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1.

Introduction

1.1

Purpose of Report

1.1.1

This report provides a narrative of the changes that have been made to the
Environmental Masterplan (DCO Documents 6.2, Figures 2.6 a to g and 2.7 a
to c) since submission of the DCO application on the 19th July 2016.

1.1.2

The updates to the Environmental Masterplan that were submitted at Deadline
4 (3rd February 2017) contained a small number of inconsistencies, and were
incorrectly titled as Environmental Constraints Plan. Duplicate versions were
also submitted and it is therefore the intention to supersede all the versions of
the Environmental Masterplan previously submitted (both at Deadline 4 and
from July 2016) with versions submitted at Deadline 6 (shown in Appendix A).

1.1.3

Further discussions were held with Temple Group, acting on behalf of Ashford
Borough Council and Kent County Council, at the Issue Specific Hearings for
Environment on the 17th May 2017, regarding minor recommended changes to
planting proposals.

1.1.4

Section 2 below lists all the changes in the Environmental Masterplan from
those submitted with the application and the reasons for the changes. However,
as the purpose of the report is to direct the Examiner and other interested parties
to the differences in the Environmental Masterplan drawings (for details of the
differences refer to the drawings DCO Document 6.2, Figures 2.6 a to g and
Figures 2.7 a to c (DCO application submission) and DCO Document 6.2,
Figures 2.6 a to g and Figures 2.7 a to c, Revision B (Deadline 6 submission)
contained in Appendix A). Table 2.1 provides a cross-reference for the list of
changes and the drawing numbers, for ease of reference.
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2.

Updates made since application
submission

2.1

Irregularities at Deadline 4

2.1.1

Reptile release sites have been added in areas within the Red Line Boundary
on the London-bound and coast-bound M20 verge.

2.1.2

Habitat piles have been added within reptile release sites. These will provide
refugia and hibernacula for the released reptiles.

2.1.3

The dead hedge shown on the Environmental Masterplan submitted at Deadline
4 has been removed from the latest versions, as it will be a temporary feature
used during the phased vegetation clearance that will form part of the dormouse
mitigation strategy. It will be removed upon completion of construction works.

2.2

Response to Ashford Borough Council representations (includes
comments received from Temple Group on behalf of ABC and
KCC)

2.2.1

This section describes changes made in response to representations made by
Ashford Borough Council (ABC), and comments made by Temple Group on
behalf of ABC and Kent County Council (KCC). Changes made in response to
additional comments made by KCC are listed in Section 2.5. In response to the
representation received and discussions during the Issue Specific Hearings on
the 22nd and 23rd February, a meeting was held with ABC on the 31st March
2017 (see Appendix C for the record of this meeting). The changes made as a
result of these representations and the meeting are given below.

2.2.2

Adjustments have been made to the noise barriers, footpaths and associated
screening planting to the north of Kingsford Street and adjustments have also
been made to the proposed ramps leading to the Kingsford Street footbridge,
including merging the noise bund adjacent to the footbridge with the footbridge
earthworks.

2.2.3

Design changes have been made to the Replacement Land with the addition of
a low hedge alongside the boundary fence by the A2070 and additional
specimen trees.

2.2.4

Two groups of trees with Tree Preservation Orders (TPO) (at Barry Road
junction (G37) and in front of Pilgrim’s Hospice) which were previously shown
as being removed are now shown as being retained, although it should be noted
that pending further design works, some of the trees may have to be removed
to enable the works to be carried out (Refer to draft DCO Part 6, Section 39).

2.2.5

Specimen trees have been added to the Church Road footbridge earthworks to
provide additional screening.
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2.2.6

Views from the PROW to the north east of Bockham Lane looking back towards
the new Kingsford Footbridge have been reviewed and additional specimen
trees added to aid screening.

2.2.7

On reviewing key views from the Scheme, slight alterations have been made to
the shape of a small number of planting plots north of the new A2070 (e.g.
curving planting plots around the edge of proposed attenuation pond) in order
to help screen views from the road.

2.3

Response to Environment Agency (EA) representations

2.3.1

Additional tree planting immediately adjacent to the water along the south side
of the Aylesford Stream has been added to provide shading of the watercourse
as requested by the EA.

