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Suite of Consultation Documents
1.1 As part of this second statutory consultation under section 47 of the Planning Act 2008 a suite of consultation
documents relating to the proposal to reopen Manston Airport is available to the public. Together, these documents give
an overview of the development proposals including information on the potential benefits and impacts of the Project.
The documents also provide further information about environmental considerations following further progression of
environmental assessments, as well as a draft Noise Mitigation Plan that has been developed as part of the response
to the 2,200 consultation responses that were received in response to the first statutory consultation held between 12
June and 23 July 2017 (‘the 2017 consultation’). Further information is also provided on how the public can submit their
feedback.
1.2 Similarly to the 2017 consultation, this consultation also forms part of RiverOak’s initial engagement on the design of
airspace and procedures associated with the airport. As such it is a further opportunity for members of the community
to highlight any factors which they believe RiverOak should take into account during that design phase. Having taken all
such factors into account, the subsequent proposals for flightpaths and airspace will be subject to a separate round of
consultation once the DCO application has been made.
1.3 The suite of consultation documents includes:
1.3.1

an introduction to the consultation;

1.3.2

an updated preliminary environmental information report (‘PEIR’);

1.3.3

a non-technical summary of the PEIR;

1.3.4

an updated masterplan;

1.3.5

a Noise Mitigation Plan;

1.3.6

a Statement of Community Consultation;

1.3.7

an updated analysis of air freight and need; and

1.3.8

a feedback form.
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Executive Summary
This report aims to answer three key questions:
1.
2.
3.

Does the UK require additional airport capacity to meets its political, economic,
and social aims?
Should this capacity be located in the South East of England?
Can Manston Airport, with investment from RiverOak, relieve pressure on the UK
airport network and meet the requirement of a nationally significant
infrastructure project?

On the 24 October, Chris Grayling MP, Secretary of State for Transport, said the
Government’s recently updated aviation demand forecasts:
“show that the need for additional runway capacity is even greater than
originally thought. They show that all 5 of London’s main airports will be
completely full by the mid-2030s, and 4 of them within a decade.” (HC Deb 24
October 2017, c 197WS)
A further consultation on the revised draft Airports National Policy Statement was
launched on 24 October and will end on 19 December 2017. MPs are due to vote on the
Government’s decision to support the third Heathrow runway in 2018. As such, a new
runway at Heathrow is not likely to be operational until at least 20301 and may be
subject to further delays due to the complexity of such a project, its controversial nature,
and potential legal challenges.
UK airport capacity
The aviation sector is of vital importance to the UK, contributing £52 billion (3.4%) to
UK GDP and supporting 961,000 jobs (Oxford Economics, 2015, p. 4). In 2014, the total
value of tradable goods carried through UK airports exceeded £140 billion (Airports
Commission, 2015, p. 73). The importance of air travel is forecast to continue to grow,
with 50% more flights in 2035 than there were in 2012, from around 9 million per year
to 14.4 million (Eurocontrol, 2013). The freighter fleet is set to more than double over
the next 20 years (Boeing, 2014).
However, airport capacity is a problem not just in the UK but also in Europe, where
capacity is forecast to increase by 17% by 2035 leaving a shortfall of around nine
runways’ worth of capacity (Eurocontrol, 2013). By 2035, European airports will be
unable to accommodate around two million flights due to capacity shortages leading to a
loss of between 434,000 and 818,000 jobs and between €28 billion and €52 billion in
EU GDP (EC, 2015). At the end of November 2017, airfreight in Europe reached capacity,
which has led to an increase in prices and delays2 Heathrow Airport also reported
severe congestion, with trucks queuing and some being turned away3.
Whilst in Europe, around 56% of all air freight (measured in revenue tonne-kilometres
(RTKs)) is carried in dedicated freighters (Budd and Ison, 2017, p. 34), the UK has seen
a decline in the use of freighters. One commentator (see York Aviation’s report for Stone
Hill Park Ltd, November 2017) believes this is due to shippers’ preference for belly
8 February 2016, The Transport Committee heard evidence from the Secretary of State for
https://aircargoworld.com/allposts/freightos-warns-of-airfreight-rate-jump-as-europereaches-capacity/?goal=0_1711f92e66-42df020a11-39626945
3 https://www.flexport.com/help/381-freight-market-update-november-8-2017
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freight. However, when the air freight market in the UK is considered against that of
Europe, the lack of availability in the UK for freighter slots, airports’ preference, in a
constrained market, for passenger flights, and delays in loading and unloading freighter
aircraft provide an equally plausible explanation for the reduced proportion of freighter
to belly freight transport of goods in the UK.
In the UK, non–EU trade accounts for just under half of all trade and 35% of these goods
are air freighted. Both figures could increase following the UK’s withdrawal from the EU
(Oxford Economics, 2013, p. 5). The Airports Commission forecast that, over a 60-year
time frame without additional capacity, there would be a £21 to £23 billion cost to users
and providers of UK airport infrastructure and £30 to £45 billion in costs to the wider
economy (Airports Commission, 2015, p. 17).
Demand in the South East of England
It is clear that the aviation market prefers the South East, with forecasts showing that by
2050, the value of air cargo lost to London due to capacity constraints would equate to
£106 billion per annum with net national losses of around £3.9 billion per annum
(Oxford Economics, 2013, p. 5). The London airports facilitate 76% of the UK’s air
freight (Oxford Economics, 2013, p. 3) and all London airports will be at full capacity by
2030 (Airports Commission, 2013, p. 20).
The number of additional dedicated freighters movements required at London airports
is forecast to be 53,954 with no additional runways (York Aviation, 2013, p. 7). Indeed,
without extra capacity in the South East, 2.1 million tonnes of freight would have to be
diverted elsewhere (York Aviation, 2015, p. 19), mainly to Northern European airports.
This tonnage equates to some 100,0004 truckloads and could put huge pressure on the
UK’s road network and the Channel crossings.
Manston Airport
Manston Airport is located in the South East where aviation industry demand is highest
and most constrained. The airport has a long runway, an ideal airspace location, benefits
from easy surface access to London and the rest of the UK, is located close to mainland
Europe, and, with RiverOak’s proposed investment, can provide rapid handling and
turnaround times for air freight. The airport would provide almost immediate relief to
the pressing situation that is causing £2 billion in potential trade from being lost to the
South East each year if it remains without additional runway capacity (Centre for
Business Research, 2016).
The DCO process requires RiverOak to provide evidence that shows Manston Airport
can relieve pressure on the UK’s airport network by handling at least 10,000 freighter
movements per year. York Aviation (a firm of air transport consultants), in an
unpublished report for Transport for London (TfL) entitled Note on Freight Connectivity,
specifically mention Manston, saying the airport 5 can take 14,000 movements per
annum, relieving other South East airports (York, 2013, p. 7). Whilst in the short to
medium-term Manston will be vital as an operational airport, even in the longer term,
after the proposed opening of Heathrow’s third runway and to 2050, Manston provides
the only airport infrastructure in the South East that can provide the capacity needed to
support the overspill predicted within all timeframes.
See footnote 16 on page 12 for an explanation of this calculation
York Aviation say, “It is reasonable to assume that around 14,000 freighters a year could still be
accommodated in the vicinity of London by using capacity at airports such as Manston”. However, it
should be noted that there are no other airport such as Manston in the London area in terms of
runway length, airspace, slot availability, land available for warehousing, etc.
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Conclusion
There can be little doubt that, in an increasingly competitive economic climate, the UK
cannot afford to lose one of its long-serving and strategically significant airports. This
report describes the unmet demand in the South East and shows that Manston Airport,
with the level of investment proposed by RiverOak, its geographic location and airspace
position, is capable of handling air freight in the volumes required by the DCO process.
Indeed, this report demonstrates that Manston Airport is a valuable regional and
national asset, capable of providing infrastructure badly needed by the UK in the short,
medium and long-term, playing a role in helping Britain’s connectedness and trade with
the rest of the world, and of making a substantial contribution to the future economic
and social well-being of the UK.
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Definitions and abbreviations
ACI
Air freight
ATM
BAA
Backload
Belly freight
CAA
Cargo
Consolidator
CPO
DCO
Dedicated carrier
DfT
EASA
EIA
EU
EUROCONTROL
FAA
Freight
Freight forwarder

FTK
GVA
ICAO
ICT
JIT
LCC
LCY
LGW
LHR
Long haul
Short haul
TfL
UK
USA
WTO

Airports Council International
The carriage of goods by aircraft
Air Transport Movement and/or Air Traffic Movement
Formally the British Airports Authority
The transportation of cargo on a return trip to the originating
airport
Cargo stowed under the main deck of a passenger aircraft
Civil Aviation Authority
The term cargo and freight are used interchangeably in this
report and refer to goods carried by road, sea or air
A person or company that combines small volumes of
commodities from different originators so they can be shipped
together and who usually owns the aircraft used for transport
Compulsory Purchase Order
Development Consent Order
An aircraft that transports only freight (not passengers)
Department for Transport
European Aviation Safety Agency
Environmental Impact Assessment
European Union
European Organisation for the Safety of Air Navigation
Federal Aviation Administration
The term freight and cargo are used interchangeably in this
report and refer to goods carried by road, sea or air
A person or company that organises the shipment of
commodities from an originator (manufacturer, producer, etc.)
to a destination (customer, etc.) but generally does not own the
aircraft used in the transport
Freight tonne kilometre
Gross Value Added
International Civil Aviation Organisation
Information and communications technology
Just-in-time, a manufacturing system that allows materials or
components to be delivered just as they are required in the
manufacturing process, thereby minimising storage costs
Low cost carrier
London City Airport
London Gatwick Airport
London Heathrow Airport
No generally agreed definition as ‘long’ or ‘short’ is subjective. In
Europe, a flight taking more than four hours to complete and/or
originating/destined outside Europe is considered long haul
As above. Short haul in Europe generally indicates a flight within
Europe so taking around four hours or less to complete
Transport for London
United Kingdom
United States of America
World Trade Organization
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1 Introduction
1.1 Background and rationale
1.1.1 This report is the first in a series of documents that make the case for Manston
Airport to return to full operation. These reports cover:
•
•

•
•

Volume I: The need for airport capacity in the South East of the UK and the
potential role of Manston Airport as part of the UK’s airport network
Volume II: The findings from a qualitative study that identifies the push and pull
attractors for Manston Airport and details the opportunities and the sectoral and
geographical markets the research uncovered
Volume III: The forecast for air freight and passenger traffic for Manston Airport
over the first twenty years of operation
Volume IV: A description of the socio-economic impacts of the operation of
Manston Airport as described by the forecast in the third volume of this body of
work

1.1.2 For many years the UK has struggled to resolve the issues surrounding airport
capacity expansion. Indeed, over more than seven decades, successive governments
have been unable to define a national framework for the UK’s airport infrastructure.
Privatisation of the Nation’s airports, which followed the 1986 Airports Act, made this
task more difficult, with both public and private sector issues now needing to be
resolved. As a global trading nation, the UK relies on the ability to import and export
goods. Our domestic and international transport infrastructure, including airports,
railways, seaports and roads, must therefore be fit for purpose and with sufficient
capacity if the UK is to continue to prosper in a highly connected world.
1.1.3 To help speed the process of approving major infrastructure projects including
airports, the Government introduced the 2008 Planning Act. This was followed by the
appointment of the Airports Commission under Sir Howard Davies who was tasked with
recommending a solution to the UK’s airport capacity issues. In July 2015 the Airports
Commission report was published and on the 25 October 2016, in line with the Airports
Commission’s recommendation, the Government decided to support construction of a
third runway at London’s Heathrow Airport. However, the Government is not expecting
extra capacity to be available until at least 20306. This means the UK and the South East
in particular, has some years to wait before airport congestion is relieved. Even when
this is in place, there will be need for additional capacity particularly for freight. Without
immediate capacity expansion, delivered responsibly, the forecasts described in this
report show that the UK and particularly the South East of England will continue to miss
out on the full social and economic benefits they could derive from aviation.
1.1.4 This document therefore makes the case for Manston Airport to be reinstated as
a freight-focused airport. Its re-opening would ease the pressure on existing
infrastructure in the South East of England and allow some of the currently unmet
demand to be handled now and in the future. Although the Secretary of State for
Transport, Chris Grayling, has confirmed his on-going support for Manston Airport (HC
6 8 February 2016, The Transport Committee hears evidence from the Secretary of State for
Transport on the Government's plans for airport expansion in the South East.
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/transportcommittee/news-parliament-2015/airport-expansion-ev-session-15-16/ at 15.07.35
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Deb 15 September 2016, c OA1020), the airport, with its 2,742-metre runway, has been
closed since May 2014. Ann Gloag, co-founder of Stagecoach, purchased the Manston
Airport site on 1 November 2013. Staff were given notice of Ms Gloag’s intention to close
the airport on 19 March 2014 and the airport closed on 15 May 2015. The intention of
the current owner is to secure a change of use from airport to a mixed-use development
called Stone Hill Park. This development would potentially include 4,000 homes, a
business park, and sports facilities. Such change of use would forever lose the airport
facility and the important role it can play in the success of the local, regional and
national economies.

1.2 RiverOak’s vision for Manston Airport
1.2.1 RiverOak has a clear vision for the future of Manston Airport: To revive Manston
as a successful freight-focused airport with some passenger operations, aircraft
maintenance and repair, and the creation of a hub for aviation-related commercial
opportunities. RiverOak, who specialise in identifying profitable market opportunities,
has identified the substantial need for additional and specialised airport capacity for
dedicated freighters in the South East of England. The only cargo hubs in the UK are East
Midlands and Stansted airports, both of which focus on the integrator market. The UK
needs a new hub for dedicated freighters, providing them with rapid turnaround times
and the specialist security clearing ability that is currently absent at other UK airports.
1.2.2 The ideal location for this is close to the main market in the South East.
RiverOak’s long-term plan is to integrate Manston into the UK’s airport network,
effectively providing Heathrow with its fourth runway primarily dedicated to freighter
cargo. Mindful of Manston’s long and distinguished history, RiverOak will maintain its
heritage and enhance the economic benefits to the region by creating a wide range of
aviation-related employment opportunities as well as training and education to meet
the necessary skills requirements.

1.3 Aim and objectives of the report
1.3.1 The aim of this report is to consider whether there is a compelling case in the
public interest to create a freight-focused facility at Manston Airport. The decision about
whether Manston Airport should be returned to operational use hinges on three key
questions:
1.
2.
3.

Does the UK require additional airport capacity in order to meets its political,
economic, and social aims?
Should this additional capacity be located in the South East of England?
Can Manston Airport, with investment from RiverOak, relieve pressure on the UK
airport network and meet the requirement of a nationally significant
infrastructure project?

This report demonstrates that the answer to each of the above questions is
overwhelmingly yes.
1.3.2 The report summarises the available statistical data to underpin the proposal
and support business planning and development at Manston Airport. There are a
number of other objectives set out for this work and in particular the results will:
•
•
•

Provide the information required to support the DCO application
Inform the Manston Airport business case and master plans
Inform Manston Airport’s marketing strategy
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•
•
•
•

Initiate stakeholder consultation
Continue to inform and gain support from key stakeholders
Provide a platform for lobbying Government and industry organisations
Play a key role in forming Government policy for air freight in the UK

1.4 The aims of the DCO
1.4.1 A Development Consent Order (DCO) will be sought by RiverOak to secure the
rights and consents necessary for Manston’s re-development as an airport as required
by the Planning Act 2008. This means that, at the end of a process overseen by the
Government’s Planning Inspectorate, the Secretary of State for Transport will decide the
future of Manston Airport.
1.4.2 The DCO process was established by the Planning Act 2008, as amended by the
Localism Act of 2011 and the Infrastructure Acts of 2013 and 2015. This procedure was
introduced to streamline the decision-making process for Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs). One of the main aims of the DCO is to provide a onestop shop for those promoting NSIPs7. There are two main pre-conditions for the
inclusion of a Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO) within a DCO.
“The first criterion is that the land is required for the development to which
the development consent relates. For this to be met, the promoter should be
able to demonstrate to the satisfaction of the decision-maker that the land in
question is needed for the development for which consent is sought. The
decision-maker should be satisfied, in this regard, that the land to be acquired
is no more than is reasonably required for the purposes of the development.”
(Guidance Related to Procedures for Compulsory Acquisition (DCLG), February 2010,
issued under section 124 PA 2008, paragraph 24)
1.4.3 The second pre-condition is that there is a compelling case in the public interest
for the land to be acquired compulsorily. Part 3 of the 2008 Act sets out thresholds for
infrastructure development to be considered nationally significant. For airports:
“The construction of a new air passenger transport services for at least 10
million passengers per year, or air cargo transport services for at least 10,000
air transport movements of cargo aircraft per year (or if alteration to existing
airports would increase passenger numbers or cargo aircraft movements by
these number)” (Smith, 2015, p. 4).

1.5 Report structure
1.5.1 Following this introductory section, the report commences with an overview of
the UK’s airport infrastructure, particularly considering national and South East capacity
issues. This section is followed by a description of the UK’s airport capacity issues
relating specifically to air freight. Next, the report considers the capacity of the main UK
air freight airports as well as airfields in the South East that may provide the possibility
of additional capacity in the short- to medium-term to help alleviate the unmet demand
for air freight to and from the UK.

7 Neil Cameron QC, Landmark Chambers available from
http://www.landmarkchambers.co.uk/userfiles/documents/resources/Development_Consent_O
rders_-and-_Compulsory_Purchase_-_NC.pdf
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1.5.2 These sections are followed by an outline of the political context in which
decisions about airport capacity are made. This section also looks at the potential impact
of BREXIT on UK aviation. The report then looks at Manston Airport specifically and
describes its potential as a freight-focused airport. The penultimate section outlines the
external issues and opportunities that may impact on the future of Manston Airport. The
report concludes with a summary of the findings in relation to the three questions posed
and recommends that the Planning Inspectorate, through the DCO process instigated by
RiverOak, reinstate Manston as an operational airport.
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2 UK airport capacity
2.0.1 The huge growth in aviation over the past eight decades has been at the focus of
a wide range of contrasting arguments about when, where and if airports should be built
or expanded. Since the 1920s and ‘30s, when aerodromes were owned privately or by
local authorities or municipalities, airports have been nationalised, denationalised and
privatised. A wide range of options for the expansion of existing airports and for the
construction at sites mainly in the Thames Estuary have been driven by the ‘predict and
provide’ approach to aviation of successive governments. However, on-going and often
unresolved issues persist, providing politicians with a choice to make: Should they
favour aviation’s links to economic growth and job creation or should they preference
concerns for the environmental well-being of local people and the planet generally.

2.1 Capacity in the South East
2.1.1 Figure 1 shows the location of the UK’s airports, with the largest concentration
being in the South East of the Country.
Figure 1

Map showing the location of UK airports

Source: www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/450387/avi0109.pdf
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2.1.2 The most recent and widely circulated documents that describe the UK’s airport
capacity situation are those used by the Airports Commission in its 2017 report.
However, a number of other studies (see for example York Aviation, 2015; Oxford
Economics, 2013, 2015) also point to the urgent need for airport capacity in the UK.
Indeed, on the 24 October 2017, Chris Grayling MP, Secretary of State for Transport said
that evidence from updated aviation demand forecasts, “show that the need for
additional runway capacity is even greater than originally thought. They show that all 5 of
London’s main airports will be completely full by the mid-2030s, and 4 of them within a
decade.” (HC Deb 24 October 2017, c 197WS) The new government figures show that in
2016 Air Traffic Movements (ATMs) in the UK grew by 10%, “despite average load
factors being higher and airlines using bigger aircraft” (Department for Transport, 2017,
p. 9).
2.1.3 The Airports Commission reviewed all available information and consulted
widely and arrived at the conclusion in 2015 that:
“While London remains a well-connected city its airports are showing
unambiguous signs of strain. Heathrow is operating at capacity, and Gatwick
is quickly approaching the same point. There is still spare capacity elsewhere
in the South East for point-to-point and especially low-cost fights, but with no
availability at its main hub airport London is beginning to find that new
routes to important long-haul destinations are set up elsewhere in Europe
rather than in the UK. Other UK airports are increasingly squeezed out of
Heathrow, with passengers from the nations and regions obliged to transfer
through other European airports, or Middle Eastern hubs. That costs them
time and money, and is off-putting to inward investors. Without action soon
the position will continue to deteriorate, and the entire London system will be
full by 2040.” (Airports Commission, 2015, p. 3)
2.1.4 By 2017, the Airports Commission’s analysis of the capacity at the London
airports shows that “even in the low demand growth scenario all London airports are full
by 2040. Under the high demand growth scenario, all the London airports are full by2030”
(DfT, 2017, pp. 102-3). Figure 2 shows the central growth scenario for the London
airports without new runways. The figure shows the timeline of capacity usage; where
airports are full, or have less than 90% and 80% or more than 80%.
2.1.5 For the UK, DfT central demand figures show that all the main airports except
Manchester (where an increase in capacity it expected) will be full by 2050 without
additional capacity. This is shown in Table 1. However, it should be noted that the
figures focus on passenger aircraft usage and may not reflect the need for freighter
aircraft going forward.
2.1.6 This lack of airport capacity is losing the UK considerable potential trade,
particularly with non-EU countries. Figures compiled by the Centre for Economics and
Business Research (CEBR, 2016) for the Let Britain Fly campaign show that in 2015 the
UK missed out on at least £9.5bn in potential trade. Without airport development, CEBR
predicts that losses will continue to accumulate at the rate of £1.1 million every hour.
For the South East, these losses due to lack of runway capacity amount to £2 billion in
potential trade each year.
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Figure 2

Central growth scenario, no new runways, London airports, timeline of
capacity usage

Source: DfT, 2017, p. 103 section 7.23 figure 7.4
Table 1 Proportion of capacity used by airport, central demand, baseline capacity

Source: DfT, 2017, p. 102 section 7.20 Table 33

2.2 Aviation’s contribution to the economy
2.2.1 Oxford Economics (2015, p. 4) calculate that the aviation sector contributes £52
billion or 3.4% to UK GDP and supports 961,000 jobs. In terms of the value of the UK air
freight industry, Oxford Economics estimate that airlines earn around £3.1 billion from
shippers annually, carrying 2.3 million tonnes to, from, and within the UK (ibid, p. 5).
Indeed, the Airports Commission says that:
“[A]viation supports British manufacturing, carrying high value exports,
particularly to emerging markets, and helping to secure the position of UK
based manufacturers in complex global supply chains. Today around 40% of
the UK’s trade with economies outside the EU by value is transported by air
and in 2014 alone, the total value of tradable goods carried through UK
airports exceeded £140 billion.” (Airports Commission, 2015, p. 73)
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2.2.2 Whilst the European aviation market is becoming more mature it is nonetheless
predicted that there will be 50% more flights in 2035 than there were in 2012, from
around 9 million per year to 14.4 million (Eurocontrol, 2013). However, across Europe,
it is estimated that airport capacity will increase by just 17% by 2035, leaving a shortfall
of around nine runways’ worth of capacity (ibid, 2013). It is, as Eurocontrol say,
essential therefore that we make the best possible use of existing infrastructure.
2.2.3 From the advent of commercial aviation, government policy has been to meet
rather than to manage demand for airport capacity (Humphreys et al, 2007). This
strategy is derived from the close link between a country’s economic status in world
rankings (including attracting inward investment and creating jobs) and their global
connectivity. However, issues about where to locate new airport infrastructure are
dogged by a political conundrum: Politicians want to win elections, a desire that may
hinge on which side of the airport development debate they campaign. For most
politicians with airports within their constituency, there are considerable anti-airport
development lobbies. However, the people of Thanet, where Manston Airport is located,
are largely in favour of the re-opening and development of the airport (see section 7.1
for further details).
2.2.4 One of the justifications for the privatisation of the UK’s airports was a desire to
increase competition between UK airports, particularly the London airports. This
competition is seen as essential if customers, both passengers and freight, are to benefit
in terms of service and pricing. However, capacity constraints defeat the free market
ideal, putting upward pressure on fares and creating significant barriers to entry for
new players who are unable to acquire landing and take-off slots at main airports
(Airports Commission, 2015).
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3 Air freight capacity
3.0.1 2014 marked 100 years since the birth of commercial aviation. This century of
flight has transformed the way we live and how and with whom we conduct business8.
The history of air freight has always been entwined with that of passenger aviation, with
mail the first cargo transported by air. However, after the Second World War, airmail
gave way to the age of air freight. The use of air freight was prompted by a general
worldwide trend towards globalisation, a change in management practices including
just-in-time (JIT) and made-to-order models, trade and economic liberalisation between
countries, and other political changes (Ishutkina, 2009) including open skies
agreements.

3.1 The air freight market
3.1.1 Aviation makes an enormous impact on our economy, creating jobs and
contributing to GDP (Oxford Economics, 2013). Indeed, most studies conclude that
world air freight traffic is strongly correlated to GDP (e.g. Boeing, 2014) and that world
merchandise trade is a component of GDP, is an important measure of economic
performance (Boeing, 2014, p. 2), and that transport infrastructure contributes to
economic development (Ishutkina, 2009; Prud’homme, 2005).
“In 2014, airlines transported 51.3 million metric tons of goods,
representing more than 35% of global trade by value . . .
equivalent to USD6.8 trillion worth of goods annually, or USD18.6
billion worth of goods every day.” (IATA, 2015, p. 4)
3.1.2 Sales (2013) points to several major influences on the air freight business:
Global recessions, which negatively affect the volume of goods being made, bought and
shipped; and fuel prices, which affect transport costs. Fuel prices and volatility have led
to the scrapping of many older uneconomical aircraft and to the acquisition of more
fuel-efficient, widebody aircraft such as the B777, B747-8 and the A350. The use of these
aircraft allows passenger carriers to transport large amounts of belly freight cargo and
changed the face of the air freight market. As Sales says, “Despite these difficulties, the air
freight business manages to remain robust and is working harder to find better and more
cost-efficient ways of overcoming these obstacles” (Sales, 2013, p. 41).
3.1.3 Boeing’s traffic and market outlook describes an air cargo market recovery that
began in 2014. Their market outlook 2016-2035 (Boeing, 2016a) forecasts air cargo
traffic, measured in revenue tonne-kilometres (RTKs), at 4.2% although there are
differences between the forecasts for regional pairs. For example, Asia-Europe is
forecast to grow during the period to 2035 by 4.6% (Boeing, 2016b, p. 16). The Airbus
forecast is for growth at 4% globally (Airbus, 2016). The Boeing and Airbus forecasts
are based on the opinions of experts who summarise the world’s major air trade
markets and identify key trends.
3.1.4 With demand for air cargo services set to more than double, the number of
aircraft in the freighter fleet is expected to increase by more than half over the next 20
years. Whilst a large proportion of air freight is currently carried as belly freight in
passenger aircraft, particularly in the UK, Boeing says that:

8

http://www.flying100years.com
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“Dedicated freighter services nonetheless offer significant advantages,
including more predictable and reliable volumes and schedules, greater
control over timing and routing, and a variety of services for outsize cargo,
hazardous materials, and other types of cargo that cannot be accommodated
in passenger airplanes. In addition, range restrictions on fully loaded
passenger flights and the limited number of passenger frequencies serving
high-demand cargo markets make freighters essential where both long-range
and frequent service are required.” (Boeing, 2014, p. 3)
3.1.5 Around 56% of all air cargo (measured in RTKs) is flown in dedicated freighter
aircraft (Budd and Ison, 2017, p. 34). The remaining 44% is carried as belly freight on
passenger aircraft, or on combi or quick change aircraft that can accommodate both
passengers and freight. Boeing forecast that:
“Freighters will continue to carry more than half of the world’s air cargo for
the next 20 years, as the majority of players in the industry continue to rely on
and augment their cargo operations by flying freighters.” (Boeing, 2016b, p.
4).
3.1.6

The reasons for using dedicated freighters include:
“Range restrictions on fully loaded passenger fights and the limited number of
passenger frequencies serving high-demand cargo markets make freighters
essential where both long-range and frequent service are required.” (Boeing,
2016b, p. 4)

3.1.7 The EU predicts that by 2035, European airports will be unable to accommodate
around two million flights due to capacity shortages. This will lead to a loss of between
434,000 and 818,000 EU jobs and between €28 billion and €52 billion in EU GDP (EC,
2015, p. 7). Air freight flights enable the flow of goods between economies. This mode of
transport relieves surface infrastructure deficiencies (Gourdin, 2006) and enables
access to markets for commodities where speed adds value, provides a different
distribution mechanism (such as next day delivery), enables the use of efficient
production methods such as JIT manufacturing, and ensures high value machinery and
equipment maximise their capital value (Ishutkina, 2009, p. 114).
3.1.8 At the end of November 2017, airfreight in Europe reached its capacity for the
first time in at least 10 years. This situation led to a rise in shipment costs, with the price
reaching as high as US$13 per kilogram for a trans-Atlantic route9. According to press
reports, “major airports in Europe are experiencing delays of a week in uplift, particularly
Milano Malpensa Airport”10. Heathrow Airport is also reported to be severely congested,
with queuing trucks, truck wait fees, and trucks being turned away11.

