Vicar’s Advice to Parish (ed 7 – 3.3.16)
Response Deadline 24 March
Re Lower Thames Crossing Consultation
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Above: One of the detailed maps showing a possible route of the Western
Southern Link (WSL) of Option C. The possibility above links to a bridge. (A tunnel
is probably more likely but not definite.) All the current Option C ideas have
approach and access roads which are similarly close to the church and, in the
tunnel options, the tunnel portal, comes essentially at the Lower Higham Road.
The alternative (eastern) road (ESL) goes through Shorne and is, if possible, even
more damaging generally but, again, the route still goes by Chalk Church much as
above but probably worse, with the main road coming close to us over a longer
distance. Highways England seems to want the ESL but for us, the choice of ESL or
WSL seems like expressing a preference for being eaten either by a lion or a tiger.
Most of the detailed maps seem not to label the church or cover the church with a
label pointing out a footpath. It is probably best to “strongly oppose” all of
Highways England’s proposals in the Consultation Questionnaire.

Overleaf: A tunnel route with the Eastern Southern Link (only the church has been
highlighted). The tunnel and bridge approach roads are similar; what changes is
whether the route also goes through Shorne (ESL) or Thong (WSL). Further pages
give guidance (& commentary – in bold, underlined & italicized) on how we can
respond either on the website - www.lower-thames-crossing.co.uk or put Lower
Thames Crossing Consultation in a search engine - or a printed form usually
available weekday mornings in Chalk Parish Hall.
This booklet advises on how you can use the Consultation to say No to Option C.

Various ideas on what we are doing and how to make a response are in this
booklet and at Chalk Church’s website www.chalkchurch.org.uk
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Page 1
About you
The following questions will help us to understand the range of people and organisations who have
responded to this consultation and to identify local issues. The information you provide will not be
used for any purpose other than assessing responses to this consultation and for other reasons
explained in this questionnaire.
1

Name (Optional)

2

Postcode

3

Email address
This is optional but will allow us to update you with any news on the consultation.

4

Are you responding on your own behalf or on behalf of an organisation or group?
Providing my own response Tick/click here for an individual response
Providing a response on behalf of an organisation or group (The church will click
here for its collective response)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Crossing location
Our proposal is a crossing at Location C, east of Gravesend and Tilbury.
5

On balance, do you agree or disagree with our proposal for the location of a crossing at Location
C?
Strongly agree
Tend to agree
Neither agree nor disagree
Tend to disagree
Strongly disagree – This is your opportunity to strongly disagree with Option C
Don’t know

Please provide the reasons for your response

This is your opportunity to give the reasons why you disagree with Option C. Use
your own words, but you might consider using some the following reasons:
Option C:


Is expensive and fundamentally it will not resolve the congestion at Dartford.



Devastates the environment and the community.



Keeps pollution at Dartford and adds to it elsewhere.



Cuts off the Church and the de facto village green at Chalk from its community

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Routes north of the river
We are seeking your views on three routes north of the river. Each route would perform similarly with
respect to solving the transport challenges and unlocking economic potential. Each would directly, to
some extent, affect greenbelt and areas of ancient woodland.
6

There are three route options north of the river in Essex – Routes 2, 3 and 4. Where do you
think the route should be located north of the river?
(Respondents from Kent may not have a strong view on this, but it is a further opportunity
to express our opposition to Option C and possibly press for a new bridge at Dartford. The
best answer is probably ‘None of these’ or possibly ‘Another route’.)
Route 2
Route 3
Route 4
Another route
None of these
Don't know

Please provide the reasons for your response.

Possible Answers:
All of these routes will cause devastation to the environment and the
communities in their way, without solving the problems at Dartford.

7

Thinking about the three route options north of the river, on balance do you agree or
disagree with our proposal for each of these?
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Routes south of the river
We are seeking your views on two alternative routes south of the river. These would both have an
impact on existing communities and protected sites, but differ in terms of impacts on transport and
economics.
8
There are two route options south of the river in Kent – the Western Southern Link and the
Eastern Southern Link. Where do you think the route should be located south of the river?
This is a tricky question, and you need to consider very carefully how you respond. Any vote for the
Western Southern Link or the Eastern Southern Link is, in effect, a vote in favour of some form of
Option C. It might be better to vote for ‘None of these’ before giving your reasons.