2.4

Response to Friends Life representations

2.4.1

The Environmental Masterplan submitted with the DCO application (DCO
Documents 6.2, Figures 2.6 a to g and Figures 2.7 a to c) showed the pond
within land plots 4/16/e, f and g to be used as a receptor site for smooth and
palmate newts that will be relocated from Highfield Bungalow pond and Pond 2
(along the route of the proposed link road). In response to discussions held with
Friends Life Ltd, land plots 4/16/e, f and g are no longer required and an
alternative pond is shown in land plot 4/11/d.

2.4.2

Plot 3/16/e is owned by Friends Life Ltd and was planted with a wildflower
grassland seed mix in 2016 as part of the ecological mitigation strategy for the
Stour Park development. Friends Life Ltd has therefore requested that the plot
be returned to wildflower grassland on completion of the M20 J10a works to
prevent the Stour Park mitigation strategy, required as part of the outline
planning permission, being compromised. It is unlikely that the majority of this
area would be affected by the works, however any disturbed ground would be
reinstated to wildflower grassland as requested.

2.5

Response to Kent County Council representations

2.5.1

Changes made to the Environmental Masterplan in response to representations
received from KCC as part of the Temple Group report submitted at Deadline 3
are listed above in Section 2.2. This section refers only to additional changes
that are not in response to the Temple Group report.

2.5.2

To prevent rat-running, Kingsford Street will be stopped up to the west of
Lagonda Lodge with a turning circle constructed to enable vehicles travelling
along Kingsford Street to turn around more easily. In order to accommodate
construction of the turning circle by KCC, in advance of the M20 Junction 10a
Scheme, the proposed planting in the area where the turning loop would be built
has been amended to wildflower and species rich grassland, from the previous
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design of native tree and shrub planting. This will prevent any future design
clashes with the KCC proposals.
2.6

Response to Kent Downs AONB Unit representations

2.6.1

A meeting was held with the Kent Down Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
(AONB) Unit on the 22nd March 2017 (see Appendix B for the record of this
meeting). In order to reduce the visibility of the Scheme from the Kent Downs
AONB, increased screening planting has been added to the north of the A20 in
the form of native trees and shrubs, as well as specimen tree planting. It was
agreed the current planting proposals along the A2070 appear sufficient with
the combined effect of planting currently proposed along the northern boundary
of the Stour Park Development adjacent to the new A2070.

2.6.2

A small number of the proposed tree and shrub species have been amended to
reflect those found within the AONB.

2.7

Response to other representations

2.7.1

The pond proposed in land plot 4/11/d has been moved to a location further
down the slope where the geology and topography are more suitable. In the
same area, a 1m wide (approximately) grass strip has been added adjacent to
the boundary of Redburr, to enable maintenance of the boundary wall, and
garden boundary to be carried out by the householder.

2.7.2

Additional specimen trees have been added within the hedge to the rear of the
Kingsford Street properties to enhance the biodiversity connectively of this
corridor.

2.8

Other changes due to design development

2.8.1

The noise bund proposed in land plot 2/4/b, to the rear of the properties on the
A20, has been extended to provide greater screening of the view towards
Junction 10a. Screening planting is shown on the bund extension.

2.8.2

The requirements of Southern Gas Networks (SGN) for planting on top of the
high-pressure gas main that runs under the proposed link road have been taken
into consideration, and the scale of the planting has been reduced accordingly.
The version of the Environmental Masterplan submitted with the DCO
application (DCO Documents 6.2, Figures 2.6 a to g and Figures 2.7 a to c)
showed specimen trees along the southern boundary of the link road, but these
have now been replaced with native shrub planting to the east of the Stour Park
development access point. Likewise, planting on the noise bund in land plot
2/4/b has been amended to reflect the restrictions within the designated offset
from the gas main. No tree planting is permitted within this area, however it has
been agreed that shrub species will be acceptable.
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2.8.3

A series of blue triangles have been added to the Environmental Masterplan.
These denote future maintenance access points to be used during operation
and maintenance of the Scheme.

2.8.4

Specimen tree groups within the hedgerow to the front of the properties on
Kingsford Street have been realigned to appear in a less formal and more
‘naturalistic’ form.