3.2 Air freight in the UK
3.2.1 By 2000, UK air freight had become constrained, particularly at the London
airports (DfT, 2003; Oxford Economics, 2013). Whilst globally around 56% of air freight
is carried on dedicated freighters, in the UK this proportion is nearer to 33% with the
9 https://aircargoworld.com/allposts/freightos-warns-of-airfreight-rate-jump-as-europereaches-capacity/?goal=0_1711f92e66-42df020a11-39626945
10 https://www.flexport.com/help/381-freight-market-update-november-8-2017
11 https://www.flexport.com/help/381-freight-market-update-november-8-2017
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remaining 67% being carried as belly freight (DfT, 2009, p. 14). It seems that capacity
constraints are reducing competition and the desire to strive to provide the highest
quality service and aviation infrastructure is critical to the air freight industry. An EU
rating of the quality of air transport infrastructure rated the UK 5.52 and ranked 12th out
of the 28 EU countries 12 . This rating/ranking is based on a survey by the World
Economic Forum using a scale where 1 is extremely underdeveloped and 7 is extensive
and efficient. This renders the UK less attractive and competitive than other European
airports. London’s six airports, Heathrow, Gatwick, Stansted, Luton, London City and
Southend facilitate 76% of the UK’s air cargo. Providing sufficient aviation capacity to
meet future air freight demand is, say Oxford Economics (2013, p. 8), the first step to
encouraging future trade growth. This will become ever more critical as the UK
commences its exit from the EU.
3.2.2 By weight, the UK imports (57% or around 1.3 million tonnes) more than it
exports (43% or approximately 1 million tonnes) (DfT, 2009, p. 9). A large proportion of
exports, by both weight and value, include machinery and transport equipment. Imports
are more mixed across all types of commodities when measured by weight but by value,
machinery and equipment dominate. The US and Asia are the primary markets for UK
air freight for both imports and exports (ibid, p. 9).
3.2.3 York Aviation (2013, p. 4) points to the lack of correlation between freight
tonnage handled and the number of scheduled departures. The main reason given by the
authors of this work is the relative importance of belly freight and the presence of an
active integrator. Their report also highlights the lack of a central means by which to
calculate how much freight is uploaded or offloaded at any particular airport. The mix of
belly freight and dedicated freighters makes the relationship between departures and
air freight tonnage very difficult to approximate. This means that predicting freight
movements and tonnage at an airport level is difficult and contentious. Having a
common database of figures and an agreed method would help considerably.
3.2.4 A key point raised from the data analysed by York Aviation (2013, p. 5) for TfL’s
Thames Estuary airport proposal is that most freighters do not operate a point-to-point
service (known in shipping as non-liner or tramp shipping). Instead they ‘hop’ from
airport to airport, picking up and setting down cargo, as demand requires. Many freight
operations move between more than one of the main European freight airports as well
as a number of overseas airports. Whilst some freighters do operate simple round trips,
the data shows that inbound patterns do not necessarily mirror outbound patterns,
providing flexibility to add new pick up/drop off points as the market dictates.
3.2.5 The busiest UK airport for air freight is London’s Heathrow, where most freight
is carried in the hold of passenger aircraft. However, it seems that industry leaders have
called for infrastructure changes at Heathrow as the airport has seen cargo volumes
increase by 10% this year, leading to congestion, delays and an inability to reach the
airport’s cargo centre13.
3.2.6 For freight-only aircraft, Stansted and East Midlands currently dominate (DfT,
2009). Aircraft-to-aircraft movements account for around 15% of air freight traffic in
12 http://ec.europa.eu/transport/facts-fundings/scoreboard/countries/unitedkingdom/investments-infrastructure/index_en.htm
13 http://news.moov.com.ng/london-heathrow-airport-struggles-with-increasing-cargocongestion-delays/
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the UK, mainly through Heathrow (ibid). Three of the four largest integrators, DHL, UPS
and TNT, have a strong presence at East Midlands with offices at Heathrow, Stansted
and other airports. Fedex’s UK base is Stansted. Table 2 shows the 2016 figures for
passengers and freight at the London airports.
Table 2 2016 South East UK Airport operations
Airport

Passenger

Heathrow
75,671,863
Stansted
24,318,395
Gatwick
43,114,888
Luton
14,642,282
London City
4,538,735
Southend
874,411
Total
163,160,574
Source: CAA Airport Data, 201614

%
46%
15%
26%
9%
3%
1%
100%

Tonnes
freight
1,541,029
223,203
79,588
25,426
69
0
1,869,315

%
83%
12%
4%
1%
100%

ATM
474,963
180,430
280,666
128,519
85,169
23,449
1,173,196

%
41%
15%
24%
11%
7%
2%
100%

3.2.7 In terms of mail carried through UK airports, the Royal Mail dominates the
market. Their strategy is to wet lease aircraft (hire aircraft with flight crew) and take
space on other flights through integrators. In 2016, 185,000 tonnes of mail were carried
through UK airports (down from 206,000 in 2015), mainly Heathrow (99,000 tonnes)
on scheduled flights (CAA Table 02.2, 201615).

3.3 The UK’s competitive position
3.3.1 On the 25 October 2016, the Government decided their preferred option for the
future direction of air freight and passenger travel in the UK. Several options were
considered, including a new airport on the Isle of Grain or the Outer Estuary. This
proposal was discounted, leaving only a third runway at Heathrow or a second at
Gatwick on the table. Heathrow was the preference of the Airports Commission, now
supported by Government under Theresa May. However, given the complexity of the
project, its controversial nature and the potential for legal challenges, new
infrastructure is unlikely to be operational within the next decade or more. This leaves
the air freight industry and those who depend upon it, to operate under constrained
conditions unless more use of existing infrastructure can be made. Moreover, even once
a third runway is in place, and into the long-term there will still remain considerable
capacity constraints in relation to freight. Since there is a clear case for additional freight
capacity in the UK it seems undeniable that there is a compelling case, in the public
interest, to consider a freight-focused facility at Manston Airport. A facility that already
exists at Manston and, with appropriate investment, can be brought back into use
relatively quickly.
3.3.2 The UK’s airports operate in a global marketplace, competing against airports in
northern Europe. Indeed, York Aviation describes their concerns over the role of
Germany, The Netherlands and Belgium acting as the major freight centres in Western
Europe. Their 2013 report says:

14 http://caa.co.uk/Data-and-analysis/UK-aviation-market/Airports/Datasets/UK-Airportdata/Airport-data-2016/
15 As above
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“These airports have developed major and specialist air freight roles, with
freight being trucked from all over Europe to feed these freight hubs. The
integration of trucking with air freight should not be overlooked, even within
the UK.” (York Aviation, 2013, p. 3)
3.3.3 These concerns seem justified when the UK’s airports are compared to those in
the rest of Europe. Table 3 shows the total air transport in freight tonnes and the
number of freighter movements at the main European freight airports in 2015 and
2014. The figures highlight the reliance on belly freight at most of the UK’s airports.
They also point to the importance of the relationship between freight handled and the
presence of integrators located at the airport. For example, East Midlands Airport
handles a relatively small tonnage of freight compared to Heathrow but much of this is
carried on dedicated freighters. East Midlands is the UK’s hub for DHL and UPS and
supports operations for TNT and Royal Mail. As the UK progresses with negotiations to
exit the EU, the UK may find it advantageous to have sufficient capacity at airports that
can handle dedicated freighters, without the need to truck to airports in mainland
Europe.
Table 3 Freighter movements at the main European airports
Freight tonnes

Leipzig
Paris CDG
Cologne
Liege
East Midlands
Frankfurt
Amsterdam
Brussels
Luxembourg
Milan MXP
Stansted
Madrid
Copenhagen
Helsinki
Vienna
Munich
Dublin
Heathrow
Luton
Rome
Manchester
Gatwick

2015
982,534
2,175,838
739,457
625,285
321,150
2,075,657
1,655,328
483,121
736,880
511,192
226,776
382,628
196,579
177,441
209,053
336,030
137,267
1,588,884
*28,008
145,017
*100,021
*73,371

2014
904,110
1,475,817
738,430
581,802
307,242
2,131,585
1,670,671
408,045
707,150
469,658
225,851
376,827
200,054
187,419
210,277
309,148
127,448
1,585,885
*27,414
143,008
*93,466
*88,508

Freight flights
(‘000s)
2015
2014
36
33
30
31
27
26
26
24
22
22
22
21
16
16
13
12
10
10
10
9
10
9
9
9
8
7
7
8
5
5
4
4
4
4
2
2
*2
*2
1
2
*1
*1
*0
*0

Source: http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Air_
transport_statistics#Further_Eurostat_information
Except those marked * CAA statistics
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3.4 The need for air freight capacity in the South East
3.4.1 Quantifying the cost of existing airport capacity constraints, the Airports
Commission estimates that over a 60-year time frame and without additional capacity,
there would be a £21 to £23 billion cost to users and providers of airport infrastructure
and between £30 to £45 billion to the wider economy (Airports Commission, 2015, p.
17). In terms of cargo, Oxford Economics (2013) forecasts suggest that, “by 2050, the
value of air cargo lost to London due to capacity constraints would equate to £106 billion
per annum” (Oxford Economics, 2013, p. 5). They also calculate that in the same
timeframe, “net national losses due to airfreight capacity constraints could equate to £3.9
billion per annum.” (ibid, p. 5)
3.4.2 These figures were calculated prior to the referendum on the UK’s exit from the
EU. In 2012, non-EU trade accounted for just under half of all UK trade, with around
35% of these goods being air freighted (Oxford Economics, 2013, p. 5). If the proportion
of trade changes, with a greater reliance on non-EU activity after the UK’s withdrawal
from the EU, the demand for air freight would be likely to increase.
3.4.3 The London airports facilitate 76% of the UK’s air freight (Oxford Economics,
2013, p. 3). However, the Airports Commission shows that all London airports will be at
capacity by 2030. London’s Heathrow and Gatwick airports are already constrained and
London City Airport is expected to reach capacity by 2025 with Luton and Stansted
airports following closely behind (Airports Commission, 2013, p. 20). What the Airports
Commission makes clear is that, “the demand for landing slots in London and the South
East of England will continue to grow” (2015, p. 54). Whilst some commentators
criticised the Commission’s focus on capacity in London and the South East, the
Commission believes the strength of the London aviation system is crucial to the UK as a
whole.
3.4.4 Boris Johnson, the then Mayor of London, proposed construction of a new
airport in the Thames Estuary, an idea originally mooted in the 1950s. Johnson believed
that locating an airport to the east of London and away from the major conurbations of
the capital would have significant benefits including reducing the environmental and
security problems of aircraft over-flying London.
3.4.5 York Aviation predicts that by 2050 the London area could require an additional
80,000 freighter slots per year to meet demand if no additional airport infrastructure is
provided (York Aviation, 2015, p. 19). If this capacity is not provided in the UK, 2.1
million tonnes of freight will be trucked elsewhere at a cost of more than £400 million in
trucking and user time (ibid, p. 31). York Aviation calculates the GVA lost to the sector’s
economy and to the wider economy at £637 million and £978 million respectively (ibid).
3.4.6 Indeed, York Aviation predicts that, even with the third runway at Heathrow,
45,000 freighter movements will be required (York Aviation, 2015, p. 19). Section 4 of
this report considers where freighter aircraft could be handled, concluding that an
operational Manston Airport is the only viable option. Furthermore, York Aviation’s
earlier report for TfL states that, “around 14,000 freighters a years could still be
accommodated in the vicinity of London by using capacity at airports such as Manston,
which already handles some long haul freighters” (York Aviation, 2013, p. 7).
3.4.7 The 2.1 million tonnes of freight that would be diverted elsewhere by 2050
without additional capacity in the London area (York Aviation, 2015, p. 31) is equivalent
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to around 100,000 truckloads per year in addition to current movements16. Even with
additional runways at Heathrow or Gatwick the volume of freight to be diverted
elsewhere would be around 1.2 million and 1.7 million tonnes respectively (ibid, p. 19).
York Aviation says they derived these figures as follows:
“we have considered the potential air freight capacity that might exist in
London under different the scenarios. In line with the structure of the market
now, we have assumed that the majority of capacity will be provided via
aircraft bellyhold freight. We have estimated this capacity based on the
number of forecast international movements at the relevant airports in the
London system multiplied by the expected average tonnage per international
movement in 2050 at each airport. The latter has been derived by taking the
tonnes per international movement now estimated from CAA Statistics and
growing this by 0.5% per annum to 2050 to reflect increasing loads and larger
aircraft. In relation to the 2nd Runway at Gatwick scenario, we have made a
further adjustment to allow for the fact that we would expect the airport to
attract more long haul services in such a scenario. We have assumed that
tonnage per movement in this scenario would increase significantly to be
around double that observed at Gatwick in the other scenarios in 2050. This
reflects the Gatwick Airport long-term demand forecasts from its submissions
to the Airports Commission, which suggest a doubling in the proportion of
long haul traffic at the airport by 2050.” (York Aviation, 2015, p. 19)
3.4.8 Given that around half the goods that could be transported between Heathrow
and continental Europe as air freight are already trucked by road (DfT, 2009, p. 50), an
increase of 100,000 movements in each direction would potentially put huge strain on
the road network. The movement of surface traffic has pinch points on the M25 and at
Dover. Not only does this delay the movement of commodities, it puts extreme pressure
on the road network in the South East. With South East airports at or near capacity,
resilience of both the airport and road networks are key issues. It is clear from the
figures presented here that the capacity available at Manston Airport is vital to the
continued competitiveness of the UK.

16 Maximum total truck weight (truck, fuel and load) is 44 tonnes for trucks with 6 axles. Maximum payload
is 28.1 tonnes. For trucks with 5 axles, maximum payload is 20. 3 tonnes. Average load used for this
calculation is 21 tonnes to take account of smaller truck sizes and lighter or part loads.
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4 Air freight capacity at UK airports
4.0.1 The previous sections have outlined some of the arguments that demonstrate
the need for additional airport infrastructure in the UK. This section considers the South
East of England particularly and focuses on the potential at existing airports. The DfT
2017 report shows that it is the South East that has the greatest difference between
unconstrained and constrained passenger demand (defined as “those passengers
deterred from travelling to or from mainland UK”), in excess of 7.5 million by 2050 (Dft,
2017, pp. 98-99).
4.0.2 Whilst little research on competition in the air cargo airport market has been
undertaken (Kupfer et al, 2016), it is apparent that air freight operators have no
enduring loyalty to specific airports, particularly in situations where there are other
options located within a few hours trucking time. For this reason, East Midlands Airport,
with its focus on freight has also been included in the review.
4.0.3 There are a number of factors that influence a cargo airline’s choice of airport
including congestion, airport delays, custom clearance times, turnaround time and
market access (Kupfer et al, 2016, p. 56). Kupfer and colleagues’ research on the drivers
behind freight airlines’ choice of airport includes the presence of forwarders, night-time
operations, airport charges, the airport’s experience with cargo, and demand for air
freight services from the local region. These authors find that the presence of a major
forwarder is the most important attribute for airlines when choosing an airport. The
RiverOak vision is to encourage integrators and freight forwarders to locate in the
Manston area, have a competitive pricing structure, and build on the previous excellent
cargo handling service provided by the airport. Manston is well located, with easy
surface access from throughout the South East. The proposed Lower Thames Crossing
will improve access and the Thames Estuary 2050 project aims to stimulate business in
the local area.
4.0.4 Freighter operators find competitive advantage by locating at an airport that
minimises flying time. Gardiner (2006, p. 11) outlines these savings in fuel costs as well
as potentially in ACMI costs (aircraft, crew, maintenance and insurance). Gardiner
discusses how, when it was operational, carriers chose Manston Airport, which is 65
miles southeast of London, to avoid the London Air Traffic Control area when
approaching from the south. Savings of up to 45 minutes flying time and 20 minutes
taxiing can be made when compared to Heathrow or Stansted airports, a potential
attraction for future users. Additionally, Manston was highly efficient in offloading
aircraft and the time taken to get cargo onto trucks could be as little as 45 minutes. This
compares to an average of 4 to 7 hours at Stansted Airport and far longer at Heathrow
Airport. Gardiner quotes the Managing Director of MK Airlines as saying, “Why bother
flying a product at eight miles a minute when it sits in a warehouse for 7 hours?"
(Gardiner, 2006, p. 154)
4.0.5 The following sections consider the options for increasing air freight operations
in the South East of the UK and at East Midlands Airport. These sections demonstrate
that other South East airports cannot accommodate sufficient capacity for freighter
aircraft to meet the forecasts for demand outlined in Section 3.4.
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4.1 Stansted Airport
4.1.1 The Airports Commission ruled Stansted out of its preferred three options for
airport expansion, focusing their shortlist on Gatwick Airport and two options at
Heathrow. The Commission did not favour the construction of a four or five-runway hub
airport at Stansted Airport since it may involve the closure of either Heathrow or
Gatwick, be excessively costly, and require extensive improvements to surface
transport. Neither did the Commission shortlist the construction of a second runway at
Stansted although this may be reconsidered sometime between 2040 and 2050.
4.1.2 The Airports Commission noted that planning conditions prevent Stansted from
operating to its maximum capacity and will reconsider lifting these during the next
phase of its work if there is a case for optimising aviation capacity in the London system.
Stansted Airport’s owners, Manchester Airport Group (MAG), are seeking to raise the
passenger cap from 35 million per year to 44.5 million and the number of aircraft
movements from 274,000 to 285,000. However, the final report by the Airports
Commission (2015, p. 332) recommends that the cap at Stansted (the G1 planning
cargo-only cap was 20,500) be reviewed on the basis of extensive stakeholder
consultation.
4.1.3 In October 2017 and following extensive consultation, Stansted Airport’s CEO,
Ken O’Toole, issued a statement explaining that whilst residents supported ongoing
growth and investment in the airport, there are concerns about an increase in the
current cap on the number of aircraft movements. Mr O’Toole’s statement says this,
“means the airport’s growth over the next ten years to serve 43 million passengers can be
achieved without increasing the existing limits on aircraft movements and noise.”17
4.1.4 TfL is working to improve passengers’ surface access to Stansted Airport and
once in place, these improvements are likely to stimulate the demand at Stansted for
passenger flights. Indeed, Ryanair has already increased the frequency and number of
routes it provides from the airport. Ryanair’s expansion will continue to increase
pressure on slots, particularly at peak times such as early morning, Ryanair is the
dominant carrier at Stansted Airport and, since the low cost carrier (LCC) model is
based on fast turnarounds, the airline will not tolerate interference from cargo handling.
Ryanair is increasing their offering to more distant destinations including Turkey, North
Africa, Cyprus and the Middle East. For the airline to operate four rotations per day to
maximise the profitability of each aircraft, late evening and potentially night time slots
will be required.
4.1.5 It seems likely that MAG, will want to maximise the use of their infrastructure, in
line with the DfT’s desire to make full use of existing capacity (Dft, 2012). Given the
statement by the CEO in October 2017, this is likely to focus on the passenger market. At
present, Stansted Airport has capacity to accommodate a number of freighter flights.
However, cargo-only flights account for only around 8% of ATMs at Stansted. Freight
carriers have traditionally used night slots at the airport and these may become less
available if the LCCs utilise them. This situation occurred at Schiphol Airport (see
Section 7.5 for more details), where air traffic capacity constraints were announced in
September 2017. These constraints particularly affected freight operators, as passenger
flights were preferenced for a number of reasons. As such, it may be that moving freight
17 http://mediacentre.stanstedairport.com/london-stansted-airport-targets-growth-withincurrent-environmental-and-aircraft-movement-limits/
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to Manston Airport could represent a significant opportunity for MAG should they want
to free up slots for higher value passenger aircraft use.

4.2 London Heathrow Airport
4.2.1 Heathrow is the UK’s only hub airport, handling around 475,000 ATMs per year
(CAA 2016 figures), with average daily movements of nearly 1,300. Whilst Heathrow
handles 63% of the UK’s air freight, very few dedicated cargo aircraft use the airport
(CAA, 2016). Indeed, more than 99% of air freight at Heathrow is carried in the hold of
passenger aircraft as belly freight (CAA, 2013, p. 35). However, Heathrow does handle
around 200 freighter movements per month (CAA, Table 6) including Cathay Pacific and
Emirates (CAA, 2013, p. 36).
4.2.2 The proposed addition of a third runway at Heathrow is unlikely to resolve the
capacity issues for dedicated freighters. Since Heathrow’s passenger market has been
constrained for some years, the new runway may be used to meet as yet unmet
passenger demand. Should Low Cost Carriers, who do not carry belly freight for
operational reasons, fill much of the additional runway capacity, Heathrow’s freight
handling, in terms of tonnes per year, is unlikely to increase substantially. Heathrow’s
focus on passenger and belly freight markets is also likely to continue to keep dedicated
freighters out of the airport. This means that markets not served by passenger aircraft
will remain unreachable for UK importers and exporters without a dedicated freighter
operation.
4.2.3 However, in 2015, Heathrow Airport Limited (HAL) announced their blueprint
for a £180 million overhaul to their cargo facilities. The plans include new underground
access roads, improved air-to-air facilities and a specialist pharmaceutical storage area.
HAL’s aim is to reduce what they declare as their current processing time of eight to
nine hours to around four hours18, still considerably longer than Manston’s previous and
proposed processing time. Even so and as York Aviation figures show, there will be a
shortfall of slots for dedicated freighters, likely to be in the region of 45,000 by 2050
(York Aviation, 2015, p. 19).
4.2.4 Of interest to the Manston Airport freight forecast is that Delta Airlines reported
to the CAA that whilst Heathrow is a good connecting airport for the US, it is not so well
placed for Europe (ibid, p. 38). The CAA (2016, pp. 34-35) report a number of concerns
expressed by cargo operators, including:
•
•
•

Problems with airfield access leading to bottlenecks at control posts and cargo access
points viewed as a lower priority than passenger equivalents
Limited space to hold cargo and empty equipment resulting in more vehicle movement
Road congestion becoming increasingly an issue and impacting on already lengthy
journey times

4.2.5 As such, even with an operational third runway at Heathrow Airport, Manston
Airport will still be vital to ensure the UK meets the needs, wherever possible, of the
demand for air freight.

4.3 London Gatwick Airport
4.3.1 Whist Gatwick Airport’s submission to the Airports Commission did not include
plans for freight, a subsequent statement says their plans are to make provision for ten
18

http://your.heathrow.com/takingbritainfurther/trade-and-exports/improved-cargo-facilities/
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times the amount of freight the airport currently handles19. Gatwick Airport handles
very few dedicated freighters, although it has increased its annual tonnage from only
3,000 in 2014 to 73,000 tonnes in 2015 (see Table 2). This lack of experience, which is a
key element in the choice of a freight airport for operators (Kupfer et al, 2016), means
that Gatwick is not a serious competitor in the freight market. Indeed, even with a
second runway at Gatwick Airport there would be a need for around 65,000 additional
freighter movements per year from 2050 (York Aviation, 2015, p. 19).

4.4 Luton Airport
4.4.1 Luton Airport is located close to the M1 and therefore well situated to access the
UK’s road network. Luton Airport handles around 28,000 tonnes of cargo each year with
DHL, MNG Airlines and British Airways operating dedicated freighters from the airport.
The current number of stands at Luton is unable to support significant growth20. Luton
Airport’s business profile is similar to Stansted Airport’s in terms of the dominance of
LCCs, focusing the airport on passenger traffic. It would therefore be improbable for
Luton Airport to provide a hub for dedicated freighters.

4.5 London City Airport
4.5.1 London City Airport has benefited from planning permission to build seven new
aircraft stands, a parallel taxiway and to extend the passenger terminal. However, the
airport is focused on the passenger market and handled only 24 tonnes of freight in
2015. London City Airport has a short and constrained runway, at 1,900 metres, and is
therefore unable to support a large freighter operation.

4.6 Southend Airport
4.6.1 Southend Airport is focused on the LCC passenger market, handling only five
tonnes of freight in 2015. Although extended in 2012, Southend’s runway is unlikely to
be suitable for long or mid-range freighter aircraft.

4.7 East Midlands Airport
4.7.1 East Midlands Airport is a major successful integrator hub, focused on handling
packages and parcels. DHL has a purpose-built facility at the airport and is the major
operator. UPS and TNT also use the airport as well as Royal Mail. As with Stansted, the
airport is owned and operated by MAG. The airport has a 24-hour licence and imposes
additional charges on aircraft using the airport between 23.30 and 06.00, dependent on
the noise band of the aircraft. The airport also charges a shoulder supplement between
the hours of 06.01 to 07.00 and 21.01 to 23.29.
4.7.2 In 2016, East Midlands Airport handled 257,151 freight aircraft movements. At
present the airport serves a wide catchment area as shown in Figure 2. However,
surface access to these geographically distant businesses, of which many are
concentrated in the South East, is hampered by congestion on the UK’s road network.
Therefore, total time taken to deliver from origin to final destination increases,
particularly around the bottlenecks on some of the major motorways. Figure 2 clearly
shows the number of businesses located in the South East, within the Manston
catchment area.

19
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4.8 Other South East UK airfields
4.8.1 There are few other options for increasing air freight capacity in the South East.
The Thames Estuary Airport proposed by Boris Johnson, the then Mayor of London, has
been ruled out as an option, with the Airports Commission saying its substantial
disadvantages outweighed it potential benefits. Other airports in the South East and the
constraints on their development are shown in Table 3.
4.8.2 The final option in the South East is Manston Airport, which is described in
detail in Section 6. Manston is the only real choice for the location of a freight-focused
airport in the South East of England. Indeed, The 2003 White paper, The Future of Air
Transport, states that Manston "could play a valuable role in meeting local demand and
could contribute to regional economic development" (DfT, 2003, p. 132).
Figure 3

Location of businesses served by integrators at EMA

Source: DfT, 2009, page 26 (data collected in June 2006 by Manchester Airports Group)
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Table 4 South East Airfields
Airfield
Biggin Hill

Constraints
Difficult road access to main M25 artery, restricted opening hours,
short runway, runway direction and proximity to Gatwick Airport
creates numerous airspace issues, residential location, experiences
poor weather conditions due to elevated location.

Bournemouth

Handled 1,565 tonnes in 2015, down 17% from 2014. Has recently
(2016) attracted £40 million of government investment. However, the
airport is some 30 miles from the M3 and M27 on a route that passes
through the New Forest National Park, not ideal for fleets of trucks.
Restricted number of movement particularly at weekends, only
certain aircraft categories permitted, Business Aviation focus that
would not fit with a cargo model
Short runway with considerable approach issues (including MOD
Hythe firing range and proximity of Dungeness Power Station), rural
location with relatively poor surface transport connectivity
RAF station, safety issues raised due to proximity to Heathrow,
difficulties integrating with London airspace, short runway
General aviation aerodrome with grass runways. A planning
application was validated in September 2017 for a replacement paved
lit runway and parallel grass runway. However, the runways are less
than 1,000 metres and not suitable for cargo operations.
Short runway, light aircraft use only
Handled 185,000 tonnes in 2015, an increase of 39% on the previous
year. The airport is close to the M3 and M27 and has the benefit of an
onsite railway.

