINR FOR-PRANSPORT

‘,5~“Q>%w(_ﬁﬂ. PEYTONL I am grateful to the r h &—bhe M for

.Sheffield: Park (Mr.Mulley) for the courteous way in wich he
fﬁf' has spoken on behalf of the Opposition. I remarked at the
| bptsét'ééxﬁﬁégﬁﬁkxte fhét‘tﬁe éoéé welcomé thisidpbéte-as ép
opportunity to learn something of parlmy opinion, end it hasv
Ajé9 Z‘Inpved a very useful opportunity, _ Opiniohs on the merits of

R e, 3
thiffunncT have varied for a long time. Iord Randolph Churchill
- -
in a colourful moment_made the remark:

0 Z’ ”Tne reputation of England has hitherto depended
JO

upon her being, as it were, virgo intacta."

Mr, Glads Lone felt:

7 ézgié;:> "It is not o much that I am in favour of the tumnel
e as I am opposed to the opponents of it.v T T T
. t is not alweys that I find myself overwhelmed by my sympathy
o for»statements made by Mr. Gladstone but on th;s qcca81on
I find myself in some warm accord with him.- _
(E@é T h G commented on the time it took to settle
plannlng appeals. We are not concerned with plénning todaj/
© put I cannot re51ut the comaent that it has always been ny
prlprlvate oplnlon bhat plannero - and I am not a planner -
fhave laboured under the delu51on that Lhey will 11ve for twe
or three times the allotted span and that/therefore/time is -
~on their side. I can tell the » h G Fhat if we did introduce
a Bill, as I have said we would in the event of a favou.able

decision by the Govt, it would be a short Money Bill and would

be introduced by the end of July. .

L



= has

—====—in-his-complaint that he i®» not got enough information.

. I have some sympathy with him over the lack of time to digest
‘iﬁ/but if he goes away with a suitable frunk at the weekend
with the information already available in it he will be able
to spénd a very fruitful timem and realise that é great many
of the gns he has so shrewdly asked are answered there.

L} fecognise that rail investment is very important.
I will certainly look with the railways/as a matter of urgency.,
at possibilities of their mekmng some early announcement of
their plans. Incidentally, it would be my hope to make some
announcement about the Govt's plans for the railways before

"we-rise for the Summer Recess.

MR. MULLEY: For the railways in this country?

MR. PEYTON: Yes. |

The » h G also asked about consultations with the EEC.
These would have to take place. VMany ;ﬁ?sport Minrs in the
Community have already expressed to me their viewg/or the
views of their countrieg,on fhis projectévﬁaﬁﬁég-would wish to
-report the matter to the Commissbn Just as soon as there was

f a project to te repbrted, but until the French and British

' %vﬁbanJ% )
v radluexs—Have reached agreement at least on the next stage,to

/
reporting.

" go ahead I do not thirkthat there is yet anything worth

" "”""'“vj"—"’*-\\
pe— " ™~
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I am particularly grateful to-the rh ﬁ”for Gfiméby
WK;‘ : »(M?oCrosland) for the way he appfoached this matter, I vielcome
me t o what he said. I believe that on the guestion of
itne raising of money with Govt guarantee there is a certain
amount % of highly mislezding advice in orbit, Some of it
has come my way too., I believe the position is that it
Wbuid'not behecessafy in law forrthere to be a Govi guarantee_

cihel - ‘_ |
Fi, with a long protracted opdration very much of a public

e

SO character:-> /I% is unlikely that money
V would be raised very easilykpartlculariy on the ﬁuontlnent]
supvort of such a project except at an exorbitant rate of
interest, ‘
;;[WL,_V;;";;' My » h ¥ the M for Ashford (Mr. Deedes) and my h and L ®
N ﬁi*‘ the 1 for Dover (lr. Peter Rees) both made very dwscernlug
speeches, My h and 1 F faces provlems in ails constituencyjand
want to say how much I appreciate the restrair d attitude he t=s
1 "
these difficult problems and also the concern he always shows {
reflect the interests of his constitue nts to me. TQe same goes
| 7£‘_ my h F the li for Foikestone (Mr,Costaianwholgs under a vow gf
silence, @ has been sitting behind me. He finds ¥ himself

readily released from thege voiu? as SO@? as he leaves the TF

Tra
PG

o]

0
1
¥

' Chamber, My h F the M. for Maidstbone (MP Jells) made comments abou]
., TC— ~

The beautie of Folkestone, He does not seem to have fully
.appr°cldted those beautlies, I had the utmost dlfflcu’ty in rest
my h F the ¥ for Folkestone from leaving hlS seaﬁjand I would
advise my h F the M for Maidstpne to keep-away from him,

fl_ . - If the h M Tfor Ashton-under-Lyne (Mr:sheldo%}will £ox

forlflvo me I a.l] not answer him at length. I am aware of his

argunents and his concern that alternatives have not b en adeguatt

‘ g e wi1l-do e 2 {avo * reading vhat I s
consiacred. I 'nhope he will~ do me the favour of reading Wat I

i ral
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“acknowledgement of the fact that I saw him and Professor Baker,

I was grateiul t%ﬁave the support of the h M for

Liférpool}West Derby (Mr.Ogden) and of my h F the M for Cheltenhon

(ul DéDoddss,arker)g who has bcen for 80 Jong such a sLaunco
supporter of the project and in ihn courue of a very shoru

speech ailowed sore sign of his support to creep in towards the

£
f=

I am grateful to h_Lmu

I have alre=zdy answered the point raised thhc h M for

Sutton and Cheam (lMr.Tope) mx sbout consultation w the EEY, I would

obly add that I thought it was really my duty to(%gnsult the House

Commons before I went about consulting a mass of Fontinental bods

, N
not immediately concerned with the problem,
-1 was very gratef 1 for the-supnort “the h M for Glasg
Wood31de (Mr Carmlchael) Perhaps he would be kind enough to =dv]

the r h M for Grimsby on the state of Scottish opinion, I do not
think that the r h G was here when the h G made his speech}but the

h G said that he had neard widely expressed'opiniong in Scotland

‘Q.be“bononSidérable benefit.

separates moderate statement from hyperbole.