2.8.5

The ornamental planting on the A2070 roundabout has been replaced with
specimen scots pine trees to provide greater place making and tie-in with local
character. This has also been reflected in the Alternative Scheme roundabout
design.

2.9

Response to further discussions with Temple Group (on behalf
of ABC)

2.9.1

In response to discussions with Temple Group during the Issue Specific
Hearings for Environment on the 17th May 2017, the acoustic barrier on the
south side of the Kingsford Street Footbridge has been adjusted and the
associated hedge has been extended to screen the barrier. In addition, further
specimen tree planting has been provided to the rear of the proposed layby on
Kingsford Street, as suggested by Temple Group.

2.9.2

It has not been possible to accommodate the request from Temple Group to
provide a continuous hedgerow in front of the acoustic barrier on Kingsford
Street, as a small gap in the proposed hedge is required to allow access to a
gate in the barrier for maintenance purposes.

2.9.3

Trees and woodland planting between the A20 and the Kingsford Street
Footbridge have been adjusted outside of sightlines.
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Table 2.1 Summary of changes and drawing numbers
Figure
reference

Paragraph
reference above

2.6b, 2.7b

2.1.1

2.6b, 2.7b

2.1.2

2.6b, 2.7b

2.1.3

2.6b, 2.7b

2.1.4

2.6b, 2.6g,
2.7b

2.2.2

Adjustments to noise barrier, footpath and associated screening of
Kingsford Footbridge

2.2.3

Open space land (addition of low hedge)

2.6a, 2.6c,
2.7a
2.6a, 2.6c,
2.7a
2.6a, 2.6c,
2.7a
2.6a, 2.6g
and 2.7a

2.2.4
2.2.5
2.2.6

Change

Erroneous labelling and upload
Reptile release sites
Habitat piles
Dead hedge removal (not a permanent feature)

TPO groups now retained
Specimen trees added to Church Road Footbridge
Additional specimen trees north of Kingsford footbridge

2.6a, 2.6d,
2.6e, 2.7a

2.2.7

2.6a, 2.7a

2.3.1

Additional planting along Aylesford Stream

2.6b, 2.7b

2.4.1

Newt pond relocation and access strip to Redburr boundary wall for
maintenance

2.6a, 2.7a

2.4.2

Wildflower planting

2.5.2

Accommodation of KCC turning circle

2.6.1

Additional planting to aid screening AONB

2.6.2

Plant species amendment

2.6b, 2.7b

2.7.1

Relocated pond in land plot 4/11/d

2.6b, 2.6f,
2.7b

2.7.2

Additional specimen trees to hedge at rear of Kingsford Street
properties

2.6a, 2.6b

2.8.1

Extension of noise bund in land plot 2/4/d

2.6a, 2.6b

2.8.2

Changes to planting over SGN main

All

2.8.3

Inclusion of maintenance access graphic

2.6b, 2.6f,
2.7b

2.8.4

Realignment of specimen trees in hedgerow adjacent to Kingsford
Street

2.6a, 2.6d,
2.7a, 2.7c

2.8.5

Update in planting on A2070 roundabouts

2.6b, 2.6f,
2.7b
2.6b, 2.6g,
2.7b
2.6a, 2.6b,
2.7a, 2.7b

2.6b, 2.7b,

2.9.1

2.6b, 2.7b,

2.9.2

Alterations in planting plots north of new A2070

Updated acoustic barrier and hedge on the south side of the Kingsford
Street Footbridge
Further specimen tree planting provided to the rear of the proposed
layby on Kingsford Street
Specimen trees and woodland planting has been adjusted outside of
visibility splays
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3.

Statement of Design Intent

3.1

Design Rationale
Reflect local variations in character and place making

3.1.1

The design has been developed to consider the local variations in landscape
character at different locations throughout the Scheme.

3.1.2

The Aylesford Stream forms one important character area, and as alluded to
later in this report, should be considered during any design development in
neighbouring plots outside of the M20 J10A Scheme extents. The design has
been developed to reflect the wider landscape, and continuous lengths of
planting either side of the Scheme have been avoided in order to prevent a
‘tunnel’ effect, instead allowing visual connectivity with the wider landscape,
whilst also providing sufficient screening and landscape integration. Mitigation
planting and landscape creation in the Aylesford Stream area should seek to
create a meadow river valley character and emphasise the course of the stream
with the planting of characteristic alder trees.