Don't
know

Don't
know

Don't
know

Western Southern Link
Eastern Southern Link
Another route
None of these
Don't know
Please provide reasons for your response.
Possible responses:


I do not want any form of Option C. I am not in favour of either WSL or ESL.



The answer I want to give is Option A at Dartford but this “consultation” has denied
me that choice.



I would have wanted to express an opinion about a tunnel to the A2/M2 but again
the consultation does not allow this as a choice of routes.

If you feel very strongly about protecting your own immediate locality, you may feel it
necessary to express this.

In the next question, you should strongly disagree with the route that you are vehemently against.
With regards to the other route, it might be better to either abstain, or indicate that you neither
agree nor disagree. Bear in mind that if you indicate that you agree with it, you are in effect
voting for Option C.
9

Thinking about the two route options south of the river, on balance do you agree or disagree
with our proposal for each of these?
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Page 5 Proposed scheme
Our proposed scheme would be a dual carriageway connecting junction 1 of the M2 to the M25
between junctions 29 and 30. This crosses under the River Thames just east of Gravesend and Tilbury.
Of our potential options, this route would provide a 70mph motorway-to-motorway connection with
the greatest improvement in journey times and a modern, high quality road along its entire length.
A bored tunnel would provide the required capacity and would have the least impact of all crossing
types on local communities, protected habitats and species. It would have two lanes in each direction
with space for future capacity and would be about two miles long.
Route 3 would pass to the west of East Tilbury and then between Chadwell St Mary and Linford. The
route would cross the A13 where an upgraded junction would be provided. To the north of the A13 it
would pass to the west of Orsett and then pass north of South Ockendon before connecting with the
M25 with a one-way junction allowing travel to and from the north on the M25.
The Eastern Southern Link would provide a direct connection with junction 1 of the M2 thereby
creating a motorway-to-motorway link. It would pass to the east and north of Shorne, with some
sections in deep cutting, before connecting to a junction with the A226 east of Chalk.
10

Having evaluated the options, our proposed scheme is a new bored tunnel road crossing at
Location C, following Route 3 north of the river and the Eastern Southern Link south of the
river. On balance, do you agree or disagree with our proposed scheme?
Strongly agree
Tend to agree
Neither agree nor disagree
Tend to disagree
Strongly disagree
Don’t know
Please provide the reasons for your response.
Possible Responses:
 Option C is expensive and will devastate the environment and the community.
 No Option C route will sufficiently resolve the congestion (or pollution) at Dartford.
 You have overly focused on resilience to the extent that it has blinded you to the
extent of the damage Option C causes and lack of a solution to congestion at Dartford.
 You have also overly focused on the demands (not needs) of road hauliers rather than
residents.
 Other solutions to the movement of freight should have been sought.
 The addition of A226 access/exit roads since the last consultation shows clearly that
interests of road hauliers rather than residents has been prioritized.

Page 6 Junctions
We are proposing to create junctions with existing roads including the M2/A2, A226, A13 and M25.
We would like to hear your views on whether you believe additional junctions would be beneficial.
11
We would welcome any comments you may have on our proposals for junctions.
Feedback on additional junctions
There is no need to answer this question, but you may wish to consider the following points:



The inclusion of access/exit roads to the A226 is particularly and would cause more
misery to local people.
Any local access etc should be from the A2/M2.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Page 7 Any other comments
12

We would welcome any other comments you may have on our proposals

Your chance to tell Highways England what you think of this consultation and their Option C
proposals and routes.

1. All Option C ideas bring unacceptable noise and damage to the village
communities.
2. While a tunnel is less offensive than a bridge, the positioning of the
tunnel’s southern portal so far from the A2/M2 connection makes the
suggested tunnel a non-starter.
3. Option C will bring gridlock to Gravesham and surrounding villages.
Connections to A226 are very unwelcome.
Also, these ideas may be worth a mention:

4. Option A (Dartford) could be cheaper (especially when the obviously
necessary upgrades to, roads connecting the M2 and M20 are included
in Option C, eg A249, A228 & A229), more effective with normal
congestion & less environmentally damaging. A long tunnel at Dartford
would also add resilience, providing a separate route for local and M25
traffic.
5. More freight on rail would be an even more strategic solution.
6. The Consultation is flawed. It “sells” Option C with misleading &
partial information.
1.

The remaining questions are all about you, which you do not have to answer but, if completing it
online, don’t forget to go right to the end and submit your response.