Tomy h ¥ the U for Croyddn)

express very great sympathy. The destiruction of his house and ths

almost similar fate which he apoprehends for his constituency is

alloved himself to stray ever so liitle over the boundary which

KK folls,

38l

//
that thedlunnel could do no harm to Scottish indusitiry and mignt ev:

South (Sir R,Thompson) I cm cnl

~indeed a dark prospect. But I think he at some stages in his spesc



Y ‘ (Mr. Peyton spke) ' ' “

- \\\H'n parklng 1ot Lof Juggernau. lorries-as-the ultimdte fatelfor Kent e
is,fI.{sugggest9 a slight exaggératioﬁo Moreover, it remains the
Govt's hope thag il the tunnel is bULIt Kent w1]1 be spared something
of that Lﬁtear However, I assure ny h ¥ that I understand his
:dgpﬂchwn5long énd?ueven 12 he does not>ultimatély ivet éutlgfa<oﬂoz
over his house, it will ogfoboendy, be my hope to satisfy him
~that every effort which can be made to assist his constituency
will nmost certainly be taken.

\%C ’ ZThe h 11 for Yingston upon Hull East (Mr. Prescott) made

~several points on behalf of the shipping industry, as did mny h ¥ the

(9]

x7/ ) M for Dorset, Vlest (Mr. Wingfiéld Digby) e The h M nmentioned his

association with fthe National Union of Scanen. If that union

vy ~

would care to *jj,7xa denutatlon L see me to ez proS L%?\v1e”s

on hlo subdcct ) sual1 be verJ reddy Lo recelve it at any

tine., As ¥ regards the shipping industry, also, I am sure that
- the Chunber of Shipping will be the first to adnit that I have

pressed upon it opportunifies to come and express its views to ne,

and I now repeat publicly that it will be welcome at gny time to dog
[”he nain points and anxieties expressed by » h and h Iis .

have concerned the diversion of road traffic to rail, the planning

1of the railway link, the question whether a tunnel 1s necessar;

at All; and thé desire that'the expression of lédal opinion

Vshould be-adequately mnet. “he Hse has been concerned also

aoout the environment and about regional gg

about the tining of further steps. I shall now cndeavour to ceal
as well as I can with some of Lho"e natters.

fi‘E—GL-fTﬁfgiC“tv“*~; -~

[I‘I"L, on-the—restror

b]
e u-«b-—n——\\.&..\.../‘ R s (\‘5
the consultantf v*wnct that 60 pcr ceng, of vue- ’r gut sedgn gt hnguch
kt; | SNUIPUNIN R .VP\'\A\%‘_ CQ‘“‘-’*——'C“\MAJ M%J\__D SO f B
the tunnel WT%%“ﬁu‘l&ll freight. I an Currcnu N dl"cuguih{ with

L e d

British Roilld “v”j and neans of increasing the anount of froighb usie
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about discrininotion in relation to the varicus kinds of traffic

using the tunnely I should emphasise that the operating authority

i)

will be under constraints not to inhibit the use of the tunnel

by any particularm traffic, road or rail. It coes not nean
ST T ¢ a4l : ; = S
that the Govtﬁgu w;dﬁﬁ free to do whatever they like.

Z(Nowg the question of railway planning. The final planning
‘will await the decision to go ahead, and will then take plafe over
the following 12 months at the same time as the £28 million

programme of work to which I referred in my opening speech.

e PEIE -
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~play a useful part in meeting that necd)whlch will not just go aw:

briefly at the end of a debate. It is something which the Govt talke

Mr. Peyton spkg

[}[f h and r h Ms will look at some of the documents that have
(3 VrJ\

been prouu_couL t some of the traffic figures, and will ponder

’y
on somc of uhooo to \h1ch I referrea thls nornlng I do not believe

7

that Lhoy w111 uejlou%]y ch ljougc bbb nccd for addl 1onal trunu*’;ﬁ”

facilities. Some may even conclude that the tunnel .

(/The regional aspect raises gns which I would not wish to answer

serlously and will certainly seek to deal with fully in eny White

PaDer accou)anylnp he announoemeni of the Govt's decision.

I would be wrong if I sought to ignore the remarks made on both sides

f of the H e ubOUL the tlmwng 01 the f0110w¢ng Lc,ps° What I said in

my openlng sp@och was that the Govt are now conolderlng, becauﬁe then

VasT o

is no point in hanging about all the material available to them and

- to the Hse as a matter of urgency in an attempt to reach a conclusior

e A
seg=t9 whether this great project should be advanced by a further

stage,

C'If the declslon were affirmative the Govt would wish to announs

that decision before the end of July in a VWhite Paper and at the sazs

(N Mf@-———(«@-{ A (\—ce_\-" (’{ ( L O
time publish the short honey Bill #e—wirithr I Treferred. -Iemass
. . otemeefl

suggestlng that s=y—2—1h

R

tire-Header—of—the-Hse would wish to see
suchra Bill railroaded through. I am certain that the Govl

will take due note of what has been said by all h and r h Ms sbout

" the need to avoid undue haste. T hope in reburn that the Hse will

take note of the point I tried to make this morning that projects

of this kind simply cannot be put’ in cold storage for a year

/k_ as my h Féhe M for Faversham (Mr. Moate) asked.

/