3.1.3

Kingsford Street also has a defined character and efforts have been made to
reduce the urbanising effect of the ancillary features required as part of the
Scheme. A native hedgerow with tree planting to screen the proposed acoustic
fence, and the use of low level lighting, aim to minimise the effects of the
Scheme in this area. Detailed design should reinforce the rural lane character
of Kingsford Street and Highfield Lane, ensuring that urbanising elements are
kept to a minimum.

3.1.4

Mitigation planting on the A20 in the location of the proposed Kingsford Bridge
should be sufficient to effectively screen the urbanising effects of the new
pedestrian bridge on the wider rural landscape, including views from lanes and
public rights of way within the Brabourne Lees Mixed Farmland LCA.

3.1.5

The Replacement Land has been designed to be cognisant of the wider
landscape proposals, as well as recognising the opportunity to form an
extension to the local green corridor network. Proposed planting offers
biodiversity value and landscape integration through the use of native tree and
shrub planting, whilst providing an open environment, set back from the road for
pedestrians and cyclist passing through the space.

3.1.6

The design as a whole has developed to ensure a naturalistic approach to
planting within the site boundary in order to reflect the more rural setting of the
Scheme, and to avoid an urbanising effect associated with more formal planting.
Detailed design developments should ensure mitigation planting integrates
development into the wider landscape through the use of native planting typical
of the area but also includes the planting of distinct groups of plants to enhance
and create sense of place.
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Plant Species Choice
3.1.7

The indicative species mix presented on the Environmental Masterplans reflect
species currently found on site, as well as those with suitable biodiversity value.
The list has been reviewed by the project team and with the Kent Downs AONB
unit, and updated in the latest revision of the Environmental Masterplan to
include examples of species found in the AONB.

3.2

Future Considerations

3.2.1

During detailed design, further consultation should be undertaken with
neighbouring land owners, namely the Stour Park developers and the CluniesRoss estate, to ensure an integrated approach is taken to design at a landscape
scale, rather than designing in isolated pockets. This will allow the optimisation
of the design, creating recognisable character areas as people move through
the site and beyond. The list below outlines key areas identified in consultation
with ABC and Temple, however the general principles should be applied across
the Environmental Masterplan in areas where collaboration with neighbouring
landowners could have a positive effect on design proposals.
Aylesford Stream

3.2.2

Future design development should ensure mitigation planting between the
Aylesford Stream and the A2070 Link Road avoids being fragmented in
character, instead physically tying into existing features and landscape
elements helping to define and create views and vistas for the road user. This
is particularly important when travelling east along the A2070 and on exiting
Stour Park. The design should ensure the land between the stream and the
A2070 does not become an isolated area of remnant landscape but contributes
to the wider Ashford Blue Green Grid physically, functionally, and visually. The
design should continue to work to screen views to unsightly margins of
attenuation ponds and maintenance access tracks.
A2070 - New Roundabout Sevington

3.2.3

There is currently very restricted space within the redline boundary at this
location. A bund and then acoustic fence is currently proposed to mitigate noise
and visual effects on St. Mary’s Church, Sevington. Currently only a very small
width of planting can be accommodated within the redline boundary. However,
discussions will need to be progressed with the Stour Park developers during
detailed design, in order to maximise visual screening value and landscape
integration whilst still accommodating noise mitigation. For example, if planting
could be included on the Stour Park side of the boundary, the acoustic fence
could be realigned to the back of the plot allowing planting to be introduced in
front of the fence to aid screening of the fence from the roadside.
A2070 - New Roundabout for Alternative Scheme

3.2.4

The access leading from the Alternative Scheme into the potential Stour Park
development site currently shows an element of planting, although this has been
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restricted to shrub planting due to the presence of the Southern Gas main
running underneath the junction. As such, efforts should be made to bolster this
planting with larger plant stock/specimen trees within the Stour Park site during
detailed design where possible. The creation of attractive views and vistas
should also be explored during detailed design.
KCC Turning circle
3.2.5

Whilst the turning circle is a KCC initiative, current design proposals have been
cognisant of its alignment to ensure the avoidance of future design clashes upon
implementation.
Roadside Infrastructure