Farnborough
Lydd

Northolt
Rochester

Shoreham
Southampton

4.8.3 There are, of course, a number of European airports that are able to take
overflow air freight traffic from the UK. However, use of these airports involves
considerable trucking of cargo to and from the UK incurring additional costs to the
shipper and placing huge burdens on the UK’s road and sea crossing infrastructure.
Hauliers are experiencing considerable delays due to the ongoing migrant situation in
Calais. Many report having to avoid Calais after dark, parking trucks in Belgium
overnight and adding several hours to journey times.
4.8.4 These truck movements are lost economic opportunities for the UK. The
reinstatement and redevelopment of Manston Airport will recapture much of this
benefit for the UK. Flying freight from Manston Airport, negating the need to truck to
and from European airports for air transportation, should help to ease congestion in the
area. During Operation Stack, which has been used since 1996, the coast-bound side of
the M20 in Kent has to be closed to traffic in order to park trucks waiting to cross the
Channel. This is a costly exercise in terms of policing, delay for hauliers, and the effect on
the local economy and quality of life. Indeed, the Freight Transport Association
calculated the cost to the haulage companies of the three week delay in July 2015 to be
£700,000 a day with costs of £250m to the UK economy as a whole21.
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5 The politics of aviation
5.0.1 Since the 1986 Airports Act, the UK government no longer builds airports or
adds runways (DfT, 2003) and, “can only encourage and incentivize airport operators to
invest in new capacity, when it believes capacity would best benefit the national interest”
(Humphreys et al, 2007, p. 341). As such, it is vital that government makes, “best use its
regulatory, fiscal and planning levers to encourage the investment it wants” (ibid, p. 343).

5.1 Political setting
5.1.1 The UK’s international transport networks are a key enabler to trade in goods
and services (DfT, 2009). Therefore, continued procrastination about the location of
additional airport infrastructure, particularly runways, has led to considerable
frustration. Graham Brady, Conservative MP and Chair of the 1922 Committee22, tabled
an Early Day Motion on 29 February 2016, which criticises the Government for
procrastination over airport capacity in the South East. His motion reads:
"This house regrets the continuing delay in making a final decision on airport
expansion in London and the South East; believes that a decision is vital for
the prosperity of the nations and regions of the United Kingdom and urges
Ministers to make sure that this delay is not repeated; notes that the Airports
Commission spent three years and millions of taxpayers' money examining the
evidence in a process that has been robust and rigorous; believes the
government should get on with making a decision on airport expansion in the
South East of England as swiftly as possible; further believes that every
additional period of delay will cost the UK billions in lost trade and investment
and damage the UK's competitiveness; therefore urges the government to use
the coming months to make rapid progress and announce a final decision in
parliament before the summer recess."
5.1.2 At present, neither the UK nor EU governments have specific policies for air
freight. However, the UK Draft Aviation Policy Framework states that:
“In the short term, to around 2020, a key priority for us is to continue to work
with the aviation industry and other stakeholders to make much better use of
existing runways at all UK airports.” (DfT, 2012, p. 19)
5.1.3 The 2013 Aviation Policy Framework makes clear the Government’s support for
aviation infrastructure and highlights the benefits to the economy of providing
transport and trade routes for imports and exports to the rest of the world (DfT, 2013, p.
16). Indeed, the policy framework states that:
“The UK’s continued economic success depends on being able to connect with
the countries and locations that are of most bene t to our economy. This is
important in relation both to destinations that fall into that category today
and those locations that will become crucial to our country’s economic success
in the future. While it remains vital for the UK to maintain its connectivity
with established markets such as the USA and in Europe, it is also important
that we take advantage of the growing opportunities presented in the
22 A body of Conservative Members of Parliament known formally as the Conservative Private
Members’ Committee
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emerging economies of the world to remain competitive in the global
economy.” (DfT, 2013, p. 28)
5.1.4 The Aviation Policy Framework indicates the Government’s concerns over the
falling number of destinations served by Heathrow Airport and the impact on
connectivity. Profitable routes are operated at higher frequencies, reducing the number
of destinations served (DfT, 2013, p. 28). This reduces the possibility of using belly
freight to those destinations no longer served from Heathrow and indicates the need for
dedicated freighters on those routes.
5.1.5 Indeed, in line with RiverOak’s desire to re-open and re-develop Manston
Airport, the Framework describes Government’s key priorities to around 2020 (DfT,
2013, p. 30) as:
•
•
•
•
•

making best use of existing capacity to improve performance, resilience and the
passenger experience;
encouraging new routes and services;
supporting airports outside the South East to grow and develop new
routes; and
better integrating airports into the wider transport network.

5.2 The potential effect of BREXIT on UK aviation
5.2.1 At the Royal Aeronautical Society’s conference held in October 2016 on the
effect on Britain’s aviation, aerospace and space sectors of the UK leaving the EU, David
Jones MP, the then Minister of State at the Department for Exiting the EU, stressed the
importance of the UK aerospace sector to the UK’s on-going prosperity. He said the UK’s
aerospace sector would be the economic and trade spearhead for forging new links with
the rest of the world. The MP stated that the sector is six times more productive than the
rest of the UK’s economy and will be central to building a new outward-looking Britain
and providing post-Brexit opportunities. As such, it seems counter-productive to allow a
potentially viable airport such as Manston to be used for housing.
5.2.2 There are many unknowns at this stage - prior to the completion of negotiations
– and building a future for the aviation sector will not be without risks. These risks
include the ability to influence future EU aviation policy, access to Galileo’s precision
satellite navigation signals, participation in the ATM SESAR initiative, collaboration in
aviation and military R&D programmes, and aviation market access 23 . Indeed, in
principle, UK airlines may lose their rights to fly between European countries. This will
adversely affect airlines such as EasyJet, where 24% of their seats are on flights between
countries remaining in the EU24.
5.2.3 One option for the UK will be to join the European Common Aviation Area
(ECAA)25. This is an agreement between the EU and partners from south-eastern and
northern Europe (including Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, Kosovo under UNSCR 1244,
Norway and Iceland). The objective of the ECAA was to integrate the EU’s neighbours in
southeast Europe in the EU's internal aviation market, which, at the time, consisted of
https://www.aerosociety.com/news/tailwind-or-turbulence-brexit-and-uk-aerospace/
https://peresuau.files.wordpress.com/2016/06/2016_06_28-brexit-suau-sanchez-lavanguardia.pdf
25 http://ec.europa.eu/transport/modes/air/international_aviation/country_index/ecaa_en.htm
23
24
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25 EU Member States as well as Norway and Iceland. ECAA airlines have open access to
the European single market in aviation.
5.2.4 The EU is currently the UK’s most important trade partner, accounting for half of
all UK exports and imports (Dhingra et al, 2015). Following the vote to exit the EU (socalled Brexit), Britain now has to negotiate Free Trade Agreements (FTA) with the EU. It
is likely the UK and the EU will agree trade deals but higher tariffs and non-tariff
barriers would make imports and exports more expensive, affecting trade between the
UK and the EU. Friction at the borders between EU countries and the UK, particularly at
the Channel ports, is likely to increase to meet the demands of security checks and
ensuring tariffs are paid where necessary. This may serve to switch transport away from
trucking to air freight, avoiding congestion at the Channel crossings. It is also likely that
increased trade will occur between Britain and more geographically distant countries.
Trucking of goods to these countries will not be an option thus increasing the need for
air freight, making the capacity Manston Airport can provide nationally significant to the
UK’s airport infrastructure.
5.2.5 Backloading (the transportation of cargo on a return trip, using empty space
paid for on the outward leg) from international airports is important as this helps
airlines to maximise profit on their return journeys. However, this requires fourth or
fifth freedom rights, depending if two non-UK countries are involved26. Freedoms of the
air are a set of commercial aviation rights that grant one country’s airlines privileges to
enter and land in another country’s airspace. They result from the Chicago Convention,
the Convention on International Civil Aviation of 1944 27. There are nine levels of
freedoms, where the first provides rights to overfly a foreign country and the eighth and
ninth provide full cabotage (rights to operate inside a foreign country). The fifth
freedom provides the right to operate between two foreign (non-domicile) countries
when the flight originates or terminates in the home country.
5.2.6 The events on the 22 March 2016 at Brussels Airport28, the 28 June 2016 at
Istanbul and the 18 March 2017 at Paris Orly have put airports around Europe on high
alert. London airports increased their security and are under pressure to check
everyone entering airport terminal buildings29. Airports in the UK and Europe carry out
security checks on passengers as they go airside. Once airside, some airlines scan hand
luggage again at the departure gate. Airports are not designed to security check all
visitors as they enter the airport. If required, it will cause huge delays and require
passengers to arrive many hours (almost certainly at least three) before their flight.
These delays impact belly freight, potentially making a switch to dedicated freighters
more likely. This is particularly the case for perishable and high value goods. However,
switching from belly freight to dedicated freighters requires slots to be available,
particularly in the South East. An operational Manston Airport with a focus on freight
would help to accommodate this potential increase, allowing the UK to maximise the
economic benefits it derives from trade with the rest of the world.

26 Freighters frequently ‘hop’ between countries rather than make point-to-point journeys to or
from the UK and one other overseas country
27 http://www.aviationlaw.eu/wp/wp-content/uploads/2013/09/Freedoms-of-the-AirExplained.pdf
28http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-3504030/Europe-s-biggest-airports-step-securityarmed-police-patrols-terror-attacks-Brussels.html
29 ITV news report, Good Morning Britain, 22nd March
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5.3 The continuing impact of e-commerce
5.3.1 E-commerce is the fastest growing retail market in Europe and North America
with online sales forecast to grow strongly year on year. In the UK, Germany, France,
The Netherlands, Sweden, Italy, Poland and Spain, this market grew from £132.05
billion in 2014 to £156.67 billion in 2015, a growth of 18.6%30. 2017 figures show
around 19% growth for the year in Europe31. In the US, digital sales during Thanksgiving
week (between 23 and 26 November, were at an all-time high of $13 billion, and
increase of 14.4% year-on-year32.
5.3.2 In the UK, the increasing use of smartphones for internet shopping has driven
online spending with UK retailers to £133 billion in 2016, 16% higher than 201533.
Retail is not the only market to migrate to e-commerce. The shift to consumer-driven
healthcare is creating new e-commerce opportunities throughout the supply chain
including retailers, manufacturers, and online merchants.
5.3.3

The International Air Transport Association (IATA) says that:
“E-commerce is a future growth driver for the air cargo industry, and
therefore there's an increasing need for speed, visibility and easy returns, all of
which will impact the logistics chain”34.

5.3.4 IATA’s figures for August 2017 show continued strong growth in the air freight
sector. Global freight tonne kilometres (FTKs) grew at 12% for the year with demand
increasing 2.5 times faster than capacity35. This growth coincides with increasing world
trade volumes, up 4.2% to end July 2017. IATA surveys also show increased confidence
in the market, with 58% of respondents expecting further increases in freight volumes
in the coming year and just 11% expecting a decrease36. Indeed, IATA says:
“The results of our latest survey of airline CFOs and heads of cargo, conducted
in early-July, suggest that the squeeze on industry profit margins peaked in the
first quarter of the year. 77% of respondents reported that profitability
increased in year-on-year terms in Q2 2017 – more than double the
corresponding share in the previous survey and the highest proportion in
almost seven years. Having been at or below the 50-mark for the past four
surveys, the weighted-average score jumped to its highest level in more than
two years.”
5.3.5 The impact of e-commerce on air freight has led to capacity issues and rate
increases. The air freight press is reporting the difficulties felt by forwarders and
shippers, with one commentator saying, “It’s a carrier’s market. Airlines are definitely
becoming more selective with what they take and accept. E-commerce is a massive issue
this year.37”
http://www.retailresearch.org/onlineretailing.php
https://ecommercenews.eu/ecommerce-europe-grows-19-percent-2017/
32 Adobe figures reported in https://aircargoworld.com/allposts/5-ways-that-this-years-cybermonday-shook-up-logistics/3/
33 https://www.imrg.org/media-and-comment/press-releases/uk-online-sales-in-2016/
34 http://www.iata.org/whatwedo/cargo/Pages/e-commerce-logistics.aspx
35 http://www.iata.org/whatwedo/Documents/economics/freight-analysis-aug-2017.pdf
36 http://www.iata.org/whatwedo/Documents/economics/bcs-jul-17.pdf
37 https://theloadstar.co.uk/forwarders-shippers-caught-updraught-air-cargo-perfect-storm/
30
31
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5.3.6 Since countries with 1% better air cargo connectivity engage in 6% more
trade 38 , it is imperative for the UK, particularly post-Brexit, to ensure our
manufacturers, importers and exporters are fully globally connected, with
unconstrained access to air freight transportation.
5.3.7 The potential for further dependence on air freight due to the impact of ecommerce is set against the freight capacity constraints at South East airports.
Addressing these capacity constraints by bring Manston Airport back into the UK airport
network seems to be vital for the continued and growing prosperity of the UK. Without
rapid increases in freight capacity, the UK will suffer even greater economic losses than
those currently described (see for example Centre for Business Research, 2016).

38

http://www.iata.org/whatwedo/cargo/Pages/index.aspx
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6 Manston Airport
6.0.1 Manston Airport is located on the Isle of Thanet in East Kent, 17 miles from the
Port of Dover, 65 miles from Central London and 60 miles from the Port of Tilbury.
Figure 4 shows the airport’s location in the South East of the UK. The airport’s runway
has a length of 2,742-metres and a width of 61 metres, heading 10/28. It is capable of
handling all types of aircraft. The airport has been closed to traffic since May 2014.
Figure 4

Map showing location of Manston Airport

6.1 History
6.1.1 Manston has been an airfield since the Great War. In 1915, aircraft began using
farmland at Manston for emergency landings when unable to use their destination
landing strip on top of the cliffs at Westgate. By the end of 1916, there were two units
stationed at the Admiralty Aerodrome at Manston. By 1939 and the outbreak of World
War II, Manston was still an all-grass airfield. It was from here that Barnes Wallace
designed and tested his bouncing bombs in the sea near Reculver in preparation for the
Dambusters raids. In the 1940s, the runway at Manston, the longest and widest in
southern England at the time, was built to assist the safe landing of badly damaged
aircraft returning from Europe.
6.1.2 In 1958, Manston became a joint RAF and civil airfield and played a key role in
the early and developing years of charter air travel. From this time and during the
1960s, the airport was home to a fleet of five Hermes 4A aircraft, operating successful
passenger services from Manston to Le Tourquet for Silver City Airways. In 1961, one of
the directors of Silver City, Wing Commander Hugh Kennard, founded Air Ferry, which
flew charter flights from Manston. When the company was taken over by Air Holdings
Group, Kennard founded Invicta Airways, which operated passenger and cargo flights
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from Manston. Indeed, during the summer of 1965, 120,143 passengers were flown
from Manston to destinations including Basel, Dusseldorf, Luxembourg, Malaga, Palma,
and Seville39. The airline operated from Manston throughout its 18-year history.
6.1.3 In terms of passenger operations, several charter services have used the airport
over the years of its operation. In the 1990s there were summer services to Jersey,
Mallorca, Crete, Cyprus, and the former Yugoslavia. Operators such as Dan Air, the
Yugoslavian carrier, Aviogenex, and Aspro Holidays operated successful services from
Manston. For several years, Manston hosted seasonal charter flights connecting cruise
line passengers from the USA to the Port of Dover. In 2001 this operation accounted for
some 9,000 passengers. The airport arranged bonded transportation by coach between
the airport and the port so that passengers cleared customs and immigration in Dover.
Their baggage was not reclaimed at the airport but delivered to their cabin on the cruise
ship.
6.1.4 In 1999, RAF Manston was closed and ownership of the airport passed to the
private sector. The Wiggins Group plc/PlaneStation first purchased the civilian enclave
from Seaborne Aviation in 1997, completing the purchase of the remainder of the
Airport from the MOD in 1999. The Wiggins Group plc/PlaneStation owed the airport
until 2005. Infratil, a New Zealand company who also operated Prestwick (Glasgow)
airport, took control of Manston in 2005. The Airport has enjoyed a unique position in
the hearts of local people. In 2005, the residents of Thanet expressed, “broad support for
the proposed expansion of the airport” (MORI, 2005) with 85% in favour of expansion of
the airport of which 63% were strongly in favour. More recently, many local people have
campaigned vigorously to save the Airport from housing development and a number of
action groups coordinate the continuing activities of Manston Airport’s supporters.
6.1.5 The low cost carrier EUJet had a base at Manston between 2004 and 2005. The
airline used a small fleet of Fokker 100 jets and had a schedule including 21 domestic
and European destinations. Between 2010 and March 2012, Flybe operated a daily
service from Manston to Edinburgh, Belfast and Manchester. In April 2013, KLM began a
twice-daily service between Manston and Amsterdam, which ended when the airport’s
owners gave notice it was closing.
6.1.6 Helicopter search and rescue operations ran from Manston from the early 1960s
until the closure of the RAF base in 1995 (with some small gaps). Manston was the
preferred Search and Rescue airport for the area but the closure of the airport forced the
contract to be re-awarded.
6.1.7 One of the questions raised by those who doubt Manston’s ability to attract air
traffic, is why other operators have been unsuccessful. Manston was first privatised in
1999. Sold to the Wiggins Group (later PlaneStation plc), the airport attracted a
considerable amount of air freight traffic. However, in 2004/5, the company purchased
the low cost airline, EUJet, without apparently completing satisfactory due diligence. In
2005, both PlaneStation and EUJet went into administration.
6.1.8 Ownership of the airport passed to Infratil, a New Zealand-based company.
Under their management the airport continued to attract freight traffic and instigated a
twice-daily rotation with KLM to Amsterdam. However, as Pauline Bradley, Director of
39 Woodley, C. (2014) Flying to the Sun: A History of Britain's Holiday Airlines. Available from
https://books.google.com/books?isbn=0750968702
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Manston Skyport (owners of Manston from 2013), says, the airport suffered from the
physical distance between its ownership and operation 40 . Infratil’s management of
Manston seemed to lack a business plan or strategic direction. Indeed, the airport’s
management made little investment in their facilities, something airlines would expect
to demonstrate a commitment to the medium and long term. Other competing facilities
at Stansted, East Midlands, and Doncaster invested significantly and benefited in terms
of traffic growth. The constraints imposed on prior operations by the airport’s
infrastructure limited the potential for business development, particularly since
Manston’s attraction to air freight customers was in its turnaround times. With
increased numbers, these would be severely impeded without the major investment
proposed by Riveroak.
6.1.9 In 2013, Infratil sold Manston Airport for £1 to Ann Gloag, co-founder of the
Stagecoach Group. Sir Roger Gale, giving evidence at the Transport Select Committee’s
smaller airports inquiry, said Ann Gloag “had no intention of running this as an airport
and every intention of seeking to turn this into an asset stripping property development”41.
Ms Gloag pledged to keep the airport open for two years but within months the airport
was closed.

6.2 Previous operations
6.2.1 Before its closure, the operators of Manston Airport managed all airport
activities including ATC, fire cover, security, ground handling, catering, duty-free and
slot allocation. The airport focused on the cargo market whilst also providing passenger
flights. In terms of cargo, Manston Airport established a reputation for speedy handling
of perishable cargo, with unloading and throughput times much faster than competitor
airports. By 2012, Manston was carrying around 31,000 tonnes of cargo per year. Table
5 shows the extent of the airport’s operation from 2004 until its closure in 2014.
Table 5 Manston Airport operations
Year
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014 (Airport
closed in May)

Tonnes of
cargo
26,626
7,612
20,841
28,371
25,673
30,038
28,103
27,495
31,078
29,306
12,696

ATMs
3,460
4,862
913
1,205
798
811
1,469
1,965
1,004
2,073
778

Passengers
100,592
206,875
9,845
15,556
11,625
5,335
25,692
37,169
8,262
40,143
12,385

Source: Department for Transport Statistics, Table 02.2 Summary of Activity at UK
Airports, 2004 to 2014
40 http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commonsselect/transport-committee/news/smaller-airports-ev2/ on 2nd February 2015
41 As above
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6.2.2 Since Manston Airport suffered from a severe lack of investment, and constraints
on the ground are likely to have resulted in capacity restrictions that prevented growth
past the figures for cargo shown in Table 5. With only one cargo stand, aircraft were
unable to exit to the runway if another aircraft taxied into the cargo area behind it. The
airport had limited storage, had not invested in up-to-date handling equipment, and
closed their Border Inspection Post. In spite of the lack of investment, there was
considerable growth in Manston’s cargo market from 2010 until 2013. This growth, as
shown below42, indicates that Manston Airport, with the investment required could have
a strong future.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

2010: 4 weekly freighters
2012: 7 weekly freighters
2013: 9 weekly freighters
2014: 13 weekly freighters
2013: 5th busiest UK airport on tonnage handled
2013: Overtook Luton Airport to become 4th busiest airport in the South East
2013: 3rd busiest UK airport handling dedicated freighters

6.2.3 In 2011, York Aviation reviewed the then owner’s forecasts for Manston in light
of proposed night time operating. Referring to Boeing and Airbus world freight forecasts
for 5.9% growth per annum, York Aviation stated that Manston Airport:
“stands to benefit from these levels of growth within the South East of England
due to the likely growth of constraints in airport capacity in the region.” (York
Aviation, 2011, para 2.22, p. 13)
Since 2011, these constraints have increased considerably and a final Government
decision on where to allow additional capacity has yet to be made.

6.3 Infrastructure
6.3.1 The Manston site extends to some 730 acres (296 hectares), 618 (250 hectares)
on the main site and 114 (46 hectares) on the Northern Grass. Whilst the airport has
been decommissioned, buildings that housed the passenger terminal and office facilities,
Border Inspection Post (BIP) and cargo hangers still stand, as does the car parking area.
The existing taxiway network requires modification in order to allow Manston Airport
to attract the widest range of operators as well as being EASA compliant. Improvements
would include a new taxiway parallel to the runway, new taxiways linking the aprons
and stands, and modifications to existing taxiways to ensure gradients are EASA
compliant.
6.3.2 Much of the equipment that was installed at the airport when it closed has now
been removed. This, however, is not seen as a drawback as RiverOak plans to upgrade to
state-of-the-art navigation and operational equipment. A new radar facility will be
installed in its original position to the northwest of the site on what is known as the
Northern Grass. Modifications to the airport site will match the forecast produced for
Manston. In particular, construction work will allow for the parking of up to 11 aircraft
(eight freighters and three passenger) including those classified as Codes E and F43.
Provided by Alan McQuarrie, cargo manager at Manston Airport at time of closure
Aircraft codes are defined by ICAO (Annex 14) and derive from the most restrictive of either
the aircraft wingspan or the aircraft outer main gear wheel span. Codes E and F cover the largest
42
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Access to the new cargo facility, which will cover approximately 66,000 m2, is proposed
from the B2190 (Spitfire Way) to the west of the existing access.
6.3.3 RiverOak Strategic Partners intend to redevelop the site, providing standing for
eight freight aircraft and three stands for passenger use. Airport improvements will also
include cargo storage and handling, and a new passenger terminal, within two years of
taking ownership and before reopening Manston Airport. Construction and
development will allow the airport to accommodate at least 10,000 freight movements
and up to one million passengers per year within the first six years of operation. Further
developments will be made in the medium-term to accommodate the predicted increase
in both freight and passenger traffic.
6.3.4 Almost all air cargo is intermodal in that is has to be transferred from airport to
final destination by surface transport, generally by road on trucks. Surface access is
therefore vital to the success of a freight airport and Manston has good arterial road
links. The completion of the East Kent Access Road (A299) means that Manston is now
accessible directly from the national trunk road network. In terms of drive time, the
airport is less than 60 minutes from the M25 London Orbital, significantly widening the
passenger catchment area of the airport.
6.3.5 The proposed new Lower Thames Crossing, announced in April 2017, will
improve access from Manston to Essex, Suffolk and Norfolk, reducing travel times from
the M25 and onto the M11, A1, and M1. The new proposed crossing means that freight
arriving and leaving Manston Airport from/to continental Europe avoids the need to
further congest the M25. Manston Airport has excellent high-speed rail links from
Ramsgate station, less than 10 minutes’ drive from the airport, to Ashford International
and Central London.

6.4 Airspace issues
6.4.1 Airspace is an essential element in determining whether Manston is viable as an
airport. Major airports must be able to integrate into the European Air Traffic
Management Network, which considers air routes, airways and airports across Europe
in a seamless and contiguous manner. Successful integration entails connectivity identifying suitable entry and exit points to join and leave the network – as well as
minimising impact by ensuring aircraft can climb to cruising altitude without blocking
multiple levels. The South East of England, and the London area in particular, has
amongst the busiest and most congested airspace in Europe. However, as Figure 5
shows, from an airspace perspective, Manston’s location is ideal. The airport is
sufficiently close to the confluence and convergence of major routes, such as those that
converge on the Dover beacon, to be able to exploit them whilst sufficiently far away for
aircraft to gain height safely before doing so. Aircraft departing from Manston can climb
to 6,500 feet (and higher if routed to the north) before having any impact on the
efficiency of the Air Traffic Management network.
6.4.2 From an airspace perspective, expansion of an airport also requires
consideration of the impact on adjacent airfields and traffic patterns, the routing of civil
and military aircraft operating in the area, and the impact on third parties on the ground
in terms of safety and noise. The recent proposed airspace changes at airports in the
London area highlight the considerable resistance from the broader aviation
aircraft. Code E includes B747 -100, 200, 200, 400, B777, B787 and A330. Code F includes B747-8
and A380-800

Page 31 of 46

community. Both civil and military stakeholders raised objections because of the
potential impact on their operations as well concerns over noise.
Figure 5

Aeronautical chart showing location of Manston Airport

Source: UK(L)1, No 1 AIDU, Flight Information Publication, En-route Low Altitude,
Southern UK (for reference only)
6.4.3 Although any proposed changes to airspace would be subject to extensive public
and aviation stakeholder consultation, development at Manston would have no adverse
impact on either civil or military aviation in the area. Indeed, the infrastructure at
Manston previously allowed the airport to be designated for emergency diversions for
aircraft crossing the Channel. Manston is outside the London Terminal
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Manoeuvring/Control Area (TMA) and can therefore provide landing facilities for
emergency incidents without causing disruption to the London airports.
6.4.4 For aircraft approaching from the east, the vast majority of the flight path will be
over the sea. Only the final 2.5 miles are over land, which includes 1.5 miles over-flight
of part of Ramsgate. For aircraft approaching from the west, the area is comparatively
lightly populated. Aircraft approaching in this direction may route over Herne Bay but
will have an altitude of around 2,400 feet at this point. As part of the development of
approach and departure flight paths and operating procedures for Manston Airport,
population densities would be taken into account to minimise the number of people
affected by aviation noise. Such proposals would be subject to close scrutiny by the CAA
as part of their Airspace Change Process.
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7 Future potential opportunities for Manston Airport
7.0.1 The previous sections have made a clear case for the reopening of Manston as a
freight-focused airport with supplementary passenger operations. Capacity constraints
in the South East have particularly affected freighter aircraft. Heathrow Airport lands
very few freighter aircraft and with Stansted Airport reaching its current operating
capacity, particularly at peak times, the situation is becoming increasingly critical,
resulting in air freight being trucked to and from northern European airports.
7.0.2 Airports are both drivers of economic growth in a region as well as drawing on
the success of the region to fuel their own growth. In March 2015, Kent County Council,
in their brochure, ‘Manston Airport under private ownership: The story to date and
future prospects’ say that, “For decades we have argued that Manston was a sleeping
giant: a regional and national asset.” (KCC, 2015, p. 2) Looking to the future, there are a
number of pertinent developments that, whilst not critical to the viability of Manston,
are likely to increase the success of the airport including:
•
•
•

The extent of local support for Manston Airport
Thames Estuary Growth Commission 2050
The Lower Thames Crossing

7.0.3 The developments described in this section substantiate the claim that Manston
Airport should be designated as nationally significant infrastructure and a valuable asset
to Thanet, East Kent, the South East of England, and to the UK.