3.2.6

The landscape and visual effects of lighting and signage should be considered
during detailed design, and where necessary minor refinements to location
should be sought along with enhanced mitigation to reduce urbanising effects
and visual clutter.
Management of Specimen Trees

3.2.7

During the meeting held on 22nd March with the Kent Downs AONB unit,
concerns were raised over the long-term management of specimen tree species
to ensure that they continue to be maintained as specimen trees, and not for
example, flailed as part of hedgerow management. This matter will be covered
within the Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) by the Principal
Contractor to ensure appropriate establishment and management of key
landscape features.
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Appendix A: Updated Environmental
Masterplans
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Appendix B: Kent Downs AONB Unit
meeting minutes
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Record of meeting/discussion



Project title
Subject
Location
Present

Division

M20 Junction 10A

Project no 341755

Relevant and Written Representations for
Environmental Masterplan

Date of meeting

Kent Downs AONB Unit

HWY

22/03/17

Claire Uden (CU)
(Mott
MacDonald
Sweco)
Katie Miller (KM)
(Kent
Downs
AONB)

Recorded by

Distribution

CU

KM

Item

Text

1.

Plant Species

Action on

CU and KM discussed plant species mixes. CU agreed to review rationale behind
species selection. KM asked whether certain species specific to site/selected for
ecology or just a standard native mix.
Post meeting note: Mott MacDonald Sweco (MMS) can confirm that the species
chosen were based on those already present on site as well as those suitable for
biodiversity needs.
2.

Specimen Trees
KM requested that a provision be made within future management documents to
ensure that specimen trees proposed remain as such and do not get cut as part of
mass planting maintenance regime.
This provision will be provided within the Landscape and Ecological Management
Plan (LEMP).

3.

Principal
contractor

Level of screening- north of A20 and south of new A2070
CU and KM discussed AONB concerns regarding width of screening planting
adjacent to the A20, as well as between the new A2070 and proposed Stour Park
development. Upon viewing the latest plans it was agreed a small number of
additional specimen trees would be added to the north of the A20, but in essence,
the latest planting proposals were deemed sufficient. It was agreed the current
planting proposals along the A2070 appear sufficient with the combined effect of
planting currently proposed along the northern boundary of the Stour Park
Development adjacent to the new A2070.
It was agreed that MMS would issue a set of revised Environmental Masterplan
drawings at Deadline 6 (10th April 2017) following the meeting with ABC and
Temple on the 31st March 2017. On the basis of the alterations discussed above
being made, the AoNB Unit would then provide a formal written response closing
out previous relevant and written representations.

MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01

Page 1 of 1

MMS
AoNB Unit
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Appendix C: Ashford Borough Council
meeting minutes
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Record of meeting/discussion



Project title
Subject
Location
Present

Division

M20 Junction 10A

Project no

Environmental Masterplan

Date of meeting

Ashford Borough Council
Giles Hewson (GH)
(Mott
MacDonald
Sweco)

Mark Davies (MD)
(Ashford Borough
Council)

Claire Uden (CU)
(Mott
MacDonald
Sweco)

Lois Jarrett (LJ)
(Ashford Borough
Council)

Sarah White (SW)
(Mott
MacDonald
Sweco)

Alison Farmer (AF)
(Temple)

Recorded by

Distribution

CU

All above plus MMS/HE Project team.

Item

Text

1.

Introduction

HWY
341755
31/03/17

Action on

GH gave introduction and update on current design situation. A short
report and updated plans will be issued for Deadline 6 (April 10th
2017). Minutes of this meeting plus minutes of meeting CU attended
with the Kent Downs AONB Unit will be included in the report
appendices.
Ecology
2.

LJ started by raising ecological issues.

.

LJ asked for clarification regarding dormouse mitigation within
highways boundary of M20. SW and GH confirmed LJ was correct
that the soft estate would form a suitable location for dormouse
mitigation.
LJ also had queries regarding GCN mitigation following objection by
another party. GH gave background to objection and SW outlined
dormouse and GCN mitigation strategies. LJ appeared content with
MMS justification.
Landscape

3.