7.1 Support for Manston Airport
7.1.1 In terms of its political environment, at a local level, the debate about Manston
Airport provided a focal point during the 2015 General Election. Both Thanet’s Members
of Parliament, Thanet North MP, Sir Roger Gale, and Thanet South MP, Craig Mackinlay,
made an undertaking during the election campaign to make every effort to ensure
Manston became a working airport again. Sir Roger Gale has been a staunch supporter
of Manston airport as his website44, makes clear. On the 8 February 2017 he made the
point that Brexit will drive the need for additional capacity in the South East. He says:
“Last year air freight traffic grew by nearly seven per cent. With Brexit and the
need to compensate for the loss of European business by developing new
markets in Asia and the Far East we are going to need much more freight, as
well as passenger, capacity in the South East. That capacity, without Manston
Airport simply will not be available. The facility is going to be vital to service
our Country's immediate and future needs.” (Gale’s View, 8 February 2017)
7.1.2 Thanet District Council was a long-time supporter of the Airport. In May 2015,
UKIP (UK Independence Party) won control of Thanet District Council with 33 seats.
Their campaign majored on their support for Manston Airport and their promise to
instigate a CPO. The Conservatives, who won 18 seats, were also pro-Manston Airport.
7.1.3 There are a number of local action groups who support Manston Airport. These
groups have been actively campaigning for the reinstatement of operations at the

44

www.rogergale.co.uk
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airport. Indeed, research by MORI in 200545 evidenced the local support. The study,
which was conducted for Thanet District Council as part of the Section 106 Agreement
consultation, was based on a representative telephone survey of 500 residents of
Thanet, 2,340 postal and electronic questionnaires, and in depth interviews with 10 key
stakeholders. When asked by MORI about local support for the expansion of Manston
Airport, 85% were in support, of which 63% were strongly in support (MORI, 2005, p.
4). Only 8% of the population were in opposition, of which 5% were strongly opposed.
The most frequently given reason for the local people’s support of the airport was about
the job creation an airport brings to the area.
7.1.4 In July 2014, a petition was presented to the Prime Minister by the local MPs, Sir
Roger Gale and Laura Sandys, TG Aviation, and the Save Manston Airport group. The
petition had 26,524 signatures in support of re-opening Manston as an operational
airport.
7.1.5 In July 2016, RiverOak conducted a non-statutory consultation at six locations in
Thanet and East Kent. Approximately 1,400 local residents attended the public
consultation meetings, which were held in Broadstairs, Margate, Ramsgate, Sandwich,
Canterbury, and Herne Bay. Analysis of the responses to the 2016 non-statutory
consultation show that 90% of the 822 responses to the consultation were in support of
the reopening of the Airport, with only 8% against and 2% undecided. Opposition to the
Airport has remained constant at around 8% since the MORI study in 2005.
7.1.6 The findings from the statutory consultation held during the summer of 2017
are published separately. However, as with previous research, support for Manston
Airport remains strong. Of those who answered the question “To what extent do you
agree or disagree with our proposals for Manston Airport” (1,806 people), 64% strongly
agree and tend to agree. Conversely, 35% strongly disagree and tend to disagree as
shown in Figure 6.
Figure 6

Extent of agreement/disagreement with proposals for Manston Airport

45 http://hbm2015.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/2005-04-S106-Consultation-MORIresults.pdf
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7.1.7 The representative from No Night Flights (a campaign group set up to prevent
the introduction of scheduled night flights at Manston), Ms Ros McIntyre, gave evidence
to the Transport Select Committee on the 2 February 2015. When asked whether her
views against the development of Manston Airport were representative of the local
population, she responded, “the most honest answer anybody can give you is that nobody
knows”. Thanet District Council engaging MORI to carry out a representative survey to
gauge the feeling of local residents. Their findings suggest Ms McIntyre’s response was
not correct. Also, whilst providing evidence to the Select Committee, her interpretation
of the MORI study was that local people “were two to one against night flights”. This is
not supported by the report, which states:
“The vast majority (96%) also say that their current quality of life is either not
very much or not at all affected by passenger flights at night. There is little
differentiation between night-time passenger and cargo flights, with 93%
saying that their quality of life is affected not very much or not at all.” (MORI,
2005, p. 5)
7.1.8 Indeed, even for those living under the flight path, only a small percentage said
their quality of life was affected either a great deal (8%) or a fair amount (11%) by night
passenger flights and night cargo flights respectively. The proportions for those living in
areas away from the flight path were 2% and 4% for night passenger and cargo flights
respectively (MORI, 2005). Since this time, there have been a number of innovations in
aviation and technological advancements are addressing key issues and redefining the
sector. Reductions in aircraft weight, more efficient engines and aircraft, and sustainable
aviation fuels are having radical impacts on some of the negative aspects of flying. These
developments will impact all airports, making aviation quieter and cleaner, thereby
reducing the negative impacts on those who live close to airports.

7.2 The Thames Estuary 2050 project
7.2.1 During his 2016 budget speech, the Chancellor of the Exchequer announced the
extension of the Thames Gateway project. Lord Heseltine has been commissioned to
develop and implement a plan to create high productivity clusters along the Thames
Estuary. The development zone is a critical economic corridor, linking the Channel
Tunnel and the seaports of Tilbury and Dover with London. This corridor includes
Manston Airport, the only freight-viable airport within the Thames Estuary area. As part
of the ambitious Thames Estuary 2050 project, a freight-focused airport at Manston will
provide a considerable boost to the local and regional economies. In 2015, the UK
missed out on at least £9.5bn in potential trade with emerging economies due to the lack
of runway capacity (Centre for Business Research, 2016). The presence of a freightfocused airport in the Thames Gateway will provide businesses with the means to
import and export high value, time-sensitive and perishable goods and alleviate some of
the trade that is currently lost due to a lack of UK airport infrastructure.

7.3 The Lower Thames Crossing
7.3.1 The proposed new crossing, once complete, will allow surface traffic to access
Manston Airport from the east of the Country without negotiating the M25 and the
associated bottlenecks. This will be particularly important for freight since trucks would
be able to operate between Manston and East London, the East of England, and onwards
to the Midlands and the North. The improvement to road infrastructure in Kent is
expected to negate the previous accessibility issues that were previously raised about
the location of Manston Airport. Indeed, since Manston is located to the south east of
London, closer to continental Europe, using the airport saves fuel (potentially around
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$2,000 to $3,000 per movement46) and crew time. This saving for airlines adds to the
attractiveness of Manston as a London area airport.

7.4 Manston’s role in the resilience of the UK airport network
7.4.1 In addition to benefit of having local support and the ability to harness the
opportunities outlined above, an operational airport at Manston has the benefit of
providing valuable resilience in the UK airport network. This is particularly vital at
times when nearby airports such as Heathrow and Gatwick are closed or restricted.
Manston Airport has a long and wide runway with hard standing available away from
the runway, which makes the airport particularly important as an emergency diversion
airport. Stansted, the current South East diversion airport, has to be closed during an
emergency, causing major disruption to passenger flights, which can cause knock on
effects such as missed connections.

7.5 Capacity restrictions at Schiphol Airport
7.5.1 Amsterdam’s Schiphol Airport has an annual quota restricting its operation. The
Alders Agreement of 2008 and the Aviation Policy Memorandum (Luchtvaartnota) set
medium term (to 2020) limits on aircraft movements. The 2020 maximum was set at
510,000 movements of which 32,000 can take place at night or early morning. It was
envisaged that regional airports, including Eindhoven and Lelystad, would be used to
provide 70,000 movements in additional capacity.
7.5.2 Air traffic movements at Schiphol increased from 450,679 in 2015 to 478,864 in
201647. The year-to-date figure for August 2017 is 4.2% higher than the same period in
2016. For this reason, it is expected that the airport will exceed its agreed quota by the
end of the year. Therefore, in September 2017, it was announced that air traffic capacity
constraints will be introduced at Schiphol for the forthcoming winter season.
7.5.3 These constraints mean that slots may be de-allocated to airlines that have failed
to use less than 80% of their requested flight schedules. Since air freight is less
predictable than passenger transport, it is likely that freighter airlines will be most
affected48. Indeed, the airport estimates that full freighter movements could be reduced
by 10.5% in 2018, approximately 1,900 ATMs. One of the operators affected is Russia’s
AirBridge Cargo. The Netherlands Trade Union Confederation (FNV) has said that
hundreds of jobs are at stake with Menzies Aviation reportedly cutting 101 positions49.
7.5.4 Schiphol currently handles around 1.7 million tonnes of freight. 2016 saw an
increase of 2.5% and the January to August 2017 figure shows a 8.3% increase
compared to the same period in 2016. Whilst the quota will be reviewed for the period
from 2020, the airport is planning a new passenger terminal by 2023, which will
increase Schiphol’s capacity by 14 million passengers per year to more than 70 million.
In terms of ATMs, any new agreement would need to be substantially higher to
accommodate both increasing passenger and freighter movements.

See comment by an interviewee detailed in Volume II
Figures from https://www.schiphol.nl/en/schiphol-group/page/transport-and-trafficstatistics/
48 http://www.aircargonews.net/news/airport/single-view/news/schiphol-airport-braces-forloss-of-105-of-freighter-slots.html
49 https://www.ch-aviation.com/portal/news/59960-airbridge-cargo-loses-schiphol-slotsseeks-alternatives
46
47
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7.5.5 Manston Airport, focused on air freight, may benefit from the relocation of
operations from Schiphol and the knock-on effect in northern Europe. As airports in the
region become increasingly congested, many seem to preference passenger services,
squeezing out freight, particularly dedicated freighters. Indeed, the ACI say that:
“With demand for air travel set to increase by 50% by 2035, airport capacity
is one of the most pressing issues facing European mobility today. As
competing global hubs in the Middle East and other emerging economies
power ahead with their own infrastructure roll-outs, European air traffic is set
to be heavily congested in 2035. EUROCONTROL estimates that 12% of
demand will be unaccommodated, meaning 237 million passengers unable to
fly.”50
7.5.6 These constraints may have a significant impact on freighter operations and
affect logistics centres based around airports such as Schiphol. Scarcity in capacity tends
to increase air cargo rates (and passenger fares – see Burghouwt et al, 2017), which
impacts businesses in the supply chain. As such, freighter operators and the distribution
centres, logistic operations and other supporting businesses may choose to leave
airports like Schiphol and locate elsewhere. Airports who focus on freight and
understand the nature of the industry, which does not follow the more regular patterns
of the passenger market, seem likely to benefit. A freight-focused operation at Manston
Airport, in the South East of England but close to the rest of Europe, may provide an
ideal option.

7.6 Enterprise Zones
7.7.1 In the 2011 Budget, the Government announced the creation of a number of
Enterprise Zones across England. Enterprise Zones define a geographical area where
fiscal incentives and simplified planning controls encourage businesses to flourish by
reducing the barriers to growth. Enterprise Zones have been established to include or be
based around a number of airports including Manchester, Luton, Newquay and Cardiff.
The Government’s Draft Aviation Policy Framework (DfT, 2012, pp. 28-9) outlines the
effect of Enterprise Zone Status on airports including transforming airports into
international business destinations, creating jobs, and attracting investment to boost air
connectivity and maximise economic impact. Should Manston Airport re-open, it may be
possible to apply to the Government for Enterprise Zone status, providing incentives for
businesses to locate to the area, bringing additional employment and economic benefits
to Thanet. These businesses might include a Maintenance, Repair and Overhaul (MRO)
facility, an aircraft recycling facility, the return of the flying school, and a business jet
operation.

50

https://www.aci-europe.org/policy/position-papers.html?view=group&group=1&id=1
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8 Conclusions
This report set out to answer three key questions.
1. Does the UK require additional airport capacity to meets its political, economic,
and social aims?
The forecasts discussed in this report highlight the need for additional airport capacity.
These forecasts show that 80,000 (York Aviation, 2015) movements will be unmet by
current capacity by 2050. Even with the third runway at Heathrow Airport, capacity for
45,000 movements will need to be found (York Aviation, 2015). The UK patently and
urgently requires additional airport infrastructure. Without this, the UK is
haemorrhaging potential trade, particularly with non-EU countries. In monetary terms,
the UK missed out on at least £9.5 billion in potential trade in 2015 and is predicted to
accumulate losses at the rate of £1.1 million every hour (CEBR, 2016).
2. Should this additional capacity be located in the South East of England?
The London airports facilitate 76% of the UK’s air freight (Oxford Economics, 2013, p. 3)
and all London airports will be at capacity by 2030 (Airports Commission, 2013, p. 20).
The South East is particularly hard hit by the lack of airport capacity with losses in
potential trade running at £2 billion each year (CEBR, 2016). Demand is driven by
where airlines want to fly to and from and demand is highest in the South East.
Dedicated freighters have been squeezed out of Heathrow Airport and potentially
moved from Stansted Airport as they focus on passengers as their preferred market. The
other airports in the South East either do not have the runway length or space for
warehousing to accommodate a vibrant freight operation, which may be seen,
particularly by LCCs who do not carry belly freight, to interfere with passengers
operations.
3. Can Manston Airport, with investment from RiverOak, relieve pressure on the
UK’s airport network and meet the requirement of a nationally significant
infrastructure project?
Manston Airport was operational for 100 years until its closure in May 2014. Due to its
size, location and lack of airspace constraints, Manston has the potential to attract and
accommodate at least 10,000 cargo movements per year. Manston Airport would seem
to be the only viable option for a freight-based airport in the South East in the short,
medium, and long-term. Moreover, the work in this report shows that the addition of a
third runway at Heathrow Airport does not change the need for a freight-based airport
at Manston.
It is clear from the data presented in this report that the answer to each of the questions
posed is yes. Manston Airport can be operational in as little as two years from the
transfer of its ownership to an airport operator. Its strategic location, runway length and
potential to accommodate all necessary infrastructure together with the considerable
local backing mean it is without comparison in the UK. No other airport in the South
East is so well supported. As this report shows, Manston is the only airport in the South
East that can provide airport infrastructure for freight cargo that is badly needed by the
UK now and in the long term.
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Executive Summary
The research detailed in this report seeks to examine the demand for Manston Airport
as a freight hub for the South East of the UK with additional passenger and general
aviation services. There is clear demand for additional airport capacity in the South East
of England, with evidence that existing airports are increasingly focusing on the
passenger market as they near capacity.
Manston Airport is located in the South East where aviation industry demand is highest
and most constrained (DfT, 2017). The airport has an ideal airspace location; benefits
from easy surface access to London and the rest of the UK; and can provide rapid
handling and turnaround times for air freight. The airport would provide almost
immediate relief to the pressing situation that is causing £2 billion in potential trade to
be lost to the South East each year we remain without additional runway capacity
(Centre for Business Research, 2016). Indeed, examples of unconstrained freightfocused airports in Europe, such as Frankfurt Main, show the difference between a true
market, where capacity is available to attract freighter flights, and a constrained market
such as that in London.
Assessing demand for freight is no easy matter, with forecasts usually calculated by
extrapolating past trends for a region or country before allocating a proportion to
individual airports. This approach may miss any currently unmet demand, which for the
South East of the UK is calculated to be around 80,000 movements without new capacity
and 45,000 with a third runway at Heathrow by 2050 (York Aviation, 2015, p. 19).
Evidence collected for this report suggests that vast amounts of freight are already
trucked to and from northern European airports, losing revenue for UK airports and
increasing costs for all those in the supply chain. Indeed, findings from the literature
review suggest a lack of datasets for freight forecasting, the unreliability of using
historic data to predict the future, the inability to infer forecasts for individual airports
from national figures, and the volatility in the freight sector. Academic and industry
experts contacted through this research process confirmed these findings, validating the
qualitative approach taken.
The work detailed in this report therefore applies a qualitative method to identify
demand for potential sectoral and geographic freight, passenger and other aviation
markets. As such, the report provides qualitative demand data, derived from 24
interviews with industry experts, that underpins the proposal to retain Manston as an
airport and redevelop the site as a nationally significant infrastructure project.
A number of issues have been identified through this research, which present
opportunities for Manston Airport including:
•
•
•
•

The lack of available slots at South East airports
Bumping1 of freight from passenger aircraft
Security issues particularly with outsized cargo
Speed of turnaround and bottlenecks for air freight

1 Bumping in this context means air freight that has been booked onto a passenger flight is
denied loading. Interviewees contacted for this research explain that this may happen numerous
times before the goods are loaded into the belly-hold of a passenger flight.
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Interviewees have provided insight into the potential markets for Manston Airport,
which include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Perishables including fruit, vegetables, flowers, fish, and shellfish
Outsized freight
Express freight
Formula One and luxury cars
Live animals (for breeding or racing)
Time sensitive items such as aircraft and the oil and gas industry
Humanitarian and military flights

The research has also identified opportunities for aircraft recycling, an on-site
maintenance, repair and overhaul facility (MRO), a Fixed Base Operation (FBO), and a
flying school. Additionally, there is the potential to attract an integrator to Manston
Airport, which would dramatically increase the profitability of the airport.
In terms of passenger services, this research has identified opportunities including
providing a base for a number of low cost carrier aircraft (LCCs), for charter and
scheduled flights, and for a tie up with Dover Harbour Board to receive passengers
destined for cruise ships. The proposed London Resort and Ebbsfleet Garden City
developments are expected to increase demand for both in and outbound flights. The
proposed Lower Thames Crossing will improve accessibility by road to Manston Airport
and the Thames Estuary 2050 regeneration project will benefit from the presence of a
freight-focused airport and will, in turn, stimulate demand for the airport.
This report concludes that Manston Airport is of strategic importance to the UK, having
the ability to attract significant air traffic to meet the criteria of a national significant
airport. In light of the findings described in this report, there can be little doubt that, in
an increasingly competitive economic climate, the UK cannot afford to lose one of its
long-serving airports. This report shows that Manston Airport is a valuable regional and
national asset, capable of providing infrastructure badly needed by the UK and playing a
role in helping Britain’s connectedness and trade with the rest of the world.

II

Definitions and abbreviations
ACI
Air freight
ATM
BAA
Backload
Belly freight
BTO
CAA
Cargo
Consolidator
CPO
DCO
Dedicated
carrier
DfT
EASA
EIA
EU
EUROCONTROL
FAA
FBO
Freight
Freight
forwarder
GVA
IATA
ICAO
ICT
JIT
LCC
LCY
LGW
LHR
Long haul
MRO
NAPAM
Short haul
SIX
STN
TfL
WTO

Airports Council International
The carriage of goods by aircraft
Air Transport Movement and/or Air Traffic Movement
Formally the British Airports Authority
The transportation of cargo on a return trip to the originating airport
Cargo stowed under the main deck of a passenger aircraft
Build-to-Order
Civil Aviation Authority
The term cargo and freight are used interchangeably in this report and
refer to goods carried by road, sea or air
A person or company who combines small volumes of commodities
from different originators so they can be shipped together and who
usually owns the aircraft used for transport
Compulsory Purchase Order
Development Consent Order
An aircraft that transports only freight (not passengers)
Department for Transport
European Aviation Safety Agency
Environmental Impact Assessment
European Union
European Organisation for the Safety of Air Navigation
Federal Aviation Administration
Fixed Base Operation
The term freight and cargo are used interchangeably in this report and
refer to goods carried by road, sea or air
A person or company that organises the shipment of commodities from
an originator (manufacturer, producer, etc.) to a destination (customer,
etc.) but generally does not own the aircraft used in the transport
Gross Value Added
International Air Transport Association
International Civil Aviation Organisation
Information and communications technology
Just-in-time, a manufacturing system that allows materials or
components to be delivered just as they are required in the
manufacturing process, thereby minimising storage costs
Low cost carrier
London City Airport
London Gatwick Airport
London Heathrow Airport
No generally agreed definition as ‘long’ or ‘short’ is subjective. In
Europe, a flight taking more than four hours to complete and/or
originating/destined outside Europe is considered long haul
Maintenance, repair and overhaul facility
National Air Passenger Allocation Model
As above. Short haul in Europe generally indicates a flight within
Europe so taking around four hours or less to complete
Standard Industrial Classification
Stansted Airport
Transport for London
World Trade Organization
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1 Introduction
1.1 Background and rationale
1.1.1 This report is the second in a series of documents that make the case for
Manston Airport to return to full operation. These reports cover:
•
•

•
•

Volume I: The need for airport capacity in the South East of the UK and the
potential role of Manston Airport as part of the UK’s airport network
Volume II: The findings from a qualitative study that identifies the push
and pull attractors for Manston Airport and details the opportunities and
the sectoral and geographical markets the research uncovered
Volume III: The forecast for air freight and passenger traffic for Manston Airport
over the first twenty years of operation
Volume IV: A description of the socio-economic impacts of the operation of
Manston Airport as described by the forecast in the third volume of this body of
work

1.1.2 There is an urgent need for airport capacity in the South East of the UK as
outlined in the first report in this series, Manston Airport: A national and regional
aviation asset: Volume I: Demand in the south east of the UK. Whilst the Government have
now decided to support the proposed construction of a third runway at Heathrow, it will
take many years before the political, legal, environmental and development issues are
resolved and a third runway is operational. In these intervening years, likely to be until
at least 20302, the UK will suffer continued airport congestion and lose the economic
benefits associated with meeting demand for air travel. Even with a third runway in
place there will still be a need to accommodate additional freight.
1.1.3 Having noted the opportunity to reopen Manston Airport in 2014, RiverOak, a
UK-registered investment company, began the process of negotiating with the owner of
the airport, Ann Gloag, co-founder of the Stagecoach organisation. However, approaches
to Ms Gloag have been unsuccessful and the airport was closed in May 2014. The reopening of Manston is now subject to an application for a Development Consent Order
(DCO), promoted by RiverOak, which entails the compulsory purchase the site.
1.1.43 The intention of the current owner is to secure a change of use from airport
operations to a mixed use development called Stone Hill Park. This development would
include 2,500 homes in the first instance, a business park, and sports facilities. Such
change of use would remove the opportunity to increase airport capacity in the South
East in the short term and the important role it can play in the success of the local,
regional and national economies. This report describes the research carried out to
understand the potential for Manston Airport.

1.2 Aim and objectives
1.2.1 The aim of this report is to investigate the demand for Manston as an
operational airport. This investigation includes freight and passenger demand as well as
other potential revenue generating activities the airport can support. The results of the
investigation will be used to support the development of a 20-year demand forecast for
2 8 February 2016, The Transport Committee hears evidence from the Secretary of State for
Transport on the Government's plans for airport expansion in the South East.
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/transportcommittee/news-parliament-2015/airport-expansion-ev-session-15-16/ at 15.07.35
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Manston Airport. This forecast will include the number of aircraft movements per year,
an indication of the type and tonnage of freight moved, the number of passengers, the
airlines’ origin and destination, and the type of aircraft predicted to use Manston
Airport. A review of the extant literature will be used to ensure a robust methodology is
followed, particularly with regard to air freight demand forecasting.
1.2.2 There are a number of objectives set out for this work and in particular the
results will:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Provide the information required to support the DCO application
Inform the Manston Airport business case and master plans
Inform Manston Airport’s marketing strategy
Initiate stakeholder consultation
Continue to inform key stakeholders
Open dialogue with academic institutions from Higher and Further Education
Stimulate innovation and the future business direction for the airport
Provide a platform for lobbying Government and industry organisations
Play a role in forming Government policy for air freight in the UK

1.3 Delimitations and limitations
1.3.1 The delimitations of a study are the boundaries the sponsor imposes during the
selection of their research questions. This contrasts the limitations of the study, which
refer to conditions or influences that cannot be controlled by the researcher. For this
paper, the delimitation is the focus on Manston Airport and in particular its potential for
air freight operations. An unconstrained approach, looking beyond Manston to develop a
forecast for the UK or Europe, is outside the scope and resources of this project.
1.3.2 Research of this nature has its limitations. Indeed, transport models generally
are at best “imperfect representations of reality” (DfT, 2014, p. 3). The limitations of this
study, including the particulars of the research design and methodology, are not
intended to be generalizable beyond Manston Airport. However, since there are no
current UK government guidelines for assessing air freight demand at an airport level, it
is hoped this study will provide a valuable resource to DfT policy makers.
1.3.3 Every effort has been made to ensure the robustness of this study. Decisions on
the selection of the method used to assess demand, its design, and inputs are
transparent and straightforward to audit. Key stakeholders have been invited to
influence all aspects of the research and will continue to be able to monitor, assess and
challenge the validity of the information produced. Air freight is subject to a wide range
of external influences. These influences make the process of assessing demand for air
freight complex. In mitigation, this study incorporates a process of triangulation,
checking and re-checking with industry specialists to ensure the best assessment of
quality possible in the circumstances.

1.4 Report structure
1.4.1 The report is structured such that an overview of the air freight market is first
presented to provide a clear understanding of the sector and its key elements. This is
followed by a review of air freight forecasting literature, which guides the choice of
methodological approach for this study. Next, the method used is outlined. The following
section describes the findings from the research, structuring them so that freight,
passenger, and other potential revenue streams are reported separately. A discussion of
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the information gathered follows the findings section. The report concludes with
recommendations for government and RiverOak.
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2 The air freight market
2.0.1 Air freight, goods carried between one point and another in an aircraft, is only
one of the various means of transporting goods. However, air freight has played an
important role in enabling the rapid delivery of goods between countries. Table 1 shows
the characteristics of different modes of transport. Due to air freight’s particular
qualities, it is generally used to transport commodities with high value, high business
impairment value or time critical (not having the item would incur considerable cost to
business), low demand predictability, or that are perishable (Gourdin, 2006).
Table 1 Characteristics of different transportation modes

Door-to-door
Price
Speed
Reliability
Packaging
needs
Risk of loss
and damage
Flexibility
Environmental
impact

Rail
Sometimes
Low
Slow
Medium
High

Road
Yes
High
Fast
Medium
Medium

Pipeline
Sometimes
Very Low
Slow
Very high
Nil

Air
No
Very high
Very fast
Very high
Low

Water
Sometimes
Very low
Very slow
Low
High

High

Medium

Very low

Low

Medium

Low
Lowi

High
Highii

Very low
Lowiii

Very low
Mediumiv

Low
Lowv

Minimal air and noise pollution, low energy consumption per ton-kilometre travelled
Air and noise pollution, traffic congestion, high energy consumption per ton-kilometre travelled
iii Pipeline rupture could result in catastrophic environmental damage
iv Air and noise pollution, very high energy consumption per ton-kilometre travelled
v Minimal air and noise pollution, low energy consumption per ton-kilometre travelled
i

ii

Source: Gourdin, 2006, p. 88
2.0.2 Compared to passenger transport, air freight is more complex, “because the
former [air freight] involves more players, more sophisticated processes, a combination of
weight and volume, varied priority services, integration and consolidation strategies, and
multiple itineraries of a network than the latter [passenger transport].” (Feng et al, 2015,
p. 265)
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2.1 Types of air freight
2.1.1
•

•

•

Boeing (2014) segment air freight into three main service sectors:
Scheduled freight
o Including general and express freight
o Accounts for 88% of the world air freight market
o Express freight continues to grow faster than the average world air cargo
growth rate
Charter freight
o Made up of urgent and/or special handling requirements
o 8% of the market
o Almost entirely carried on dedicated cargo aircraft rather than as belly
freight
Mail
o Forecast to grow at 1% per year
o Risks to growth include express operators moving to mail, increasing
internet communication, a move to express services by mail air freight
operators, and more stringent security requirements

2.1.2 Gardiner and Ison (2007, p. 5) segment the air freight industry rather
differently:
•

•

•
2.1.3
•

•
•
•

Belly freight
o Percentages vary by airport, from almost all at Heathrow to very little at
East Midlands
Express freight
o Carriers operate dedicated freighter aircraft on a time-definite basis
o Worldwide almost 50% of airport movements in this sector take place at
night
Heavy freight
o Dedicated cargo either on a scheduled or charter basis
Other industry segmentations of the air freight market include:
General air cargo
o Includes individually planned and time-defined services suited to pricesensitive cargo with non-urgent transit times that are not hazardous or
dangerous
Express freight/perishables
o The fastest growing market, including all urgent and time critical cargo
Specialist or niche cargo
o Including dangerous goods and live animals
Mail

2.2 Air freight models
2.2.1 There are two models of air freight: the air freight forwarding model and the
integrated air freight model. Figure 1 shows the door-to-door air freight value chain
from its origin with the shipper to its destination with the consignee. The customer
contracts with either an integrated carrier (such as FedEx, UPS, DHL, etc.) or a freight
forwarder.
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Figure 1

The door-to-door value chain

Source: Clancy et al, 2008 in Khan, 2010, p. 10
2.2.2 Air freight forwarders: These organisations provide a service to shippers and
importers that has evolved over the last few decades. Originally freight forwarders
received a consignment of freight from a shipper and arranged its routing,
transportation handling and documentation to either the final receiver or to a foreign
airport without owning the vehicles (trucks or aircraft) involved. In more recent years,
the role of the forwarders has developed with the largest companies now describing
themselves as logistics providers. Most air freight forwarders use belly freight on
scheduled passenger services using wide bodied aircraft although there are a number of
dedicated all-cargo freighter aircraft.
2.2.3 Integrators: These companies provide a door-to-door service, usually using
their own road transport, handling, transit warehousing facilities and aircraft. Normally
integrators contract directly with the shipper. Originally branded as express operators,
they now compete more directly with freight forwarders and airlines. Integrators
mainly use dedicated freighter aircraft although they may buy capacity on passenger
aircraft.
2.2.4 The types of commodities transported by air include high value and generally
low weight items; perishable goods such as fruit, vegetables, and flowers; and process
critical items such as medical items (pharmaceuticals, etc.), and machinery parts where
outages would be costly (such as for aircraft and telecommunications equipment). A
significant proportion of the UK’s total air freight flow consists of transhipments (DfT,
2009).
2.2.5 This section has defined and outlined the air freight market. However, one of the
key issues for airports is how to derive an understanding of demand for this market. The
following section describes the complexities of air freight when compared to passenger
demand forecasting and reviews literature to identify the most suitable method to use
for Manston Airport.
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3 Review of air freight forecasting literature
3.0.1 There is a distinct lack of academic literature in the field of air cargo (Gardiner
and Ison, 2007, p. 15). Forecasting air freight is quite different from forecasting
passenger movements for a number of reasons. Firstly, passengers tend to make round
trips whereas air freight moves in one direction only. Origin-destination (O-D)
information is much harder to collect because passengers generally prefer direct
routings whereas shippers are concerned only with ensuring cargo arrives within the
agreed timescale. This may mean belly freight makes any number of aircraft changes
(Khan, 2010). Secondly, air freight forecasting is complicated by the relative lack of
statistics available and by the range of alternative options available to shippers. It is
perhaps for these reasons the literature on air cargo volume forecasting has always
been secondary to passenger forecasting (Khan, 2010, p. 70).
3.0.2 This section sets out the way in which the literature was interrogated to define a
means by which to assess the demand for air freight movements at Manston Airport.
Secondary research involves the collation and examination of existing information. A
review of the extant literature helps build a robust case and make clear the premises on
which subsequent work is based. The literature review method comprised three stages.
The first stage was to clearly define the problem under investigation. In this case, the
aim was to identify any useful and credible methods that had been used for forecasting
air freight. These methods could originate in academia, government departments, or
industry.
3.0.3 The second stage was to undertake a preliminary review of literature through
Google and academic database searches. Known sources of credible information were
accessed first. These included:
•
•
•
•

The EU’s Transport Research and Innovation Portal, an online database of research
documents
The EU’s website, particularly the transport pages
The UK Government’s Department for Transport website
The Airports Commission publications

3.0.4 The final stage was to follow citations found in the preliminary review.
Information from these documents was then incorporated in the review. All literature
has been referenced using the Harvard system, in text and in the list of references at the
end of the report. Footnotes have been used where citations refer to opinions quoted in
the press or on websites and do not form part of the literature review.
3.0.5 Broadly, aviation forecasting techniques can be divided into three main
categories: qualitative methods; quantitative time series methods; and quantitative
causal methods. Figure 2 shows the range of forecasting techniques available in aviation
modelling.
3.0.6 Forecasts for freight are carried out on a ‘demand pull’ basis, where the
importing country/region causes the demand for the commodity. This contrasts the LCC
passenger model, where low prices cause ‘demand push’ to airports that may not
usually ‘pull’ passenger traffic. However, there is evidence to suggest that an important
driver in freight transport demand is the location of logistics centres with efficient
service quality (Gardiner, 2006).
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Figure 2

Range of aviation forecasting techniques

Source: Silva, 1994
3.0.7 The review of literature uncovered a number of forecasting techniques, which
are described in the following sections.

3.1 Four-step models
3.1.1 The history of demand modelling for passenger travel has been dominated by an
approach referred to as the ‘four-step model’ (FSM) (McNally, 2007). De Jong et al
(2004, pp. 105-6) describe the four steps in freight forecasting as:
1.
2.
3.
4.
3.1.2

Production and attraction: Marginals of the O-D matrix (quantities of goods to be
transported)
Distribution: Cells of the OD matrix (flows between origins and destinations)
Modal split: Allocation to modes of transport
Assignment: Convert tonnes of freight to transportation mode units (i.e. number
of aircraft)
De jong et al review models for each of these steps:

1.

Production and attraction

•

Trend and time series models that extrapolate historical data to provide a forecast
into the future.
System dynamics models where growth in GDP is fed back into the model (for
example the ASTRA - Assessment of Transport Strategies - system dynamics
model). These models may not provide sufficient detail to show point-to-point
flows.
Zonal trip rate models predict the number of trips originating in or destined for a
particular traffic analysis zone. However, a 2012 paper produced for the

•

•
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•

Association of European Transport by Holgiun-Veras and colleagues calls into
question the accuracy of freight trip generation (FTG).
Input-output and related models are macro-economic models that start from
input-output tables. These tables describe the movement of goods (in units of
currency), import and export, between sectors and consumers. These statistical
tables are produced nationally.

2.

Distribution

•
•

Gravity models
Input-output models

3.

Modal split

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Elasticity-based models
Aggregate modal split models
Neoclassical economic models
Econometric direct demand models
Disaggregate modal split models (including inventory-based models and models
on SP data)
Micro-simulation approach
Multi-modal network models

4.

Assignment

•
•

Separate assignment stage model
Multi-modal network model

3.1.3 Issues associated with freight modelling include the conversion between the
value of goods being transported and their weight. Value/weight ratios need to be
calculated by commodity groups to get an accurate as possible forecast. De Jong and
colleagues also point out that shipment frequency, shipment size, return loads, and
vehicle utilisation rates influence transport decisions.

3.2 Airports Council International (ACI)
3.2.1 Two documents have been reviewed in this section: The first is the 2011 ACI
Airport Traffic Forecasting Manual; and the second is Chapter 3: Demand Forecasting
Techniques from the ACI North America Air Cargo Compendium 2013.
3.2.2 ACI Airport Traffic Forecasts (ACI, 2011) use a blend of methods including data
from a sample of around 250 airports, econometric variables, and estimates based on
airline capacity considerations. Forecasts take account of capacity constraints as well as
demand data. The 20-year timeframe includes short and medium-term forecasts. ACI
data includes:
•
•
•
•
•

Development of worldwide passenger traffic
Traffic projections by region
Individual forecasts for over 140 countries
Forecast traffic growth between world regions
Freight and aircraft movements

3.2.3 The ACI North America Air Cargo Compendium provides more specific
information on forecasting techniques for air freight at individual airports. They
recommend deriving customised inputs from a detailed market assessment informed by
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carriers, their business partners and other supporting entities in the air freight
community (ACI-NA, 2013, p. 3). Unlike their sister body, the ACI-NA propose
forecasting unconstrained market-driven demand.
3.2.4 The ACI-NA also discusses how airports might stimulate local air freight activity.
They suggest that in the US, airports have developed truck drop centres near major
highways, “to efficiently pull air traffic away from gateway airports” (ACI-NA, 2013, p. 5).
They also suggest that airport users find certain infrastructure and facilities desirable,
including, “newly built air cargo facilities, easier airport access, warehousing sorting and
storage space, smoother customs policies, secure airside access, and shorter taxi-time”
(ACI-NA, 2013, p. 6).
3.2.5 The ACI-NA’s forecasting model separates air cargo demand from supply in the
stages as described below (ACI-NA, 2013, pp. 7-13):
Air cargo demand
• Origin/destination
• Commodity (perishability, value, weight, and physical dimensions)
• Level of service (desired transit times)
• Shipment size
• Regional/local economic indicators (demographics, employment, production,
industrial location)
• Demand side indicators (economic, industrial and demographic factors affecting
destination/origin markets)
Air cargo services and other supply factors
• Integrated air cargo carriers
• Combined passenger/freight carriers
• Freight forwarders
• Customs brokers
• Trucking firms
• Warehousing, ground handling, and 3PL firms
• Current and future fleet trends
• Time through the airport (including security screening)
• Cost of using the airport
• Restrictions at the airport (night flying, noise, emissions, etc.)
3.2.6 In terms of supply considerations, ACI-NA believe the most important
consideration is assessing whether existing patterns and trends are set or whether
change can be expected and should be incorporated into air freight forecasts (ACI-NA,
2013, p. 12).
3.2.7 The activity measures the ACI-NA advise incorporating into forecasts are
shipment weight and value; the number and capacity of aircraft operations by category,
type and aircraft size; truck activity to and from the airport; and infrastructure at and
near the airport (ACI-NA, 2013, pp. 12-13).
3.2.8 In terms of a specific forecasting method, ACI-NA recommends the following
activities (ACI-NA, 2013, pp. 16-20):
•

Collect and analyse data
o Current aviation industry and cargo trends
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•
•

o Catchment area socio-economic data
o Historical air service and cargo traffic trends
o Benchmarking against similar airport
o Competitor analysis
Employ modelling technique
Use a market share forecast (if using data for a region or country)

3.2.9 The ACI-NA recommend using both near-term and long-term forecasts, where
the method for each can differ. Whilst the long-term forecast can be based on statistical
regression analysis linked to projections for GDP, the near-term forecast should take
account of judgements by industry specialists.
3.2.10 The ACI manual (2011) also provides information on constructing ultra-shortterm forecasts to optimise operational performance (used to produce resource plans,
avoid departure delays, etc.).

3.3 Airports Commission demand forecasting model
3.3.1 The Airports Commission based their forecasting model on the DfT’s aviation
forecasts. However, they also analysed how demand for air travel is likely to change in
the future in response to national and global economic development, policy changes,
and fuel price changes. Additionally, the Commission took account of national and
international competition, particularly the effect of UK airport capacity constraints.
However, the Airports Commission says they did not follow a mechanistic ‘predict and
provide’ approach. Instead they developed new assessment methodologies including
noise impacts, surface access, cost and deliverability.
3.3.2 The main details of the Airports Commission demand forecasting model is
contained within their standalone report (Airports Commission, 2013). Very generally,
the Airports Commission classify forecasts into one of three main categories (Airports
Commission, 2013, pp. 6-7):
•
•
•

Naïve – where tomorrow is forecast to be like today
Causal – where dynamic links to economic, fiscal, and demographic drivers are
modelled into demand forecasts
Judgement based – where data is limited or simply not available, the Airports
Commission recommend using expert witnesses to predict how demand might
look in the future. Several methods are useful including executive judgement, the
Delphi Method, and market research. Use of these methods requires transparency
of assumptions and testing on different scenarios (see Section 13 of this report for
a discussion of various scenarios).

3.3.3 The Airports Commission’s forecasts focus heavily on passengers, with little
description of how air freight was handled. The uncertainties and scenario testing
carried out all involved passenger transport. Since the Commission declare their base
forecast was provided by the DfT, it can be assumed, since no mention of a change to the
air freight forecasts took place, that these stand.

3.4 ASTRA
3.4.1 ASTRA (Assessment of Transport Strategies) is a system dynamics model
developed for the European Commission (ASTRA, 2000). With this type of system,
changes to freight transported over time are fed back as an impact on the economy and
GDP. This in turn affects freight figures. ASTRA has a macro-economic module that
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allows regional growth in GDP to be predicted. However, system dynamics models do
not usually contain sufficient detail to allow zone-to-zone forecast flows and link
loadings to be made (de Jong et al, 2004).

3.5 Boeing
3.5.1 The Boeing (and Airbus etc.) forecasts are good references for macro-level
information. These sources consider international volume growth but do not provide
micro-level, airport-specific forecasts nor the methodology to do so. The next update to
the World Air Cargo Forecast (WACF) is due in the fourth quarter of 2018.
3.5.2
•
•
•
•

Boeing (2014, p. 10) says four approaches provide useful forecasts. These are:
Econometric modelling - useful for medium- and long-range forecasts in regional
markets
Evaluation based on judgment – used to account for predictable changes in noneconometric growth factors
Trend analysis - useful in evaluating general changes in the market attributable to
the combined effects of numerous factors
Potential analysis - useful for forecasting markets in their early stages of
development. This approach projects air freight from total freight using the value
of the goods (Boeing suggest more than $16 per kilogram) to estimate which will
be moved by air.

3.5.3 The most recent Boeing air cargo forecast shows 4.2% world growth annually
over the next 20 years, measured in Revenue Tonne Kilometres (RTKs) (Boeing, 2016,
p. 2). For Europe the annual growth figures are:
Europe-Asia
Europe-North America
Latin America-Europe
Africa-Europe
South Asia-Europe
Middle East-Europe
Intra Europe

4.6%
2.4%
3.8%
3.8%
5,0%
3.9%
2.2%

3.5.4 Global e-commerce is expected to grow rapidly over the coming years and has
the potential to bolster air cargo growth. China is the key growth trading bloc, with
online retail sales growing at an average of 56% per year. Boeing expects that China’s ecommerce market will be larger than the existing US, UK, Japanese, German and French
markets (Boeing, 2016, p. 2).

3.6 Department for Transport national level forecasts
3.6.1 Despite an in depth literature search, the air freight forecasting method used by
the DfT seems sparse when compared to the passenger information they provide. Their
2013 publication, UK Aviation Forecasts, says:
“This forecast assumes that demand for air freight, the share of freight carried
on dedicated cargo flights and the average payload of these flights will follow
the average trend over the period 1990 – 2011. This results in a future
projection for air freight ATMs that grows from 2011 outturn at an average
rate of 0.4% a year.” (DfT, 2013, p. 55)
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3.6.2 Later in the same report, the DfT refer to the MDS Transmodal8 2000 model,
used by Halcrow in the earlier version of the freight model 97. This model links freight
demand to GDP in the long-term, providing a much higher demand than the final DfT
output. This is due to the DfT taking the view that the downturn in freighter ATMs from
2001 will continue. They therefore reduce their freight ATM forecasts between 2011
and 2050 from growth of around 2% to only around 0.5%. By 2030, this reduces their
forecast ATMs from an unconstrained 120,000 to 60,000 (DfT, 2013, p. 103).
3.6.3 The 2001 report by MDS (a consultancy providing analysis and advice on issues
related to freight transport and logistics) and others for the DfT, forecasts air freight
between 2000 and 2010. Instead of GDP, MDS linked air cargo to international trade,
applying an increasing share to UK trade projections (Morrell, 2011). Their assumptions
of stimulated competition between airports resulted in an increased forecast for
freighter cargo from 30% in 1998 to 57% by 2030. Indeed, under an alternative
scenario, this move towards cargo being carried on dedicated freighters resulted in an
increase to 74%.
3.6.4 The 2017 updated aviation demand forecasts (DfT, 2017, p. 33) confirms that
freight is not modelled in detail. An assumption that the 2016 number of movements
will remain unchanged has been used. Based on analysis of CAA figures, the DfT found
that:
“Total freight carried at the UK airports in the department's model rose from
2.9 million tonnes in 2011 to 3.1 million tonnes in 2016, with a growth of 4%
in cargo tonnage on freighter aircraft and 5% increase in bellyhold freight on
passenger aircraft.” (DfT, 2017, p. 67)
3.6.4 To be complete, the methodology used by the DfT for forecasting passenger
traffic has been included here. The model has two stages: The first is the National Air
Passenger Demand Model (NAPDM), which forecasts national demand. This demand is
disaggregated into sub-markets including origin-destination, country of residence,
business/leisure, and final destination/transit. The second stage is to allocate demand
to individual airports. This is carried out through the National Air Passenger Allocation
Model (NAPAM). No such models exist for air freight traffic.
3.6.5 Time series regression analysis follows to identify the drivers for passenger air
travel and to model these relationships. These drivers can be categorised as those that
affect economic activity (such as consumer expenditure, GDP, and trade) and those that
influence airfares (oil prices, carbon prices, and airline costs). Drivers are allocated
elasticity of demand factors for each of the passenger segments (business/leisure, etc.).
Following the two-stage process, Air Traffic Movements (ATMs) can be forecast for each
airport. This data can then be used to produce forecasts for the aircraft fleet mix at each
airport and by route.

3.7 DG-TREN projects
3.7.1 DG-TREN is the European Directorate General for Mobility and Transport.
According to DG-TREN, the aviation sector is strategically important, making a vital
contribution to the EU's overall economy and employment. Aviation supports almost
five million jobs and contributes €300 billion, or 2.1%, to European GDP.

8 See DfT, 2013, p. 103 (UK Air Freight Study Stage 1, MDS Transmodal, August 2000; UK Air
Freight Study Stage 2, MDS Transmodal, August 2001; and, SERAS Stage 2, Appraisal Findings
Report – Supporting Documentation: Freight Forecasting, Halcrow, May 2002)
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3.7.2 As part of their remit, DG-TREN has funded the development of a number of
advanced tools for transport policy decision-making. Included in these are MDir,
SCENES and STEMM, brief descriptions of which follow.

3.8 MDir
3.8.1 The European Commission, as part of a project for DG-TREN, established a
European Transport Model Directory (MDir). This directory contains information on
freight transport models and also on joint passenger and freight transport models (De
Jong et al, 2004). The project does not include air freight specifically. The project lists a
number of national freight models. For the UK, MDir lists the STEMM national freight
transport forecast system (see below).
3.8.2 The project recommends development of a model with high and low-resolution
levels for detailed and policy analysis respectively. Figure 3 shows the steps involved in
the proposed model structure, which is based on a four steps process.
Figure 3

MDir proposed freight forecasting model

Source: De Jong et al, 2004, p. 12

3.9 SCENES
3.9.1 The SCENES Internet database is a databank of variables including 33 sectors
and more than 200 European zones, covering passengers and freight. The objective of
SCENES is to allow the production of transport demand scenarios for the EU. These
scenarios are made up of external, socio economic scenarios, and sets of policy scenarios
(ME&P (UK) et al, 2002).

3.10 STEMM
3.10.1 DG-TREN’s STEMM project (Strategic European Multimodal Modelling) is a
sophisticated passenger, multi-country passenger and freight transport model. Again,
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this project failed to incorporate air freight, focusing on road, rail and sea. However, the
project developed a methodology for modelling intermodal chains for passenger and
freight transport. The project aimed to assist policy makers to reduce barriers to
intermodality arising from institutional and regulatory measures9.
3.10.2 The researchers had problems with data collection for the freight transport
aspect of the model, with the voluntary survey resulting in an inadequate sample size.
The model was completed using data from other sources. A number of policy scenarios
were built into the model including a strongly anti-road orientated strategy10.

3.11 Eurocontrol
3.11.1 The latest edition of the European Commission’s Eurocontrol Network Manager
seven-year forecast was published in February 2016. Eurocontrol is the European
Organisation for the Safety of Air Navigation. It provides Europe-wide impartial air
traffic forecasts, market analysis, and statistics to the aviation community. Due to its
focus on air navigation, only IFR (Instrument Flight Rules) flights are included.
3.11.2 Eurocontrol/STATFOR takes an econometric forecasting approach to provide
impartial Europe-wide air traffic forecasts. Other Eurocontrol units use this high level
forecast, shown in Table 2 for the UK, to provide forecasts at the level of individual
airports. The forecast uses the most up-to-date input forecasts of economic growth,
population, low-cost market share growth, load factors, future events, future high-speed
rail network, and future airport capacities. It uses scenario-based inputs to describe the
future combined with data-driven models (such as the development of high-speed rail).
Table 2 STATFOR IFR movement forecast for the UK
All IFR traffic
IFR Flight
movements
(‘000s)
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021
2022

High

Base

2,410
2,480
2,570
2,641
2,732
2,799
2,869

2,211
2,225
2,269
2,322
2,384
2,435
2,484
2,531
2,585
2,622
2,655

Cargo traffic @ 3.4% of total
Low

2,358
2,382
2,395
2,416
2,439
2,445
2,457

High

Base

Low

81.9
84.3
87.4
89.8
92.9
95.2
97.5

75.2
75.7
77.1
78.9
81.1
82.8
84.5
86.1
87.9
89.1
90.3

80.2
81.0
81.4
82.1
82.9
83.1
83.5

Source: European Commission, 2016, p. 70 (cargo traffic calculated by author)
3.11.3 The Eurocontrol forecast is based on the interaction between supply and
demand. They find the three most influential inputs to be economic growth, regulation,
and overflight patterns. The 2016 forecast has been revised upward for the UK, to 2.7%.
The Spanish forecast was also revised upwards to 6.7% whilst Germany remains stable
at 2.7% and France and Italy have been revised downwards to 2.2% and 1.8%
9

http://cordis.europa.eu/result/rcn/22642_en.html
http://cordis.europa.eu/transport/src/stemmrep.htm

10
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respectively. In terms of air freight, the all-cargo segment grew by just below 1% for the
second year running and makes up 3.4% of the total IFR traffic in Europe.
3.11.4 Figure 4 shows the components of the Eurocontrol/STATFOR seven-year
forecast.
Figure 4

Components of the STATFOR seven-year forecast

Source: Eurocontrol, 2016, p. 14

3.12 GB Freight Model
3.12.1 The DfT’s GB Freight Model (GBFM) evolved from Kent County Council’s ferry
models of the early 1990s to an international and domestic multimodal national
transport model. MDS-Transmodal documented the methodology used to forecast
freight in 2004. In 2013, the DfT used external consultants to audit the model to assess
its suitability and recommend improvements whilst a more refined freight modelling
system is being developed11. The Institute for Transport Studies at Leeds University led
the freight modelling methodology.
3.12.2 One of the outcomes of the work on the GB Freight Model was the STEMM
Freight Model. The model uses the four-step transport forecasting model as a basis.
However, the GB model combines the first two steps and the last two steps as shown in
Figure 5 The two resulting steps are then used to allocate traffic to freight services –
international, domestic multimodal, and domestic road.
3.12.3 The two stages within the GBFM contain a number of processes as shown in
Figure 5. The F-Logit specification, as shown in Figure 6, came from the STEMM project.
The F-Logit calculates the probability that an alternative route will be chosen. The
model contains a number of criteria that can be defined to show choices between pairs
of alternatives. The assignment stage focuses on how multimodal systems are used. The
model does not, however, forecast air freight traffic.
11

http://www.dft.gov.uk/rmd/project.asp?intProjectID=11780
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Figure 5

GBFM compared to the four-step model

Source: MDS-Transmodal, 2004, p. 18
Figure 6

GBFM processes

Source: MDS-Transmodal, 2004, p. 30

3.13 International Air Transport Association
3.13.1 The International Air Transport Association (IATA) January 2016 Air Freight
Market Analysis shows a global recovery in freight volumes with forecast growth
predicted to be solid but modest (IATA, 2016a, p. 1). IATA sells their Airline Industry
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Forecast for around US $1,500. The report provides detailed five-year traffic forecasts
for more than 3,000 individual country-pairs, plus aggregate results at regional and
global levels.
3.13.2 The forecast derives from the results of a survey of the industry’s major airlines,
civil aviation and airport authorities. 2013 freight tonnes and five-year forecasts for
inbound and outbound freight are provided for over 1,000 international country pairs,
including aggregated values for six world regions, 17 world sub regions, and more than
900 country to sub region forecasts12.

3.14 International Civil Aviation Organisation
3.14.1 The International Civil Aviation Organisation (ICAO) produces short to mediumterm forecasts for total world air cargo traffic (Morrell, 2011). These forecasts are
available at global, regional and route-group levels. ICAO uses a judgement-based
consensus approach to forecasting, which combines forecasts from a range of other
organisations and discussion with experts. The objective of their forecasts is to support
commercial aviation development. In particular, ICAO aim to support airports with their
planning issues.

3.15 NEAC Model
3.15.1 The European model for freight transport (NEAC) is a tool for analysing and
forecasting national and international transport flows. As a forecasting model, NEAC
uses a database of information on transport flows between regions, based on the
specialisation of countries or regions. In addition to the supply and demand elements
(gravity model based on supply factors of the exporting country/region and the demand
factors of the importing country/region), barriers to trade such as transport costs,
tariffs (or conversely free-trade zones) and cultural differences are taken into account.
More specific NEAC models can be coupled with the database including:
•
•
•
•
•
•

A trade model for forecasting of future trade flows
A modal-split model (estimation and forecasting of modal-split)
An assignment model (assignment of traffic flows on transport networks)
A container forecasting model (estimation of containerised transport)
An environment model (calculation of emissions resulting from transport
The EcoNEAC model (estimation of the effect of transport and infrastructure on
the economy)

3.16 OAG
3.16.1 The Official Airline Guide (OAG) produce medium-term air freight forecasts with
a 10-year horizon. Their customised cargo flight data can be used to plan shipments,
manage supply chain activities and monitor trends13. Prices available on application.

3.17 TRANSTOOLS
3.17.1 TRANSTOOLS, tools for transport forecasting and scenario testing, provides a
European transport network model for passengers, freight, and intermodal transport.
The TRANSTOOLS team say they have developed the most comprehensive European
transport model available. The model is free although requires ARC-GIS (an information
system for working with maps and geographic information) and TRAFFIC ANALYST to

12
13

http://www.iata.org/publications/Pages/airline-industry-forecast.aspx
http://www.oag.com/markets/cargo
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run. The TRIP website14 says the TRANSTOOLS Freight Demand Module consists of the
following sub-modules:
•

•

•

The TRANSTOOLS Trade Module, which uses the ETIS O/D freight transport matrix.
Its output is a forecast O/D matrix for freight including origin region, in-between
trans-shipments and destination region, as well as transport mode at origin, inbetween trans-shipments and at destination, commodity group and tonnes.
The TRANSTOOLS Modal Split Module for freight transport based on the model in
NEAC. It adjusts the stable modal split resulting from the Trade Model. Its output is
the ETIS freight matrix (a forecast O/D matrix including forecast modal split.
The TRANSTOOLS Logistics Module. Based on SLAM, which is a module appended to
the SCENES model, it evaluates the impacts of changes in the logistic and transport
systems within Europe on the spatial patterns of freight transport flows, through
changes in the number and location of warehouses for the distribution of goods. Its
outputs are unimodal transport matrices used by the Assignment Module, and
generalised and monetary costs per origin, destination and commodity type used by
the Economic Module.

3.17.2 The contact for this model is Dr. Chen, at The Netherlands Organisation for
Applied Scientific Research (TNO), who was emailed on 17 March 2016. The email was
forwarded to Dr Mandel of MKmetric. His response to a request for further information
was that, in principle the tool does not allow forecasts for a single airport. It is also
unlikely that TRANSSTOOLS includes Manston Airport although this was not specifically
requested and would need to be checked. However, the air freight forecasting element of
TRANSTOOLS is rudimentary, using fixed air networks, which, it seems, does not
provide a realistic forecast.

3.18 WebTAG
3.18.1 The WebTAG modelling and forecasting guidance enables practitioners to
produce adequate evidence to support the business case for major transport schemes
(DfT, 2014, p. 1). The DfT propose a standard model structure for transport forecasting,
consisting of a three step process:
1.
2.
3.

Data collection
Modelling
Forecasting

3.18.2 This model is aimed at road traffic forecasting but has been included here for its
standardisation and application in the UK by the DfT. The DfT prefer incremental
models (2014, p. 7), where there is a more heavy reliance on observed data than on the
mathematical specification of an absolute model. In the case of Manston Airport, it is
impossible to base forecasts on current observable traffic since the airport closed in
2014. However, data is available for the years prior to its closure and this could be used
as a proxy for observable data.