GH suggested meeting discussions work through ABC objections
referenced by the Examiner as 7.2 (i) A-L. Items G, H and K have
already been agreed. GH explained that MMS has been producing an
interim level of design, beyond that ordinarily required at preliminary
design. Jacobs (the Contractor’s designer) will carry the
Environmental Masterplan through to detailed design.
MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01

Page 1 of 6

© Mott MacDonald 2009

Record of meeting/discussion
Continuation sheet

Project No.

Item

Date of Meeting

341755

31st March 2017

Text

Action on

7.2 (i) A: Relates to landscape effects on neighbouring LCAs.
-

MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01

AF explained that this related to the nature of the site
having several smaller character area variations within the
study area, notably around the Aylesford Stream,
Kingsford Street etc. AF explained the desire to enhance
or create tangible sense of place at different points across
the Scheme, with distinctive local features. All appeared
happier with the addition of planting now shown along the
Aylesford Stream to further define its course running
through the arable landscape. More distinctive planting on
roundabouts through the introduction of Scots Pine was
also welcomed. Further work to be undertaken by MMS to
identify key views/ consideration for travellers moving
through the area, as described in the Environmental
Masterplan Update Report (DCO Document 13.5) due to
be submitted at Deadline 6 (10th April 2017).

-

CU spoke of how design had evolved to have a more
naturalistic character. Previously linear lengths of
specimen trees have been broken up to form small groups,
moving away from a more formal linear avenue. Whilst
gaps in vegetation allow for visual connectivity outside of
the road corridor this is intentional to prevent a ‘tunnel’
effect that would occur from solid planting along the length
of the Scheme, either side of the new road.

-

AF asked why land to the north of Aylesford Stream hadn’t
been included in order to further strengthen the character
of the stream. GH explained this was outside of the CPO
boundary. Current plan for land parcel to remain as
agricultural land under existing land ownership.

-

AF talked of the need to create an overarching strategy for
the Aylesford Stream to inform future land use for the
remaining agricultural land as well as land owned by
Friends Life for use in mitigating the Stour Park
development proposed to the south of new A2070.

-

LJ agreed with the introduction of a supplementary band
of vegetation along the Aylesford Stream. Helpful in
strengthening its presence, particularly as some existing
trees are in decline.

-

LJ described how the Environmental Masterplan should
help integrate the Scheme within the wider landscape so
it appears part of it, rather than the landscape design just
being part of the road.
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-

ABC and AF more content with landscape and visual
effects as reported in the Environmental Statement,
having seen design updates and had proposals explained.

7.2 (i) B: Visual effects associated with ancillary aspects
-

-

CU and GH explained the amendments made to Kingsford
Street following previous comments from ABC and
conversations during the Examination Site Inspection in
February 2017. Amendments to planting, hedgerows and
realignment of acoustic fencing adjacent to Kingsford
Street footbridge, and alignment of footbridge ramp was
welcomed by AF and helped to alleviate concerns. MMS
agreed it would be sensible to extend hedgerow along field
boundary adjacent to Kingsford Street and new woodland
plot.
Treatment of acoustic fence at end of Kingsford Street
discussed, although GH stated exact finish would be a
detailed design matter. This would be highlighted in the
Environmental Masterplan Update Report (DCO
Document 13.5) for submission at Deadline 6.

-

AF asked for review of view from PROW to the north east
of Bockham Lane. CU agreed to review and update
planting as appropriate to mitigate views of the new
Kingsford Street footbridge.

-

Amendments to planting design will be undertaken to
address current open views from the road to the large
attenuation pond. This will be reflected in Environmental
Masterplan Update Report to be submitted at Deadline 6.

-

MMS

MMS

MMS

MMS

AF raised concern over turning circle and urbanising
effect. GH mentioned this was a KCC responsibility and
whilst MMS have been cognisant of the turning circle
within the design so as to avoid future clashes.

7.2 (i) C: Sufficiency of mitigation planting

MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01

-

Positive discussions re: place making and character
improvements through buffer planting along Aylesford
Stream, waymarking with pines on roundabouts.
Naturalistic planting integration between Ashford and
wider landscape.

-

CU explained design updates in context of neighbouring
proposals at Stour Park.
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-

GH explained that whilst mitigation must be sufficient to
mitigate the proposed Scheme in its own right, there are
opportunities to optimise the design through working with
Friends Life at the detailed design stage, in the event both
developments are successful in gaining consent. A coordinated approach to design can then be undertaken.