3.19 Game theory
3.19.1 Game theory aims to predict equilibrium outcomes, which lie at the intersection
of the various players’ strategies for winning the game. Essentially, a negotiated
equilibrium is reached when there is no incentive, given the choices of the other parties,
for any of the parties to change their strategy (Sebenius, 1992). Lenoir (1998) describes
the air transportation system as chaotic, rendered so by the strategic behaviour of the
14

http://www.transport-research.info/project/tools-transport-forecasting-and-scenario-testing
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actors in this oligopolistic sector. She says that game theory can be applied to try to
make sense of what drives actors’ decisions. Since the industry has a limited number of
actors, the behaviour of one has consequences, in terms of pricing and total capacity, on
the entire market. (Lenoir, 1998, p. 15)
3.19.2 In support of this premise, Balakrishnan (2008) describes the air transportation
system as having multiple stakeholders with competing interests. Using game theory,
she says, makes it, “possible to develop algorithms for the scheduling (and rescheduling) of
air transportation resources that address issues of equity and incentives for gaming
among airlines.” (Balakrishanan, 2008, p. 3)
3.19.3 A few academics have considered the use of game theory in air transportation. In
2009, the California Management Review, which serves as a vehicle of communication
between those who study management and those who practice it, considered whether
airports would expand or delay depending upon their competitor’s actions. D’Alfonso
and Nastasi (2012) investigated contracts between airports and airlines. They looked at
two competing facilities and three types of agreements, developing a multistage game
showing whether competing airports and their dominant airlines decide would enter a
contractual arrangement.
3.19.4 Saraswati and Hanaoka (2014) also looked at airport–airline cooperation using
game theory. These authors considered a contract where an airport shares a percentage
of its commercial revenue with an airline for a fixed payment. The objective was to
observe how the revenue share allocation maximised profit for the airport but was also
acceptable to the airline. Saraswati and Hanaoka, drawing on Starkie (2008), Fu et al.
(2011) and Hihara (2012), note that cooperation between airports and airlines takes a
number of forms:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Long-term terminal leases
Long-term negotiated charges for the use of airport facilities
Signatory airline status in airports (where airlines have certain rights over airport
use and capital improvement projects)
Concession revenue sharing
Airline ownership of airports
An airport making a contingent payment to/from the airline, “based on the difference
between the realized load factor and the target load factor set at the start of the
contract period.” (Saraswati and Hanaoka, 2014 p. 17)

3.19.5 Aside from the airport-airline ‘game’, Ordonez and Stier-Moses (2010) used
network games to model the interaction between agents who select routes to go from
their origins to their destinations. Saeed (2012) and Krajewska and Kopfer (2009) look
at game theory in the context of vertical and horizontal cooperation between
independent freight forwarders. Ting (2009) uses game theory to consider competitive
pricing in logistics services and Theys et al (2008) use this method to analyse
cooperative networks in intermodal transportation.

3.20 Gravity models
3.20.1 Gravity models derive from the literature on international trade and the
transport economics literature. They take the concept of gravity as an attractor and
apply it to the transport sector. Gravity models assume links between origin and
destination nodes (such as cities) and use this gravity to calculate traffic volumes. A
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friction factor is calibrated to show any impedance in the route15. The ‘pull’ between the
two nodes (the origin and destination) is proportional to the size of the nodes (cities)
and inversely proportional to a function of the distance between them.
3.20.2 York Aviation (2015) used a gravity model to forecast the airport destination of
the excess air freight demand from the London system. Their premise is that if demand
cannot be met in London, freight will be trucked to other airports. York Aviation forecast
that a total excess tonnage of freight of 2.1 million that would have to go elsewhere by
2050 without airport expansion in the UK. This amounts to some 80,000 freighter
movements (York Aviation, 2015, p. 15). They found that 34% would be trucked to Paris
Charles de Gaulle, 19% to Amsterdam, and 18% to Frankfurt. The remainder would go
to Birmingham (13%), East Midlands (8%) and Manchester (7%) (ibid, p. 23).

3.21 Conclusions from the literature review
3.21.1 Most modern transport planning is carried out by modelling demand and supply.
Holguin-Veras and colleagues (2012) describe how poor understanding of freight
transportation behaviours and a lack of data has ensured that few freight demand
models are available to planners. A thorough understanding of how a freight system
functions is necessary if a good model of that system is to be developed. Such an
understanding comes from in depth discussions with both the users and providers of
the system. As such, qualitative investigations with industry experts must form a key
part of the development and population of a demand model.
3.21.2 Indeed, whilst focusing on airline traffic forecasting, Table 3 provides a good
summary of the advantage and disadvantages of the qualitative and quantitative
methods available. According to Khan (2010, p. 73) only econometric modelling, trend
analysis, and the three qualitative methods have been used to forecast air freight
demand. However, as Table 3 shows, none perform well in the short, medium and longterms.
3.21.3 Therefore, instead of providing a mathematical forecasting model, this review of
the literature suggests a qualitative approach that aims to predict human and
organisational behaviour. Indeed, the DfT (2014, p. 3) place a heavy reliance on an
understanding of human behaviour in achieving realistic outputs. A qualitative approach
that gathers the opinions of industry experts would allow areas of potential demand for
Manston Airport to be identified. It is this type of approach that has been selected in the
case of Manston Airport.
3.21.4 Whilst econometric models have been the forecasting method of choice by the
DfT, Airports Commission and the EU, these are generally used to forecast passenger air
traffic for a country or region. As the ACI says, “Any airport wishing to apply an
econometric forecasting approach is advised to begin by examining its historic traffic and
survey data” (ACI, 2011, p. 25). This suffices at country level or for established airports
where the past can be used to predict behaviour in the future. However, in the case of
Manston Airport, closed for several years and lacking investment for many more, this
approach is not appropriate. Any attempt to build an econometric model would have to
establish criteria whereby a proportion of the total predicted UK air freight traffic was
‘diverted’ to Manston. However, deciding upon the proportion to divert to Manston
raises significant problems.

15

http://www.princeton.edu/~alaink/Orf467F08/The%20Gravity%20Model.pdf
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3.21.5 Therefore, instead of providing a mathematical forecasting model, this review of
the literature suggests a qualitative approach that aims to predict human and
organisational behaviour. Indeed, the DfT (2014, p. 3) place a heavy reliance on an
understanding of human behaviour in achieving realistic outputs. A qualitative approach
that gathers the opinions of industry experts would allow areas of potential demand for
Manston Airport to be identified. It is this type of approach that has been selected in the
case of Manston Airport.
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Table 3 Attributes of aviation forecasting techniques
Qualitative methods

Accuracy:
0-6 months
6-24
months
5 years
Suitability
for
forecasting:
Traffic
growth
Traffic
reaction
New routes
Ability to
identify
turning
points
Ready
availability
of input
data
Days
required to
forecast
Cost

Time-series

Causal

Exec.
Judg’
ment

Market
research

Delphi

Annual
Ave.
Growth

Expo.
Smoothing

Linear
Trends

Moving
Ave

Regression

Good

Good

Fair

Good

Fair

Fair

Good

Fair

Fair

Fair

Poor

Fair

Poor

Fair
Fair/
poor

Fair/
good
Fair/
good
Fair

Poor

Poor

Poor

Poor

Fair/
good
Fair

Good

Good

Good

Good

Good

Good

Good

Good

Poor

Fair

Poor

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Good

Poor

Poor

Poor

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Poor/
fair

Poor/
fair

Fair/
good

Fair/
good

Poor

Fair/
poor

Poor

Poor/
fair

Good

Good

Fair/
poor

Poor

Good

Good

Good

Good

Poor/
fair

1-2

90+

1-2

1-2

1-2

1-2

30-90

Very
low

Very
high

30180
Mod.

Low

Low

Low

Low

High

Source: Adapted from Doganis, 2002, p. 234
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4 Research methodology
4.0.1 Forecasts are our best assessment of how the future will unfold. Whilst no
forecast can guarantee to be fully accurate, we can make certain that our assumptions
are unbiased, robust and clearly described so that interested parties can assess the
resulting output. This section therefore describes the methodological approach taken to
complete this research project so that the reader can understand the processes involved
in compiling an assessment of demand for Manston Airport.

4.1 Research design
4.1.1 The aims of this research project were firstly to identify a suitable method by
which to assess air freight demand for Manston Airport. This work is described in the
review of literature shown in the previous section. The second aim was to use the
qualitative approach identified through the review of the literature to demonstrate the
potential demand for Manston Airport. As such, research was designed to meet these
aims and was carried out using both primary and secondary data. Figure 7 shows the
design of the research project. It should be noted that a comparative case study
approach was not deemed possible, as no airports in sufficiently similar circumstances
were identified.
Figure 7

Research design
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4.2 Interviewee identification
4.2.1 This qualitative study necessitated discussion with experts in the field. This was
essential if an overview of the potential demand for Manston Airport could be collated.
The first step at this stage of the research process was therefore to identify potential
interviewees.
4.2.2 The Mint UK database, which is a comprehensive database of company
information, was then interrogated to identify potential interviewees. Standard
Industrial Classification (SIC) code 52290 (‘other transportation support activities’)
produced 245 results for Kent. Further analysis identified the air freight agents and
brokers, freight forwarders, and hauliers. These potential interviewees were added to a
contacts database complied by the RiverOak consultancy team. A total of 94 potential
interviewees resulted, covering:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Kent transport infrastructure
Government and public sector
Industry associations
Freight forwarders and consolidators/integrators
Local import/export businesses
Cargo airlines

4.2.3 A full list of interviewees is shown in Section 4.4. These prospective
interviewees were contacted by email in the first instance to arrange face-to-face
interviews wherever possible. If not, telephone or email communication was used. The
objectives for the primary data collection phases of this work were to:
•
•
•
•

Understand the processes and issues associated with air freight
Investigate the likely trends in air freight in the future
Identify what might motivate airlines and other organisations to use Manston
Airport
Provide information to use in preparing the forecast for Manston Airport

4.3 Semi-structured interview schedule design
4.3.1 A semi-structured approach was used to collect rich data from the interviewees
whilst keeping the interviews on track to ensure all objectives were met. Questions were
devised under each of the objective headings detailed in Figure 8. The interview
schedule was used as a guide and depending on their expertise, not all questions were
asked of all categories of interviewees.
Figure 8

Categories of interview questions

Questions designed to
understand the process
and issues associated with
air freight

Q1: What type of commodities do you send by air freight?
Q2: Are these for import or export?
Q3: Can you describe the process you go through to air
freight goods?
Q4: What are the bottlenecks or main frustrations for you
in this process?
Q5: Do you think the air freight market likely to expand or
contract over the next 20 years?
Q6: Why do you say this?
Q7: What are the trigger points for this
contraction/expansion?
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Questions that investigate
the likely trends in air
freight in the future

Q8: Are e-freight and security the main issues for air freight
at the moment?
Q9: Are there any other current issues or trends in the
sector?
Q10: What do you think will be the likely issues and trends
in air freight in the future?
Q11: Thinking about why you use a belly freight service,
why do you do this rather than use a dedicated freighter
(e.g. convenience, price, habit, etc.)?

Questions that identify the
motivations for
organisations to use
Manston Airport

Q12: How are capacity constraints at UK airports affecting
you?
Q13: How do you think these constraints will affect you
over the next 20 years?
Q14: What drives your business decisions about which air
freight route to use (cost, speed, etc.)?
Q15: Can you rank these issues by their importance to your
business?
Reduced flying time
Congestion in London airspace leading to delays in take
off/landing
Speed from aircraft to road haulage
Access to road networks including Northern Europe
Landing costs
Refueling
Availability of land for development of storage/processing
facilities
Q16: Is it essential for you to be located at LHR.STN,EMA,
etc.?
Q17: Have you ever considered using Manston Airport?
Q18: What could the airport offer that would encourage
you to seriously consider using Manston?

Questions that help define
the demand forecasting
model for Manston
Airport

Q19: Do you forecast air freight traffic?
Q20: If so, how do you do that (use of a model, etc)?
Q21: Do you think the government/Airports Commission
model is accurate?
Q22: How do you think they could have improved the air
freight element of their forecasts?

Questions that elicit
information for the
Manston demand model

Q23: What volume of freight are you currently having to
truck or ship by sea that you would prefer to air freight?
Q24: Where is this freight coming from/going to?
Q25: What are the main markets for imports/exports
handled as air freight?
Q26: What are the main types of commodities that are
being imported/exported that you would prefer to air
freight?
Q27: If you were to use Manston Airport, how would you
get freight to and from the airport?
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4.4 Interview data collection
4.4.1 The data collection phase of this work commenced in mid-April 2016. Both
primary and secondary data were collected using a variety of methods. Primary data
involved interviewing key industry experts by means of face-to-face, telephone or email
interviews. In line with the qualitative method chosen, the collation of primary data was
the focus of the research. Some 93 primary contacts from an in-house database were
initially emailed and interview appointments were made with the 24 participants who
responded, as shown in Table 4. On some occasions, interviewees were contacted more
than once. In these instances, the date of the first discussion is shown in the table.
Table 4 List of interviewees
Name of Organisation
ACC Shipping Ltd
Active Transport Ltd
Aeroconsult

Contact
Managing Director
Managing Director
Axel Grossmann

AvMan Engineering
(Modern Jet Support)
Baltic Air Charter
Association
British International
Freight Association
(BIFA)
Chartered Institute of
Logistics and Transport
(CILT)
Coyne Airways
Department for
Transport, Department
for Aviation Statistics
DHL
Equinus Transport
Consultancy
Eurotunnel
FedEx Express
Freight Transport
Association
Infratil Airports Europe
Locate in Kent
Polar Helicopters
Securitas

Method
Telephone
Telephone
Email

Chairman

Date
27 April 2016
26 April 2016
13 October
2016
20 May 2016

Past member

13 May 2016

F2F

Policy & Compliance Advisor

26 April 2016

Email

Chairman, Aviation Policy
Forum

28 April 2016

Telephone

Sales & Development Project
Manager
Aviation and Ports Analyst

28 April 2016

Telephone

27 April 2016

Email

Director DHL Air Ltd
Bob Parsons

23 May 2016
7 October
2016
21 April 2016
3 June 2016

Telephone
Email

22 April 2016

Telephone

27 April 2016
20 April 2016
27 October
2016
8 June 2016

F2F
F2F
F2F

27 November
2016
6 October
2016
23 October

Telephone

Public Affairs Director
Senior International Legal
Advisor
Head of Global Policy
Former Chief Executive
Chief Executive
Operations Manager

SmartLynx

Operations Manager Aviation
Vice President - Technical

Taft International

Owner

TG Aviation

Manager
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F2F*

Telephone
Telephone

F2F

F2F
F2F

2016
8 June 2016

Transport for London

Principal Transport Planner Aviation
Visit Kent
Chief Executive
26 April 2016
White's Transport Ltd
Operations Director
28 April 2016
*Note that F2F indicates that the interview was conducted face-to-face

F2F
Telephone
F2F

4.4.2 Transcripts have not been made available as part of this report due to the
confidentiality of the interviews and the commercial sensitivity of the data collected.
Responses have been incorporated into the findings presented in Section 5.
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5 Findings
5.0.1 The following sections outline the key findings from the research undertaken.
The section commences with a summary of the categories of questions posed to
interviewees as shown in Figure 8. A section that details the freight findings that will
help define the demand for Manston Airport follows this initial summary. The findings
relating to freight commence with a section on trucking issues before detailing the
findings relating to perishable goods, fish and live animals, other import and export
markets, integrator demand, and military and humanitarian flights. The freight findings
conclude with an analysis of freight at Frankfurt Main Airport.
5.0.2 The freight findings section is followed by findings relating to demand for
passenger travel, with sub-sections presenting specific types of passenger airline
covering KLM, low cost carriers, resident carriers, charter flights, and Dover cruise
terminal related findings. The section concludes with more general findings relating to
other potential income streams for Manston Airport.

5.1 Findings by category of interview question
5.1.1 This section provides a summary of the responses to each of the interview
schedule questions by the category allocated to these questions. These categories cover
the process and issues associated with air freight, likely trends in the sector, motivations
to use Manston Airport, and demand data for Manston.
The process and issues associated with air freight
Q1: What type of commodities do you send by air freight?
5.1.2 Interviewees were involved with a range of commodities including oil and gas
equipment, hazardous goods, commercial goods such as clothing and electronics, urgent
aircraft parts, pharmaceuticals, and electronics. In terms of markets, one interviewee
said, “The USA is our strongest market with the main hubs in Atlanta, New York, Chicago
and Houston. We fly from Heathrow and Manchester” (ACC Shipping). Another
interviewee said, “Most aircraft parts come from the US, Asia, and Russia. They currently
come into Heathrow, Stansted, Luton and also East Midlands. For example, the Iron
Maiden plane went tech at Stansted and required a new engine.” (Active Transport)
Another interviewee said their main markets, “are Afghanistan, Azerbaijan, Iraq, and
Georgia. Services to Baku in Azerbaijan are growing. Iraq is the next big market but
already rates look very cheap. Africa is the place to look at with limitless opportunities.
People will start ordering phones and electronics, etc.” (Coyne Airways) Another
interviewee said, “Nigeria is a growing market.” (White Transport)
5.1.3 For the integrators, their main market is high value, low weight cargo. In terms
of pricing, one interviewee said, “Charges are around 80 pence per kilo from Amsterdam
or £1.20 from Heathrow so it works out the same if you have to truck to Amsterdam” (ACC
Shipping). In terms of tonnage, there was a wide range between 90 tonnes and 20,000
tonnes per year for the smaller shippers to vast amounts for the integrators.
Q2: Are these for import or export?
5.1.4 Answers to this question varied from 99.9% export (Coyne Airways) to almost
all import (White Transport).
Q3: Can you describe the process you go through to air freight goods?
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5.1.5 The process used to air freight goods varied depending on the type of shipper.
For airlines, they tend to pick up bookings from a freight forwarder. One respondent
said, “freight is tendered through a handling agent who trucks to Amsterdam” (Coyne
Airways).
Q4: What are the bottlenecks or main frustrations for you in this process?
5.1.6 Most of the interviewees who answered this question talked about problems at
Heathrow and at the Channel crossings. Many also discussed getting bumped from belly
freight. This means that freight booked onto a passenger flight to be carried in the hold
is left at the departure airport without uploading onto the aircraft and has to wait for a
later flight. Of Heathrow, some examples of interviewee comments include:
“Delays happen at Heathrow where trucks are queuing for at least three hours. Drivers get
very frustrated. It is not going to get better – I just can’t see how it will.” (Coyne Airways)
“Heathrow is the worst as it is the busiest. There is at least a two or three hour wait at all
airports.” (Active Transport)
“It is nigh on impossible to get a dedicated freighter into Heathrow and you would have to
go to Prestwick or Stansted” (Active Transport)
“The biggest problem is congestion and the impact in terms of delays with customs and
getting equipment/cargo in and out of airports and moving the schedule. It can take more
than four hours with BA, with drivers sitting around for that time. It is expected to get
worse in the next 20 years as there will still be growth before any new infrastructure
comes on line.” (ACC Shipping)
5.1.7 Compounding the delays at Heathrow is the issue of security clearing huge
amounts of outsized freight. One interviewee (Securitas) reported that at present there
are no UK facilities for clearing outsized air freight so items arriving in the UK are
loaded onto trucks and transported by road to northern Europe, including Brussels,
Liege, Amsterdam and Rotterdam, for security clearing. In Europe, sniffer dogs and air
samples from containers are used to check for a variety of illegal goods including
explosives, drugs and money. There are currently no canine units in the UK but Securitas
is in negotiation with the UK Government to approve the use of dogs in security
checking outsized freight.
5.1.8

Talking about the Channel crossings, interviewees said:

“We were trucking freight to Amsterdam but have been experiencing increasing delays
using the Channel crossings. We now use Harwich to ship freight to Holland. Bottlenecks
and main frustrations are that there is a lot of trucking to the continent and getting out of
the UK through Calais is a nightmare. We have lost a lot of cargo stuck in Dover.” (Coyne
Airways)
“Calais is a nightmare. We won’t go near after dark, which often means parking up early in
Belgium, losing three hours as the driver has to park up early and wait until morning.”
(Active Transport)
5.1.9

Discussing getting bumped from belly freight, interviewees said:
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“As there are no slots in the UK, flights are often bumped for two or three flights. If this is
likely then parts for aircraft gone tech will be airfreighted to Europe [mostly Luxembourg,
Amsterdam, Frankfurt, Frankfurt Hahn, Brussels and Leipzig] and trucked to wherever the
aircraft is in the UK.” (Active Transport)
“We want the best service for the cheapest price and you have to go with what your
customer wants even though we get bumped from belly-freight and the customer moans.”
“Insuring that traffic does not get bumped off is a big problem, particularly to Dubai.
Dubai is not really an export country – purely import. It is really a price priority so anyone
who pays a higher price gets on the flight. Sometimes cargo will get changed from London
to Amsterdam, which will go by rail or truck.” (ACC Shipping)
Q5: Do you think the air freight market likely to expand or contract over the next
20 years? Q6: Why do you say this? Q7: What are the trigger points for this
contraction/expansion?
5.1.10 Most of the interviewees who answered this question thought the market would
expand although there is considerable pressure on price for air freight carriers.
Interviewees mentioned the potential effect of Brexit and also change in fuel price as
trigger points for contraction/expansion. One interviewee said, “We expect general
growth in movement of freight. There is the referendum but most of our work is from
outside the EU.” (Active Transport) Another said, “The market is likely to expand but it
doesn’t feel like that at the moment. There was a respite with the fuel price being lower but
people will go out of business and start parking freighters if the price goes back up. This is
except for the Middle East. They are ordering planes and flying to more and more places.”
(Coyne Airways)
Likely trends in air freight
Q8: Are e-freight and security the main issues for air freight at the moment?
5.1.11 Most interviewees agreed that security was an issue for the sector. One said, “It
all comes down to security – preventing smuggling and terrorism.” (Active Transport)
Another said, “The main issues are around physical load security, particularly around the
issues with Calais” (White Transport). The interviewee from Securitas explained that
having a dedicated canine detection unit at a UK freight specialist airport would make a
considerable difference to the security issues that are currently being experienced. At
the moment, it is estimated that between 30 and 120 trucks are dispatched from
Swissport Manchester and Heathrow each day for security checking outsized freight. If
this situation is repeated at other airports, the number of truck movements per year
involved is substantial, potentially in the region of 50,000 per year.
5.1.12 Whilst e-freight was considered an issue, it did not seem to be a major problem
for interviewees although one interviewee said, “E-freight is a topic. There are difficult
deadlines for implementation and they get missed. IATA e-freight makes it difficult to get
documentation up to standard. However, it will cut down paperwork eventually.” (Coyne
Airways)
Q9: Are there any other current issues or trends in the sector?
5.1.13 Some interviewees reiterated the problems with getting bumped from belly
freight (as shown in Q4). Other issues mentioned were safety, particularly with the
carriage of lithium batteries, and reducing yields. One interviewee said, “They [lithium
batteries] need to be transported but there are moves to ban them from passenger flights.
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The US is pushing ahead with this. Cargo airlines are not too keen either. There are more
and more things palletised with batteries included. (Coyne Airways)
Q10: What do you think will be the likely issues and trends in air freight in the
future?
5.1.14 Interviewees generally think there will be a continuation of the current
situation; not imagining improvements or major changes in the way the sector operates.
Some interviewees mentioned the reduced capacity for freight on the A380 passenger
aircraft. One interviewee was concerned that the industry would concentrate in the
hands of fewer operators, particularly those from the Middle East (Coyne Airways).
Q11: Thinking about why you use a belly freight service, why do you do this rather
than use a dedicated freighter (e.g. convenience, price, habit, etc.)?
5.1.15 The feeling was generally that the use of belly freight was due to availability. One
interviewee said, “Not many freighter routes operate now apart from FedEx and UPS.
There are less and less - maybe only a handful per week to and from the US to UK whereas
there are hundreds of passenger flights.” (Coyne Airways) This interviewee also said that,
“Most intra-Europe passenger flights are narrow bodied so can’t take much weight. The
market has sprung up flying around Europe. Few routes are flown by wide-bodied aircraft
so there are freighter hops around Europe every night.”
Motivation to use Manston Airport
Q12: How are capacity constraints at UK airports affecting you?
5.1.16 The issues with Heathrow and a general lack of slots in the South East for
freighters were affecting interviewees, as shown in Q4.
Q13: How do you think these constraints will affect you over the next 20 years?
5.1.17 Interviewees found it difficult to respond to this question apart from to express
a concern that the situation was unlikely to improve for some decades.
Q14: What drives your business decisions about which air freight route to use
(cost, speed, etc.)?
5.1.18 For those freight airlines, business decisions are driven by where they can make
money. One said, “If we can fill an aircraft at a good enough rate to make money we will
fly” (Coyne Airways).
Q15: Can you rank these issues by their importance to your business?
• Reduced flying time
• Congestion in London airspace leading to delays in take-off/landing
• Speed from aircraft to road haulage
• Access to road networks including Northern Europe
• Landing costs
• Refuelling
• Availability of land for development of storage/processing facilities
5.1.19 Generally cost, speed and access to road networks were considered important.
One interviewee said, “Speed is very important to business. The speed at which we get
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cargo from LHR onto a plane and to a destination is a combination of a number of things
including queuing times.” (Coyne Airways) Another said, “Cost is always the most
important.” (ACC Shipping) One interviewee talked about the potential cost saving of
using Manston Airport, saying, “If heading south, there is a saving to be made on time and
fuel. The saving on fuel burn from Manston is likely to be, depending on aircraft type,
compared to EMA headed south-east, 45 minutes to one hour and therefore USD 2,000 to
3,000 per flight and more as fuel prices increase. Total cost of a flight is generally 75%
fuel.” (Coyne Airways)
Q16: Is it essential for you to be located at Heathrow, Stansted, East Midlands, etc.?
5.1.20 Most interviewees felt that it was not too important for sales departments
particularly to be located at these airports. Some interviewees have their offices in
Central London.
Q17: Have you ever considered using Manston Airport?
5.1.21 Some interviewees had previously used Manston Airport and their experiences
had been good. These people generally expressed the opinion that it would be a benefit
to reopen Manston Airport. One interviewee said, “I speak to people all this time who say
it would be useful to have Manston operating.” (White Transport) Another said, “we miss
Manston Airport and hope it will return” (Active Transport). Others had not previously
considered using the airport, with one interviewee saying, “we have never seen any
publicity advertising the airport.” (ACC Shipping)
5.1.22 An email received from the Manager of Charter Sales at National Airlines based
in Orlando, Florida, dated 26th January 2017 reads:
“Having worked for the Manston regulars such as Das Air, African
International (Intavia) and MK Airlines along with many other carriers while I
worked for Chapman Freeborn in the UK, MSE was always our first choice for
freighter charters.
When it closed it was a great loss!”
I’m sure you could also reach out to the likes of Magma, Cargo Logic Air and
ANA as they would be keen to bring the African flowers back in to MSE.”
Q18: What could the airport offer that would encourage you to seriously consider
using Manston?
5.1.23 Some interviewees said that the road links were excellent and could not be
improved. Others talked about airport operating hours with one interviewee saying, “it’s
not going to work if you can only fly between 10.00 and 21.00” (Active Transport). Others
talked about competitive landing fees. Some talked about the airport needing to be easy
to use and well equipped with the latest technology including scanning equipment.
Some mentioned having warehousing of all sizes available. One airline felt that Manston
Airport should find a niche such as becoming well-known perishables centre (Coyne
Airways).
Demand model and data for Manston Airport
5.1.24 Generally, interviewees were either unaware of airport demand forecasting
models for air freight or felt that they were too difficult to construct. The findings
gathered from the interviewees and other research that help to define the demand for
Manston Airport are detailed in the following sections.
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5.2 Freight-focused findings
5.2.1 Many interviewees talked about the potential effect of Brexit on the freight
market with a general feeling that with a decline in the value of sterling, export markets
will be stimulated. At present, Eurotunnel, for example, carry more imports than exports
and 45% of trade is with Europe where goods include those destined for the automotive
and high tech sectors (Eurotunnel). However, continued uncertainty after the
referendum over the terms of the UK’s exit from the UK may negatively affect trade.
5.2.2 The main issues for interviewees were security, smuggling and terrorism (Active
Transport, ACC Shipping). Several interviewees mentioned escalating problems with the
carriage of lithium batteries. Scanning outsized items was also cited as a problem for all
airports. Locating a canine detection unit at Manston Airport would alleviate many of
the delays associated with security clearing air freight (Securitas). One interviewee
believed Manston Airport must have, “all the mod cons and equipment including
warehousing of all shapes and sizes, and security screening for all sizes of cargo” (Coyne
Airways).
5.2.3 One interviewee (Coyne Airways) felt that success at Manston Airport depended
upon identifying a niche market and becoming known for excellence. In particular,
suggestions included a perishables centre, handling of live animals, easy access for
charter flights, and handling cargo that is not necessarily straightforward (Coyne
Airways).
5.2.4 Several interviewees said that it is almost impossible to get a dedicated freighter
into Heathrow due to slot restrictions. Delays and queuing to off load and upload freight
at Heathrow was reported by many interviewees to be considerable. One interviewee
said, “It is not going to get any better. I can’t see how it will” (Coyne Airways). It is
perhaps because of these frustrations that one interviewee reported feeling that life will
continue to be difficult for air freighters, with Air France, for example, ceasing to use
freighters (Coyne Airways).
5.2.5 However, freight is frequently bumped from passenger aircraft, often up to three
times, before goods are uploaded onto a flight. If it is impossible to wait, if items are
needed urgently such as parts for aircraft, then they are loaded onto a flight to Europe
and trucked back to the UK (Active Transport, ACC Shipping). One interviewee (ACC
Shipping) found that bumping from passenger aircraft was particularly problematic on
flights from Dubai. He felt this was because Dubai is not generally an export market and
so anyone who is prepared to pay a premium price would get priority.
5.2.6 One interviewee felt there had been a respite due to lower fuel prices making
operations more cost effective (Coyne Airways). He also felt that Middle Eastern carriers
would gain advantage over European based operators because of the difference in fuel
price. Operators from the Middle East, “are ordering planes and flying to more and more
places” (Coyne Airways). The interviewee felt that the industry is worried about the
expansion of Middle Eastern carriers but that, since it is a free market, nothing can be
done. He felt that, “full liberalisation of flying rights would be good but would benefit those
with the money” (Coyne Airways).
5.2.7 If freight was banned from Heathrow or conditions for freight operators was
made more difficult, then other airports that could handle freight would benefit (Coyne
Airways). Manston Airport could benefit. Transport links to Manston Airport are
considered to be good with one interviewee (Active Transport) saying that even with
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road diversions access was “brilliant”. One key issue reported by an air freight operator
is easy airport access for cargo. He said, “that would be a big thing” (Coyne Airways).
Another interviewee talked about Manston’s location close to mainland Europe as an
advantage (DHL). One interviewee (Taft) who has been in road haulage in Thanet for
thirty years, stated that his view has always been that Manston is perfectly located to
become northern Europe’s premier hub for air freight.
5.2.8 The interviewee from Transport for London (TfL) discussed the expected
increasing pressure on Stansted Airport for passenger flights. TfL are working hard to
provide surface links for passengers from London to Stansted, which is predicted to
increase demand. In this case, freight may be squeezed out of the airport as slots and
handling become more focused on the passenger market. TfL undertook an extensive
exercise as part of the work to define the need for the proposed Estuary Airport. This
work by York Aviation shows that almost 54,000 additional freight movements per year
would be required in the South East by 2050 with current infrastructure operating at
maximum use (York Aviation, 2013, p. 7).
5.2.9 The DfT’s 2017 report shows that with no new runways and under a central
growth scenario, all London airports will be at capacity by 2030. Heathrow and Gatwick
airports are considered to be full or almost full. London City Airport is deemed full
between 2017 and 2021 with some additional capacity16 relieving their situation until
2025. Luton Airport will be at capacity by 2021 and Stansted constrained by 2030 and at
capacity by 2034 (DfT, 2017, p. 103). Under a high growth scenario (based on the
Airports Commission's global growth and low-cost is king scenarios)17, Stansted would
be constrained by 2026 and full by 2029 (ibid, p. 139)
5.2.10 The TfL report by York Aviation specifically mention Manston in their 2013
report, stating that, “around 14,000 freighters a year could still be accommodated in
the vicinity of London by using capacity at airports such as Manston” (York Aviation,
2013, p. 7). Without sufficient air freight capacity in the South East, cargo is trucked to
and from northern European airports, putting pressure on the Channel crossings and on
the surrounding road network, particularly when delays occur and trucks have to be
parked in Operation Stack. The following section discusses the trucking activity and the
implications for Manston Airport.
Trucking activity
5.2.11 Manston is ideally located for airport-to-truck and truck-to-airport consolidation
for cargo destined for or originating from continental Europe. Due to its location if
heading south and quick turnaround times, the location of Manston is considered to
save time and money by many interviewees. Fuel savings compared to East Midlands
were likely to be in the region of $2,000 to $3,000 and more as fuel prices increase
(Coyne Airways). Total costs are generally around 75% fuel so this is a considerable
saving. As well as fuel savings, there are savings to be made in terms of crew flight time
limitations (Baltic Exchange). Indeed, one interviewee believes that, “Manston could be
one of the best cargo airports in Europe if not further afield” (Taft).
5.2.12 Almost all interviewees talked about the delays at the Channel crossings and the
frustrations this causes. The interviewee from Eurotunnel felt there had been a move
towards air freight during 2016 due to the migrant crisis in Calais. During the crisis, it
16 The City Airport Development Programme (CADP), which received planning permission in July
2016, includes seven new aircraft stands, a parallel taxiway and passenger terminal extension.
17 For definitions of the high and low growth scenarios see DfT, 2017, pp. 83-4
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was impossible to enter Calais after dark because of attempts to board trucks. Drivers
were forced to park overnight in Belgium, losing around three hours at night and several
in the morning (Active Transport). The frustration experienced by hauliers struggling
with border controls and transport security is likely to drive them to consider air
transport but pricing is key to remodelling the freight market (Eurotunnel and Active
Transport). Nonetheless, Eurotunnel have three shuttle trains on order that will all be in
service by 2018.
5.2.13 There are significantly marked seasons within the Channel crossing freight
market with the end of the year being substantially busier to meet the Christmas
demand (Eurotunnel). Conversely, the summer period, especially August, is much
quieter as factories shut down production. Generally Eurotunnel find freight traffic
busier mid-week; weekends are busier for passenger traffic. However, one of the
hauliers (White’s Transport) stated that there were no large seasonal variations since
organisations are now mainly using JIT.
5.2.14 One interviewee (Baltic Exchange) felt that the UK trucking industry would
benefit from the reopening of Manston Airport. The sector would see a reduction in
costs, less congestion at the Channel crossings and also fewer security risks, uplift of
freight would be in the UK, and the ability to offer livestock delivery from the airport as
was the case in the 1980s, rather than on long pan-European road transport. Indeed,
one of the haulier interviewees (Taft) observed that capacity issues at Heathrow have
resulted in the Lufthansa Cargo operation shrinking over the years to a fraction of its
former size.
5.2.15 There is a considerable volume of business for road hauliers willing to take
goods from the UK to Europe for air freighting, mainly from Frankfurt (Taft). There is
also a large amount of return business. However, according to this interviewee, there is
very little business for hauliers picking up large loads from freighters landing in the UK
for delivery within the UK. There is also very little business for hauliers transporting
goods within the UK from a manufacturer to an airport (Taft).
5.2.16 Turnaround times and delay at airports are crucial for airlines and hauliers. The
journey by road from Manston to Heathrow takes two hours on average. The time taken
to load at Heathrow Airport can vary from two hours to 10 hours, depending on
workload at the airport. The journey from Manston to Frankfurt takes eight hours,
which is just within a driver’s permitted 10 hours. However, because of historic
problems at Calais, the return journey can often be subject to delays due to border and
police controls. This means drivers who have exceeded their permitted driving hours
have to wait around until they are legally able to drive again. One interviewee said that,
“the advantage of Manston is that it might well remove quite a lot of HGVs carrying air
cargo from getting caught up in French industrial action or perhaps in the future by
UK/EEA customs checks after Brexit, and would bring quite a lot of cargo into a single UK
airport from which domestic distribution can take place – whether that is by smaller cargo
flights, rail freight or continuing movement by HGVs.” (Equinus)
5.2.17 Taft International provided the three-hour trucking times from Manston. As
Figure 9 shows, trucks can reach Basingstoke to the west, Northampton to the
northwest, and Ipswich to the northeast within three hours. The proposed Lower
Thames Crossing, when it opens, will increase this area, particularly to the northeast.
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Figure 9

Three hour trucking times from Manston

Source: Taft International
5.2.18 One interviewee provided details of the trucking activities of Cargolux, Cathay
Pacific and Lufthansa. The following maps show the origins/destinations of freight.
These origins and destinations are shown as a direct line on the maps although, of
course, all truck movements involve either a ferry or tunnel crossing thus passing very
close to the Manston Airport site. About two-thirds of the HGVs use ferries rather than
Eurotunnel (Equinos). He also said, “I suggest that because of Manston’s position with sea
on three sides that any use of rail might benefit by considering how marine intermodal
freight is distributed.” (Equinus)
5.2.19 Cargolux has hubs at Prestwick and Luxembourg and Figure 10 shows the
destinations to where this freight is trucked.
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Figure 10

Cargolux trucking

Source: Bob Parsons
5.2.20 Cathay Pacific has hubs at Heathrow and Manchester airports and Figure 11
shows the trucking movements from these two hubs.
Figure 11

Cathay Pacific trucking

Source: Bob Parsons
5.2.21 Figure 12 shows Lufthansa’s trucking from its hub in Frankfurt.

Page 38 of 78

Figure 12

Lufthansa trucking

Source: Bob Parsons
5.2.22 In terms of mail, Figure 13 shows rail movements between mail centres in dark
red and air movements in blue.
Figure 13

Royal mail air and rail

Source: Bob Parsons
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Perishable goods
5.2.23 East Kent is served by the port at Dover and by the Channel Tunnel. The Channel
Tunnel does not publish or generally collect data on the type of goods being carried in
the 1.5 million trucks per annum who currently use their services. They predict the
number of truck movements through the tunnel will rise to two million by 2020.
However, the company believes that goods transported through the Tunnel include food
and other perishable goods. The Port of Dover carry larger numbers of trucks that also
carry perishables.
5.2.24 In the short and medium-term, there is clear demand for perishable goods
particularly fruit, vegetables, and flowers with many respondents mentioned this
category of air freight. The perishable market was a staple for Manston, and the airport,
with reduced flying time compared with other airports, has a reputation for the speed at
which cargo can be offloaded and onto the road. One interviewee, who had operated
successfully from Manston hauling mainly perishables, confirmed that the unloading
operation was the quickest he knew (Taft). However, underinvestment by previous
owners had caused constant problems because equipment was old and unreliable.
5.2.25 Whilst the current UK air freight model is for shippers to preference belly
freight, this can take up to a week to arrive and dispatch from some of the UK’s airports.
This research shows how the frustrations associated with this model are impacting all
levels of the supply chain. It seems likely, therefore, that the model is set to change,
much as the model for passenger flights changed some decades ago. The low cost
carriers now dominate many airports, operating point-to-point to offer competitive
prices to their customers. As Sales says:
“In today’s aviation world, airports have become the economic drivers of
business and industry and the service on the ground for both passengers and
freight has become very competitive, especially when customers have
alternative choices.
For air cargo, it is the minimum time spent on the ground before and after the
flight that can make a particular airport attractive and will play a role in the
ultimate selection by the forwarders and consolidators, who will mostly
determine how much cargo is directed to and from a particular airport.”
(Sales, 2013, p.43)
5.2.26 In terms of business support, written evidence submitted by David Brown,
Group Supply Chain Director Finlays Horticulture, part of Finlays Horticulture
Investments Ltd dated 16 January 2015 says the following:
“As a previous large customer to the services of Manston airport, we felt it
important that Finlays wrote to explain their previous business and ongoing
support for Manston as an infrastructure hub for UK airfreight importation.
Finlays had been a customer of Manston airport through its various
ownerships for a period of approx 17 years up to it closure a few months ago.
Finlays brought in a large quantity of freight (approx 400t) on various
carriers weekly through the airport, as they had become specialists in
handling perishable cargo. Since Manston’s closure this Finlays cargo (and
other importers cargo) has been transferred to other London airports
increasing their traffic, and placing strain on their resources to deal with an
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additional 1000 tonnes each week. Cargo capacity constraints continue to
mount at airports in the south east of England, which has adversely affected
our business. The main factors we see specific to Manston are as follows:
• Manston were unique in being able to offer such a quick turnaround of
getting airfreight onto lorries, with suitable perishable handling facilitates,
and flexibility in dealing with freight day or night. The freight that we now
have arriving at Stansted (approx 2 hours closer to Finlays sites by lorry
than Manston) is regularly arriving 6 hours later than the equivalent
Manston vehicles.
• Manston is one of only 5 UK airports to have a BIP (EU Border Inspection
Post) facility. Trade has moved and is still moving to Europe as a
consequence of the shutdown.
• The overall limits of air freight capacity and restricted handling services in
the South East continue to increase, and for the perishable air freight
business, other airports are struggling to match the quality and speed of
service for which Manston was renowned.
• Manston’s location to major roads and ports meant that the development
of more trade was a distinct possibility and its unique air freight handling
service makes it very desirable to the cargo business. In addition Customs,
Port Health, FERA and other agencies were all in place to facilitate the
airport’s operation.
In our dealings with Manston over the last decade or more we have been very
satisfied and actively supportive by putting our cargo business there. It was
with deep regret that Manston management took the decision to close the
airport. It is noted that other interested airport operators have shown serious
interest about taking on Manston as an airport, we strongly hope that a future
for Manston can be found. “
5.2.27 As with past operations at Manston Airport, the main target markets for imports
will include Africa, particularly East Africa. East Africa has a population of some 125
million and, since the 1980s, has undergone considerable economic reforms to stimulate
growth in the private sector. Agriculture is the leading sector and the area exports
flowers, fruit, and vegetables. East Africa has eight international airports:
•
•
•
•

Bujumbura International Airport (BJM) in Burundi
Jomo Kenyatta International Airport (JKIA), Mombasa International Airport (MIA)
and Eldoret International Airport in Kenya
Dar es Salaam International Airport (DIA), Kilimanjaro International Airport (KIA)
and Zanzibar International Airport (ZIA) in Tanzania
Entebbe International Airport in Uganda

5.2.28 Discussions by one interviewee (Securitas) with the Algerian Embassy indicate
the intention of the Country to export perishable items including fruit and vegetables to
the UK. Whilst Algerian airlines are currently experiencing issues with air freight, these
problems are expected to be resolved soon.
5.2.29 Fresh flowers also originate in South America with Colombia being the second
largest flower exporter in the world after the Netherlands. Other South American
countries exporting flowers include Ecuador, Chile and Peru. This area also exports
berry and stone fruits as well as salmon, particularly from Chile, and asparagus from
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Peru. Additionally, pineapples are imported from Ghana, with green beans and flowers
originating in Kenya.
Fish and live animals
5.2.30 By weight, fresh salmon is the top export from Heathrow Airport. During
Operation Stack, a considerable amount of Scottish salmon was transported through the
Channel Tunnel, a situation that is not ideal for the quality and therefore the price that
can be achieved for this fresh fish. According to a number of interviewees, Manston
Airport is expected to pick up a proportion of this air freight, particularly perishable
goods such as fish and shellfish. One interviewee reported that, in the season, 14 pallets
of fish are air freighted to Dubai per fortnight as well as twice-daily flights for spider
crabs (Securitas).
There is a considerable market in live animal transportation by air, particularly for
racehorses and breeding stock. According to an interviewee, around 260 Arab racehorse
flights take place between Dubai and the UK per year (Securitas). One of the
interviewees reported problems flying pet animals into Heathrow Airport, as they tend
to cause delays to operations (Securitas).
Other imports and exports
5.2.31 In the UK, imports exceed exports (in June 2016 the difference was £48,928
million compared with £43,844 respectively18). However, the research undertaken to
compile the demand forecast for Manston identified a considerable export market for
airlines that operate in developing markets. For example, Kent has a substantial biotech
sector, with a hub located at Discovery Park in Sandwich, very close to Manston Airport.
One interviewee mentioned the advantage for the pharmaceutical and biotechnology
companies in East Kent using a local airport (Locate in Kent). Another interviewee
talked about transporting medicines for clinical trials (DHL). As such, particularly in the
early years, exports are expected to exceed imports, facilitating the opportunities for UK
businesses (see Section entitled ‘Onshoring of manufacturing in the UK’ at paragraph
6.3.9 onwards for more details).
5.2.32 Exports from the UK are increasing, reaching what was an all-time high of £44.9
billion in April 201619 to £49.63 billion in July 201720. The top five export commodities
from London’s Heathrow include precious metals (£26 billion), aircraft turbojets (£3.3
billion), jewellery (£3 billion), pharmaceuticals and medicines (£2.8 billion), and art
(£2.4 billion)21. By weight, next to fresh salmon, the top exports from Heathrow are
books and other printed material. The continued growth of the British fashion industry
is also a notable export market for the UK. One interviewee mentioned that increasing
volumes of high-end fashion items are being air freighted by companies such as Jimmy
Choo (DHL).
5.2.33 Several interviewees discussed the large Russian market, which comprises over
140 million consumers with an emerging middle class with a taste for luxury goods.
Russia has huge infrastructure needs and exports from the EU to Russia include
machinery and transport equipment, chemicals, medicines and agricultural products.

http://www.tradingeconomics.com/united-kingdom/exports
http://www.tradingeconomics.com/united-kingdom/exports
20 https://tradingeconomics.com/united-kingdom/exports
21 http://www.lloydsloadinglist.com/freight-directory/news/UK-exports-via-Heathrow-rise9.7/64745.htm#.V7nmwWXmugQ
18
19
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The UK exports more products to Russia than it imports and the majority of imports
include non-air freightable items such as oil and gas.
5.2.34 One of the freight airlines interviewed (Coyne Airways) said they carried mostly
oil and gas extraction equipment and commercial consumer goods including clothing
and electronics. They carry almost entirely exports from the UK and fly to places where
demand for passenger flights is low including Baku in Azerbaijan, Iraq, Georgia, etc. Iraq
is likely to be the next big market but rates to the Country are already quite low (Coyne
Airways). Africa is also the continent to consider as the opportunities are limitless –
“people will start ordering mobile phones and electronics” (Coyne Airways).
5.2.35 The Middle East is a growing market to and from Europe and imports include
live animals, particularly race horses, breeding stock, and luxury cars during the
summer months. Exports include a variety of products including high value cargo such
as electronics and machine parts as well as fresh fish and seafood.
5.2.36 The Indian subcontinent is also a potential exporter and importer of goods to the
UK. One interviewee mentioned the potential for airlines from Pakistan to use Manston
Airport (Securitas). Pakistan mainly exports clothing and imports consumer goods.
5.2.37 Trade with the US is mature and includes electronics and machine parts
including spares for aircraft and oilrigs and Manston Airport is in an ideal location to act
as a hub between the USA and the rest of Europe, Russia, Africa and the Middle East. One
of the interviewees, a shipper (ACC), said that the US is their strongest market with main
hubs in Atlanta, New York, Chicago and Houston. Their air freight includes commercial
and hazardous goods. Shipping problems for ACC include delays at Customs and getting
goods out of the airport, usually Heathrow or Manchester, which can take many hours
and is getting worse.
5.2.38 Aircraft parts are frequently carried by air (Active Transport). Formula One cars
(DHL) are also shipped by air, as are luxury cars from the Middle East countries. August
is known as Supercar Season with around 300 vehicles per year being flown into
London, (Securitas). The press report that fleets of gold covered vehicles including
Bentley, Rolls Royce and Lamborghinis frequent the streets of West London. This niche
market could potentially be attracted to Manston Airport.
5.2.39 Other types of air freight mentioned included specialist one-off and rather
unpredictable opportunities such as transporting the equipment for bands playing at
concerts all over the world. Indeed, the Rolling Stones used Manston Airport on a
number of occasions. Outsized items (i.e. more than 1.6 metres high) will not generally
fit into the belly of a passenger aircraft so air freighters are used to fly these goods.
Indeed, other evidence collected during the statutory consultation indicates that this
niche market is poorly served by UK airports.
5.2.40 One interviewee mentioned specialist freight carriers such as Harrods Aviation,
which has FBOs at Luton and Stansted airports with an engine shop at Farnborough.
5.2.41 Since most intra-European passenger flights use narrow-bodied aircraft that
cannot hold much freight, a market has sprung up for freighters flying around Europe
(Coyne Airways). Indeed, wide-bodied freighters fly a few routes around Europe every
night (Coyne Airways). At present, most of the UK freight is trucked to Amsterdam,
Frankfurt or Milan to join these intra-European flights (Coyne Airways).
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Integrator services
5.2.42 Increasingly, success in business depends on getting the right goods to the right
place at the right time and without holding expensive stocks of either inbound parts and
materials or stock ready for distribution but as yet unsold. The use of Just-in-Time (JIT)
and Build-to-Order (BTO) approaches aim to eliminate both inbound and outbound
inventories. However, these means of controlling inventory places increasing reliance
on rapidly response and reliable transportation from suppliers, distributors and
customers around the world. Indeed, around 10% of manufacturers’ costs are
associated with organising the supply of incoming parts and materials and the
distribution of outgoing products 22 . Parcel delivery is therefore a hotly contested
business with UPS, FedEx, DHL and TNT vying for position as market leaders.
5.2.43 One interviewee noted how e-commerce has greatly helped SMEs (small and
medium sized enterprises), driving the trend for their increasing use of the services of
integrators (FedEx). Whilst most integrator business has been business-to-business, the
business-to-consumer market, probably linked to the growth in e-commerce, is growing
and integrators are trying to adapt (Fedex). It would seem that the industry generally is
migrating to express cargo with increasing demand for rapid delivery of freight (DHL).
One interviewee talked about the high operational costs of ‘last mile’ delivery, which are
key to ensuring profitability for the company (FedEx).
5.2.44 Integrators monopolise the freight-friendly airports such as East Midlands
(DHL) and are reluctant to change their operations, preferring to cope with slot
restrictions at Heathrow rather than moving to other more cost effective airports (DHL,
FedEx). The explanation for this is the focus on associated fixed costs and the resources
involved to make a move to another airport (FedEx). This reluctance has perhaps been
exacerbated because the large integrators do not tend to get bumped from belly-hold on
passenger flights and are given preference over smaller organisations (DHL).
5.2.45 The benefits integrators (FedEx) look for from an airport include:
•
•

•
•

Excellent transport links by road and rail with connections to London and the
rest of the UK
A location close to London, particularly to the east of London and the Canary
Wharf commercial and business districts and with the ability to access the whole
of London quickly so companies can compete globally
Sufficient runway length for larger cargo-only aircraft with available slots
Situated at the centre of a key UK regional economy

5.2.46 The big issue for integrators at Heathrow Airport is the lack of storage and land
availability generally (DHL). Many leases come up for renewal in 2019 (DHL). Slot
availability is also a problem and one interviewee mentioned that Chinese freight
airlines would like to fly direct to the south east of the UK but cannot get slots (DHL).
Security is a big issue for freight integrators and shippers and one of the interviewees
said his company was so concerned that they had written to both the French and UK
governments on the subject (FedEx). This interviewee also mentioned inconsistencies
across Europe, which leads to administrative burdens for the integrators.
5.2.47 One of the integrators (FedEx) discussed the growth markets around the world.
His analysis was that:
22

http://www.economist.com/node/1477544
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•
•

•
•
•

India is not growing at the moment. The big difficulty is infrastructure on the
ground and that many people are without an address.
Africa could be a growing market if the infrastructure problems could be
resolved. As with India, many consumers do not have an address. For both India
and Africa, ‘last mile’ delivery is expensive as there are few domestic players in
the market and the countries are plagued by road accidents.
The Middle East, Far East, and the US are growing markets
China and Europe have reached saturation
Russia and the Balkans are big importers of luxury goods although changes to
regulations can impact this market (such as restrictions on imports per person
per month, which the carrier has a responsibility to report)

Military and humanitarian operations
5.2.48 Outbound flights from Manston Airport are likely to include military movements
and humanitarian operations. With the absence of any information to the contrary, it is
reasonable to predict both military and humanitarian operations will be similar in terms
of numbers to those previously handled at Manston Airport. According to previous Air
Traffic Controllers, these numbers are in the region of 30 movements per year for
military operations and 20 per year for humanitarian and medevac flights. One
interviewee also talked about the need for slots for deportation flights (Securitas).
Comparison to Frankfurt Main Airport
5.2.49 An analysis of freight movements at Frankfurt Main Airport provides an
interesting example of a successful European freight operation. Frankfurt has restricted
operating hours, which do not permit night flights. All services, including night airmail,
now operate between 0500 and 2300. The airport handled more than two million
tonnes of cargo in 2015, a reduction from 2010, due mainly to night-time restrictions, of
around 193,000 tonnes, some 8%. Whilst there was no doubt a downturn in tonnes
handled, these figures contradict the generally held assumption that successful cargo
operations need to operate with 24-hour licenses.
5.2.50 In contrast to the operation at Leipzig, Frankfurt has little integrator traffic with
the exception of FedEx movements. Leipzig Airport is only able to function as an almost
100% integrator operation because it does not have a curfew. Leipzig handles around
one million tonnes of freight per year, a huge increase from 101,000 tonnes in 200723
when DHL moved its European hub to the airport.
5.2.51 The Frankfurt and Leipzig figures show the difference between a true market,
where capacity is available to attract any number of freighter flights, and a constrained
market such as that in London. This example underpins the findings outlined in previous
sections, providing support for the rationale behind the forecasting method chosen.
Projections based on the constrained London markets do not provide an accurate
picture of the potential in the South East. The unconstrained operations at Leipzig and
Frankfurt provide a much more accurate estimation of the feasibility of Manston
Airport. Another point of interest from the data from Frankfurt Main is the limited types
of freight aircraft that use the airport.