-

It was agreed a Statement of Design Intent would be
included within the Environmental Masterplan Update
Report (DCO Document 13.5) for submission at Deadline
6, to record design rationale and areas for consideration
during detailed design.

-

The Environmental Masterplan Update Report (DCO
Document 13.5) will identify the acoustic barrier at
roundabout near Sevington Church, and accommodation
of the gas pipeline (which prevents tree planting on the
roundabout of the Alternative Scheme) for further
consideration at the detailed design stage, in collaboration
with the Stour Park developers.

-

LJ queried whether additional planting and location of
bunding adjacent to the A2070 roundabout could be
considered. CU explained that services have prevented
planting some areas, e.g. services on roundabout and
drainage issues affecting planting on roundabout linking
with existing A2070. Agreed Scots Pine on roundabout
were a good choice. AF agreed single species would
provide a distinctive character for the roundabout.

-

GH raised the constraints associated with the southern
gas main running across site. GH explained planting had
been included wherever possible to aid screening and
integration of the Scheme but there were limitations as to
what plant species could be specified. Currently it has
been agreed that shrub species are permitted over the gas
pipeline, but not trees.

-

AF supported the improvements made in the bund
alignment over the gas main in the field adjacent to
Summerhill Place.

-

CU outlined the outcome of meeting with the AONB Unit
where planting mitigation was discussed. CU informed
ABC of small updates that have been made as a result of
that meeting, but essentially the AONB Unit were content
with the proposed changes to bolster the tree screen north
of the A20.
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7.2 (i) D: Opportunities to improve access between Ashford
and wider countryside
-

Post meeting note: This matter was not specifically
discussed during the meeting. Reference should be made
to previous responses to Relevant and Written
Representations.

7.2 (i) E: Extent to which existing landscaping will be removed.
-

Post meeting note: This matter was not specifically
discussed during the meeting. Vegetation clearance has
been kept to a minimum. MMS has included as much
replacement planting as possible and has increased plant
numbers and specimen tree numbers within the updated
Environmental Masterplan.

7.2 (i) F: Assurances of Indicative planting schedule and clarity
of final detailed planting.
-

Whilst an indicative plant schedule has been presented,
the final detailed planting will be undertaken by the
Principal Contractor. The Environmental Masterplan
Update Report (DCO Document 13.5) will identify the
rationale behind the species selection and confirm they
have been agreed with the AONB Unit amongst others to
give weight to the current selection.

MMS

7.2 (i) G: Number and locations for photomontages - Agreed
and closed out prior to meeting.
7.2 (i) H: Impact on St. Mary’s Church- Agreed and Closed out
prior to meeting.
7.2 (i) I: Reference to the Ashford Green Blue Strategy in
scheme design/mitigation.
-

-

MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01

GH confirmed that the Environmental Masterplan has
evolved through recent weeks to provide distinctive
landscape setting, reinforcing inherent local character as
reflected in objectives of the Green Blue Strategy.
In addition, a new pedestrian footway/cycleway will pass
through the Replacement Open Space Land, set back
from the A2070, and bordered by native planting,
grassland, standard trees and low hedge to improve user
experience. This works towards adding accessibility to
greenspace and wildlife areas as noted in the Green Blue
Strategy.
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7.2 (i) J: Alternative Scheme Assessment
-

CU described the design for the roundabout as part of the
Alternative Scheme, which will include similar distinctive
Scots Pine planting. The SGN gas main will preclude tree
planting to some degree in this location. CU to include the
need for collaboration with the Stour Park developers in
the Environmental Masterplan Update Report (DCO
Document 13.5).

MMS

7.2 (i) K: Visual Screening of acoustic barriers - Agreed and
Closed out prior to meeting.
7.2 (i) L: Clarification on physical loss of trees, vegetation,
grassland and arable.
-

Post meeting note: This was not discussed during the
meeting. Reference should be made to previous
responses to Relevant and Written Representations.

Close of meeting
MMS agreed to update Environmental Masterplan in light of
discussions during the meeting.
MMS agreed to include a Statement of Design Intent in the
Environmental Masterplan Update Report (DCO Document 13.5) in
order to set out the design rationale to date, as well as specific
opportunities for design development during the detailed design
stage.

MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01
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