23 https://www.leipzig-halle-airport.de/en/company/about-us/facts-and-figures/trafficstatistics-158.html
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5.2.52 The Frankfurt Main data shows that cargo-only airlines seem content to operate
during the day, if suitable slots are available and off load and turnaround times are
expedient. Frankfurt handles a large number of freighters. Examples of those arriving
and departing the airport on the 9 and 10 October 2016 are shown in Table 5. For
Manston, focusing on the freighter market, and providing slots without the need to
preference large numbers of passenger flights, can be key to a successful UK operation.
Table 5 Frankfurt freighter schedule
Airline
Aerologic

Worldwide

Air Algerie
Air Bridge Cargo

North Africa
Europe

Air China
Asiana Airlines
Cargo Logic Air
Cathay Pacific
China Airlines
China Southern

Far East/US
Far East
Eurasia
Far East
Far East
Far East

European Air
Transport (EAT)
Egypt Air
Emirates

Europe

Etihad
Fedex
Korean Airlines
LAN Cargo
Lufthansa Cargo

Middle East
Worldwide
Eurasia, Far
East
US
Worldwide

MNG Airlines
Night Express
Qatar Airways
Saudia
Turkish Airlines
United Airlines
Uzbekistan Airways

Eurasia
Europe
Middle East
Middle East
Eurasia
Europe
Eurasia

North Africa
Worldwide

Example origin-destination
Bangkok, Chicago, Delhi, East Midlands, Hong
Kong, Leipzig, Los Angeles, Mumbai, Taschkent
Algiers
Helsinki, Leipzig, Moscow (multiple times per
day)
Beijing, Chicago, Shanghai
Seoul
Moscow
Hong Kong
Taipei
Guangzhou and Shanghai (multiple times per
day)
East Midlands, Heathrow, Leipzig
Cairo
Amsterdam, Atlanta, Dubai (multiple times per
day), Mexico City
Abu Dhabi
Cologne, Memphis, Milan, Paris
Navoi (Uzb.), Seoul
Miami
Almaty (Kaz.), Atlanta, Bangalore, Cairo, Chicago,
Curitiba (Brazil), Dakar, Guangzhou, Hong Kong,
Istanbul, Johannesburg, Mexico City, Miami,
Moscow, Mumbai, Nairobi, New York, Riyadh, Sao
Paolo, Shanghai, Tokyo
Tekirdag (Turkey)
Birmingham
Doha
Dammam, Riyadh
Istanbul
Frankfurt Hahn
Navoi (Uzb)

Source: Fraport website http://www.frankfurt-airport.com/en/b2b/cargohub.overview.flights.html#flightschedules/type=departure/page=1/time=2016-1019T17%3A00%3A00
5.2.53 With Manston envisioned as primarily an air freighter hub, the Frankfurt Main
data leads to two powerful implications. The first is that dedicated cargo carriers do not
require night movements. Frankfurt averages over 60 movements per day of dedicated
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cargo carriers with a full night time restriction between 23:00 and 05:00. With its
dedicated runway for cargo and the ability to service its customers quickly, cargo
carriers are clearly able and willing to carry out their business within an 18-hour daily
window. The second implication is that the high level of activity at Frankfurt can only
mean that a significant amount of cargo landing at Frankfurt is destined for locations
other than Germany. With London being a major economy and with scant landing slots
available for cargo, a portion of Frankfurt cargo is likely being transported from
Frankfurt to London by truck. Manston Airport could readily handle this business in a
more cost effective and timely manner, with less environmental impact than trucking
from Frankfurt to the UK.

5.3 Channel Crossings market share
5.3.1 One interviewee (Equinus) provided historic data that details the passenger,
tourist vehicle, coach, and HGV traffic using the Port of Dover and Eurotunnel between
1995 and 2014. This data is shown in Table 6 and Table 7, which detail the number of
movements and percentage change, year-on-year. Colour coding is used to show where
movements have increased (green cells) or decreased (red cells), and indicate the peak
years for traffic volumes. Table 6 shows an increase in HGV traffic to almost 2.6 million
movements per year in 2016. This represents an increase in HGV movements over the
past five years of some 33%.
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Table 6 Port of Dover historic traffic figures
Year

Passengers

Tourist Cars

Coaches

HGV

1995

17,872,712

2,893,835

158,167

1,075,965

1996

18,979,719

6% 3,054,781

6% 153,642

-3% 1,071,602

1997

21,463,570 13% 3,558,355 16% 165,002

0%

7% 1,602,863 50%

1998

19,441,608

-9% 3,300,283

-7% 153,700

-7% 1,522,948

-5%

1999

18,276,988

-6% 3,003,364

-9% 156,725

2000

16,232,191 -11% 2,594,824 -14% 148,285

-5% 1,618,184

-3%

2001

16,002,464

-1% 2,554,931

-2% 136,702

-8% 1,771,826

9%

2002

16,442,680

3% 2,632,182

3% 147,549

8% 1,854,234

5%

2003

14,681,003 -11% 2,581,573

-2% 125,224 -15% 1,782,857

-4%

2004

14,333,663

-2% 2,506,667

-3% 128,464

2005

13,348,829

-7% 2,554,772

2006

13,797,874

3% 2,647,060

4% 105,774

2007

14,287,318

4% 2,837,559

7% 105,336

2008

13,893,118

-3% 2,830,238

0%

2009

13,090,309

-6% 2,775,174

-2%

2010

13,154,638

0% 2,818,380

2%

86,035

6% 2,091,516

-9%

2011

12,764,699

-3% 2,653,127

-6%

84,938

-1% 2,069,945

-1%

2012

11,921,671

-7% 2,400,471 -10%

84,246

-1% 1,952,138

-6%

2013

12,753,343

7% 2,471,193

3%

90,478

7% 2,206,728 13%

2014

13,295,492

4% 2,456,817

-1%

96,576

7% 2,421,537 10%

2015

13,008,400

-2% 2,335,531

-5%

96,592

0% 2,539,918

5%

2016

12,059,538

-7% 2,179,331

-7%

87,023 -10% 2,591,286

2%

2% 1,667,942 10%

3% 1,980,662 11%

2% 107,541 -16% 2,045,867

3%

-2% 2,324,598 14%
0% 2,363,583

2%

-7% 2,307,821

-2%

81,209 -17% 2,300,468

0%

97,851

Last 10 Years

-16%

-23%

-17%

10%

Last 5 Years

1%

-9%

3%

33%

Source: Compiled from Port of Dover reports
5.3.2 The Eurotunnel figures shown in Table 7 shows huge growth in HGV movements
- around 33% in the five years to 2016. Total HGV movements Channel crossings from
Dover and using Eurotunnel are more than 4.2 million per year. Eurotunnel estimates an
equivalent in tonnes of freight carried at 21.3 million in 2016.
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Table 7 Eurotunnel historic traffic figures
Year

Passengers

1995

4,081,000

1,246,000

391,000

1996

7,909,000 94%

2,136,000

519,000

1997

8,653,000

9%

2,383,000

268,000 -48%

12,901,000 49%

3,448,000

705,000 163%

1998

Tourist Cars

Coaches

HGV
33%

1999

11,898,000

-8%

3,342,000

839,000

19%

2000

11,198,000

-6%

2,865,000

1,133,000

35%

2001

10,717,000

-4%

2,605,000

1,198,000

6%

2002

10,043,000

-6% 2,335,625

71,911

1,231,100

3%

2003

9,857,205

-2% 2,278,999

-2% 71,942

0% 1,284,822

4%

2004

9,266,325

-6% 2,101,323

-8% 63,467 -12% 1,281,207

0%

2005

9,550,503

3% 2,047,166

-3% 77,267 22% 1,308,786

2%

2006

9,109,663

-5% 2,021,543

-1% 67,202 -13% 1,296,269

-1%

2007

8,260,980

NA 2,141,573

2008

9,113,371 10% 1,907,484 -11% 55,751 -15% 1,254,282 -11%

2009

9,220,233

1% 1,916,647

0% 54,547

2010

9,528,558

3% 2,125,259

11% 56,507

4% 1,089,051

42%

2011

9,679,764

2% 2,262,811

6% 56,095

-1% 1,263,327

16%

2012

9,911,649

2% 2,424,342

7% 58,966

5% 1,464,880

16%

2013

10,132,691

2% 2,481,167

2% 64,907 10% 1,362,849

-7%

2014

10,397,894

3% 2,572,263

4% 63,059

-3% 1,440,214

6%

2015
2016

10,399,267
10,011,337

0% 2,556,585
-4% 2,610,242

-1% 58,387
53,623

-7% 1,483,741
1,641,638

3%

Last 10 Years

21%

22%

-18%

16%

Last 5 Years

1%

8%

-9%

12%

6% 65,331

-3% 1,414,709
-2%

9%

769,261 -39%

Source: Complied from Eurotunnel Group. Note that passenger figures from 2007 only
include Eurostar passengers, excluding coach passengers and journeys between Paris
and Calais and Brussels and Lille. Figures prior to 2007 provided by Bob Parsons
5.3.3 With the UK’s exit from the EU, more stringent border control procedures can be
expected. The Eurotunnel and Dover figures highlight the potential impact of delays and
increased transit times on the more than four million annual HGV movements across the
Channel. The figures shown above are consistent with the accounts of other
interviewees that attest to freight being trucked to airports in northern Europe. Given
increased friction at the border crossings, this market is more likely to consider moving
to airfreight.
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5.4 Passenger-focused findings
5.4.1 This section outlines the main findings related to passenger flights. There are
currently estimated to be just in excess of 1.5 million people living in Kent24. In 2008,
11,000 local residents completed a survey run by Kent International Airport and KOS
Media25. 86% of respondents said they were very likely to use scheduled commercial
passenger flights from Manston Airport. A further 11% said they were somewhat likely
to use flights from the airport. Time saving and locational benefits were given by the
majority of respondents as their reasons for wanting to use Manston.
5.4.2 It seems that Manston Airport, with its easy access to both the passenger
terminal and from the terminal to the aircraft, may be a huge attraction to older
travellers. The Association of British Travel Agents (ABTA) recently found that elderly
people are missing flights because of the long walk they face at airports. If assistance is
not pre-booked, these less able people are required to walk up to a mile between the
check-in desk and the departure gate26.
5.4.3 In terms of time taken for travel and check-in, research shows that many people
should find it quicker to access Manston Airport than either Gatwick or Heathrow
airports. Indeed, the proposed opening of the Lower Thames Crossing widens Manston’s
catchment area to include Essex and North London. The drive and rail times from the
main towns in Kent to Manston Airport are shown in Figure 14 and Figure 15.
Figure 14

Drive times to Manston Airport

Source: Lab-Tools Ltd.

24 http://www.kent.gov.uk/about-the-council/information-and-data/Facts-and-figures-aboutKent/population-and-census
25 http://www.uk-airport-news.info/kent-airport-news-310708.htm
26 Daily Telegraph, 27 September 2016, “Older travellers miss flights due to airport walks of almost
a mile”
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Figure 15

Rail travel times to Manston Airport

Source: Lab-Tools Ltd.
5.4.4 These figures were compiled from population-postcode data for the 12 Kent
districts derived from the 2011 census. Travel times for both road and rail were
measured at the middle of the day27 and include all aspects of the journey to the queue
for the check-in or bag-drop desk. The times assume a 30-minute check-in at Manston,
two hours at Gatwick for European flights and three hours at Heathrow for long haul.
Even with shorter check-in times at Gatwick and Heathrow for passengers who use
online services, travel times remain competitive.
5.4.5 Manston’s location means that flights to and from ‘sunshine’ destinations such as
Alicante and Malaga have a reduced flying time compared to other UK airports. For
airports in the north of England and Scotland, this can be as much as one hour less in the
air for each sector. Less flying time means less fuel and crew time, reducing the cost of
each flight for the operator and allowing more rotations per day.
KLM
5.4.6 Between 2013 and 2014, KLM operated twice daily flights (four movements per
day) between Manston and Schiphol in Holland. This operation connected passengers
from East Kent and from the wider Kent and South East area. In 2013, KLM handled over
40,000 passengers. Tourism in both directions (inbound and outbound) was “just
getting going and had a huge amount of support from all the tourism agencies” (Visit
Kent).
5.4.7 Unfortunately, the company was forced to pull out of the airport before the more
lucrative summer season. As such, it is difficult to estimate what passenger numbers
would have been if KLM had been able to continue operating from Manston. Emails
between the Managing Director of KLM Cityhopper, Boet Kreiken and one of Manston
Airport’s former Air Traffic Controllers, Andy Wilby, show how KLM felt about their
operation from Manston Airport:

27http://www.lab-tools.com/SMA/Manton%20Airport%20Kent%20has%20major%20travel%
20advantages%20-%20v2b.pdf
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“Every time we hear about Manston we feel the lost opportunity for the UK,
the Kent region, local employment and our lost venture which did not get the
time to materialise with a full summer season. . . . The UK has to come to grips
soon with her policy for regional airports and these airports (and e.g. amongst
others our Klc operations) and airline connections are a vital lifeline for a
modern economy and society as yours is. . . . we are convinced that definitively
destructing such a runway and location as Manston is in the long run not such
a wise decision as understatement in the greater and continuously expanding
London area as well as of a relatively booming South East England. Many
regional airports now vie for our connections to Europe and the world.”
5.4.8 Given the current capacity issues at other South East airports, RiverOak have a
reasonable expectation that a carrier such as KLM will operate a twice-daily schedule
from Manston. Indeed, KLM have reiterated their desire to recommence operations from
Manston. Their schedule is likely to resume as before, with a twice-daily service from
Manston to Schiphol Airport, Amsterdam. KLM previously used Fokker 70 aircraft,
which have a capacity of 80 passengers. Four movements per day, seven days per week
equates to around 1,460 movements per year. This type of service provides local people
with access to a major hub from where they can fly to destinations around the world.
Low cost carriers
5.4.9 In addition to the KLM flights, RiverOak expect at least one low cost carrier to
operate from Manston, basing two aircraft at the airport. Indeed, in 2005, when EUJet, a
low cost carrier, was operating from the airport, Manston handled around 207,000
passengers. A new theme park is planned for construction in Kent on the Swanscombe
peninsular between Dartford and Gravesend. The proposed 872-acre London Resort
entertainment complex includes a large indoor water park, theatres, live music venues,
cinemas, rides, restaurants, and 5,000 hotel rooms. The park is expecting 50,000 visitors
per day. Visit Kent, the County’s tourism organisation, believes Manston would provide
a gateway for visitors to the theme park. Accessing Kent from the east would encourage
visitors to see more of the County rather than venturing no further than London. It is
expected that this attraction will help drive demand for the services of KLM and low cost
carriers.
5.4.10 Ryanair have given RiverOak an indication that they will base two aircraft at
Manston in the first three years of operation. These aircraft would be likely to operate a
timetable serving 12 to 14 destinations throughout the year, including domestic and
leisure routes, offering five rotations in the summer months and four in winter. From
the fourth year of operation, Ryanair would consider basing three aircraft at the airport.
5.4.11 With the arrival of EasyJet, Southend Airport has developed a successful
passenger operation, increasing from around 4,000 passengers per year prior to 2012 to
900,000 in 2015. However, the 2015 figure is 18% down on 2014 traffic. The short
runway and restricted land available for development may mean that some airlines
could look to Manston to expand their operations. In particular, should EasyJet, who
operates to 16 destinations from Southend, around 10,000 movements per year,
consider entering the long haul market, Manston would make an ideal choice, given its
location. However, this service has yet to be announced and so no low cost carrier long
haul flights can be included in the demand forecast for Manston Airport.
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Resident passenger carriers
5.4.12 The CAA calculates that 1.9 million passengers are carried by marginal airlines
at Heathrow (CAA, 2013, p. 22). Marginal airlines are defined as, “those most likely to
switch away from the airport in light of a 10 per cent price increase” (ibid, p. 20). These
airlines are shown in Table 8. Whilst the CAA describe these airlines as marginal, they
note their analysis may be an overestimation since airlines may incur significant
switching costs or they may consider their operations at Heathrow to be of strategic
significance and would therefore be prepared to bear any increase in costs. This is
particularly pertinent if the carrier is part of a strategic alliance or has an interlining
agreement in place. For example, Vueling is an unaligned LCC airline, with only 5%
connecting passengers. However, it has signed an interlining agreement with BA
whereby passengers landing in Barcelona with BA will be able to connect directly to
Vueling’s 74 destinations offered from its hub in Barcelona’s El Prat Airport28.
Table 8 Marginal airlines at Heathrow Airport

Source: CAA, 2013, p. 21
28 http://www.vueling.com/en/we-are-vueling/press-room/press-releases/corporate/vuelingflights-from-el-prat-barcelona-to-connect-with-british-airways-broad-network
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5.4.13 However, the CAA says that:
“24 out of 85 airlines at Heathrow (in 2011) carried less than 10 per cent
connecting passengers on their services. For these airlines, it is unlikely that
the loss of connecting passengers would be a significant switching cost. These
airlines accounted for approximately 6.8 million (10 per cent) of the
passengers at Heathrow. Of these, airlines accounting for approximately 1.9
million passengers do not belong to an alliance.” (CAA, 2013, p. 35)
5.4.14 Since there is no indication that Heathrow will exercise its market power, no
demand for the movement of any of these airlines to Manston has been made as part of
the outcome of this research.
5.4.15 However, since capacity at Heathrow and Gatwick is constrained, with Luton and
Stansted set to follow, RiverOak would expect to attract other carriers in the medium
term. It is also expected that Manston will become the base for one or more regional
carriers with three 30 to 50-seater aircraft. These aircraft will serve six to eight
business-orientated and niche leisure routes.
5.4.16 In October 2016, the UK and China signed an agreement that increases the
current limit of 40 direct flights per week between the countries to 100 in both
directions. The new agreement also lifts the restriction on the number of airports that
were covered by the previous deal. Previously only six airports in each country could
offer direct flights between the UK and China. This means that not only can flights take
off and land from other UK airports but will provide direct access to destinations
throughout China. One of the interviewees (Visit Kent) in particular felt the Chinese
market into Kent is a particular opportunity. Indeed, this interviewee mentioned the
announcement of two services into Gatwick and two into Birmingham from China with
operators looking for additional slots. This, coupled with the government’s strategy to
move tourism to the regions, means, “there is lots of energy to spread the benefit of
inbound tourism” with funding available (Visit Kent).
Charter flights
5.4.17 As well as daily scheduled flights and regular low cost carrier flights, Manston
was previously served by a number of holiday companies including Newmarket
Holidays and a Saturday service operated to Jersey. It is expected that Manston would
attract at least one holiday company offering flights as part of a package during the
season.
5.4.18 According to one interviewee, prior to its closure, the airport was approached by
a Romanian airline that wanted to operate two flights per day during the season. The
target market for these flights would be agricultural and other workers from Romania
and Poland, many of whom come to work within 50 miles of Manston Airport.
Therefore, due to the capacity available and constraints at other South East airports,
demand at Manson is likely to include a number of charter passenger services, expected
to operate at peak times across the year.
5.4.19 There are a number of infrastructure projects that, once complete, will reduce
even further the travel times to Manston Airport and widen its catchment area (Visit
Kent). These include the proposed Lower Thames Crossing and improved rail travel
times to a London terminus. Additionally, the construction of London Resort and
Ebbsfleet Garden City will provide additional passengers for Manston Airport.
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5.4.20 An email of support for Manston Airport from the Manager of Passenger Sales at
National Airlines based in Orlando, Florida dated 23 January 2017 reads:
“Just as a follow up to our conversation on the Manston Airport. Having used it
as an alternative to LGW, LHR and STN when we did the State Farm incentive
flying from 12 U.S Cities, I can say with experience, that our customers were
absolutely blown away with the service offered by the Manston Airport staff,
and were equally impressed with the ease of getting into downtown London.
We even tested and timed coaches to and from LGW and STN to downtown
and Manston always came out as a shorter total commute both coming and
going.
National has looked at, and continues to evaluate niche scheduled service city
pairs, and should Manston decide to reopen, it would probably enter into our
overall evaluation as an alternative to the congested airports that presently
serve the greater London area.”
5.4.21 As such, a forecast for charter flights has been included in the Manston demand
for passenger flights.
Cruise passengers
5.4.22 In the past, Manston Airport has worked with The Port of Dover, bringing cruise
passengers from the USA to join ships departing from Kent. Indeed, “Renaissance Cruises
were very successful with overwhelmingly positive passenger feedback” (Visit Kent). The
Port of Dover has huge expansion plans for cruise ships (Visit Kent) and “nowadays
cruise passengers are looking for faster transit from the US” (Visit Kent). Indeed, on
their website29, the Port say that:
“Joint initiatives between airports and ports have become more important in
recent years. The inter-operability and inter-connections between the two has
led to an increase in visitor numbers to countries and regions, and can be a
very attractive element in, for example, developing cruise services, linking air
and sea in ways that cruise ship operators demand when looking to new
services from certain countries and ports.”
5.4.23 Manson Airport is located only 17 miles from the cruise terminal at Dover
Harbour, the second busiest in the UK. In previous years, a well-received service
operated between the US and Dover via Manston Airport. Passengers left the aircraft at
Manston on bonded coaches, which allowed them to use the immigration services at
Dover and porterage, which reconciled them with their luggage when they reached their
cabin on the cruise ship. This service saved passengers the time and inconvenience of
travelling through a more distant London airport, and handling luggage between the
airport and the coach transfer. Therefore, demand for one return flight per week during
peak cruise times is predicted. These services are expected to originate in the US.

5.5 Other potential revenue streams
5.5.1 In addition to the air freight and passenger operations, interviewees mentioned
a range of other potential revenue streams for Manston Airport. These include a
maintenance, repair and overhaul facility (MRO), aircraft recycling, establishing an
Enterprise Zone, re-establishing a flying school, and a business jet fixed base operation.

29
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Interviewees were also keen to mention Manston’s role in the resilience of the UK’s
airport network.
Maintenance, Repair and Overhaul (MRO) facility
5.5.2 Aircraft MRO includes scheduled maintenance to aircraft and unscheduled
maintenance due to damage, component and engine failure, mandatory modifications,
and upgrades to the cabin interiors, systems or other components.
5.5.3 Several interviewees mentioned the importance of a maintenance base at
Manston Airport and indeed it seemed almost taken-for-granted that the airport
operator would ensure an MRO facility was available. Not only does an MRO encourage
airlines to use an airport but also generates revenue for the operator and creates
employment in the region. A study undertaken by the Department for Business,
Innovation and Skills (BIS) in 2016 shows the impact of the MRO sector on the UK
economy:
“The UK has a 17 percent global market share in aerospace industry revenues,
which is the largest in Europe and second only to the US in worldwide terms.
In terms of MROL we find that there are over 1,300 companies supporting the
UK Maintenance, Repair, Overhaul and Logistics (MROL) sector. Together
these companies have a turnover of around £15 billion, and they employ
around 57,000 people in the UK.” (BIS, 2016, p. 7)
5.5.4

The report by BIS concludes that:
•

•
•

There is some consensus that the UK MROL sector is highly regarded
throughout the world for: the quality of its work; its aerospace heritage;
having a highly skilled, knowledgeable and flexible work force; and the
presence of an effective regulator with good excellent regulatory
compliance.
The majority of the larger MROs endorse the need for on-going training
through apprenticeship schemes
In an international market place, the UK MROL sector is thought to have a
particular strength in the provision of high value, sophisticated and
advanced MROL services. Building on this capability, the UK MROL
industry has the potential to make a significant contribution to the UK
Government’s intention to double UK exports to £1 trillion by 2020.

5.5.5 AvMan Engineering has been operating a facility from the Hangar One at the
airport since 2009. The company focus on the maintenance of BAE 146/RJ aircraft, as
well as the repair and maintenance of Honeywell ALF 502/LF 507 Series engines. The
interviewee from AvMan mentioned advances in MRO practices including the use of
drones for inspection of aircraft, currently being used by EasyJet.
Aircraft recycling facility
5.5.6 There are an estimated 12,000 aircraft due for retirement in the next two
decades 30 . With a focus on environmentally sound practices, the aircraft recycling
industry offers many opportunities for jobs creation and training opportunities. A key
part of the RiverOak strategy and discussed by interviewees, movements are likely to be
in the region of 10 per year. It should be noted that these are inbound-only movements.
30
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5.5.7 One interviewee was particularly keen to return to Manston Airport as his
company see huge potential from operating in Thanet (SmartLynx). When asked why
they prefer Manston as a location, they report that the location, close to Heathrow and
Gatwick but without slot restrictions, is the main reason. The company previously
employed around 80 people onsite, most of who were from Thanet. He said that the
location of Manston Airport for aircraft recycling is, “absolutely ideal”. The following is a
letter of support from Thorir Kristinsson of SmartLynx Airlines.
“To:
From:

The Managing Director, Manston Airport
Thorir Kristinsson, SmartLynx Airlines

Date: 28 November 2016
I am writing to support retaining Manston as an operational airport. I have
over forty years‘ experience of working in aircraft engineering and my
accreditation details are as follows:
Aircraft Technician Licence:

ICAA, FAA A&P, Licence number: 3566

From 2001 to 2004 I was the Accountable Manager for Aviaservices Ltd and
the five JAR 145 workshops owned and operated by the company in the
Manston area. I was also the responsible manager for Air Atlanta Icelandic’s
stores depot and the line maintenance station at Manston in several buildings
occupying a total of 70,000 sq.ft. Then from 2004 to 2006 I was Senior
Director Maintenance at Air Atlanta Icelandic.
As far as I remember we had 70-80 permanent staff but I might be able to
connect you with our former HR manager Mrs. Dianne Potter who would have
this in much better details as she did an excellent job of pushing for training
and hiring the locals with an apprentice program for the workshops.
Most of the work performed was related to a fleet of B747’s B767’s B757’s and
in the beginning L1011’s aircraft which flew in to Manston for all kind of
maintenance works, limited of course as in those days we never had access to
a hangar. In busy seasons, usually between contracts of the aircraft, we
employed with contractors and mechanics coming with the aircraft - often
100 + people. We maintained around 50 aircraft per year and also salvaged
around 5 or 6 aircraft each year. We handled wheels and brakes, battery
equipment, catering and cargo equipment, safety equipment, and avionics
such as communication and lighting. Our company had CAA approval.
The operation was gradually scaled down because the people who bought the
airport in 2005 never really understood the potential of the aircraft
maintenance and re-cycling business and without a hangar we were facing all
sorts of operational and environmental challenges. Looking back I see it as a
lost opportunity because, for a time, the operation was successful and
profitable, as well as offering employment opportunities to local people.
In recent weeks I have had conversations with colleagues with many years’
experience in aircraft engineering and re-cycling and I can say that there is a
real interest in setting up a new business when Manston re-opens.
It’s also clear to anyone who understands the air freight business that
Manston has huge potential as a cargo hub. It can free up slots in LHR and
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STN, it’s close to the Channel Tunnel and it now has much better rail
connections with London. Actually the location is absolutely ideal and I look
forward to being able to use Manston Airport again soon.”
Enterprise Zone
5.5.8 The Manston Airport site provides the opportunity to derive income from
activities other than freight and passenger flights. For example, in the 2011 Budget, the
Government announced the creation of a number of Enterprise Zones across England.
Enterprise Zones define a geographical area where fiscal incentives and simplified
planning controls encourage businesses to flourish by reducing the barriers to growth.
Enterprise Zones have been established to include or be based around a number of
airports including Manchester, Luton, Newquay and Cardiff.
5.5.9 The Government’s Draft Aviation Policy Framework (DfT, 2012, pp. 28-9)
outlines the effect of Enterprise Zone Status on airports including transforming airports
into international business destinations, creating jobs, and attracting investment to
boost air connectivity and maximise economic impact. Should Manston Airport re-open,
it may be possible to apply to the Government for Enterprise Zone status, providing
incentives for businesses to locate to the area, bringing additional employment and
economic benefits to Thanet.
Flying School
5.5.10 Manston was home to TG Aviation flying school for over 30 years. When
Manston closed, the school moved to Lydd Airport. For many years prior to Manston’s
closure, TG Aviation operated a popular and highly regarded flying school founded by
the late Ted Girdler. The company has since temporarily re-located to Lydd Airport and
has expressed a strong desire to return to Manston when the airport re-opens for
business.
5.5.11 TG Aviation’s former premises comprise a hangar, offices, and a reception area.
In discussions with the TG Directors, RiverOak have agreed that, with suitable
investment in the buildings, the business should be re-opened but this time as a FBO for
executive jets as well as a flying school.
Business jet operation
5.5.12 In addition to the planned FBO, Polar Helicopters operate a fleet of three
helicopters, which is due to increase to four. Their core business is in training and
helicopter charter and a helicopter connection to Battersea for a client landing at
Manston in an executive jet would take around 35 minutes. The interviewee from Polar
Helicopters reported that she would be very interested in working in tandem with an
FBO operation on the site.
5.5.13 Polar have been at Manston for 10 years, and in Hangar 10 for seven years.
Although a well-established business at Manston, Polar Helicopters have not found it
easy to operate from a non-operational airport. Indeed, this interviewee expressed the
opinion that very little investment was made to improve the cargo operation or any
other aspect of Manston as an operational airport except for the equestrian centre.
Diversion airport
5.5.14 Several interviewees mentioned the importance of Manston to the resilience of
the UK’s airport network (AvMan, Baltic Exchange, Securitas). Manston had previously
provided a diversion airport for aircraft either in difficulties or because of conditions
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(such as fog, snow or problems on the runway) at the original destination airport.
According to one interviewee, Manston was the diversion airport for BA, KLM and Virgin
Airways (AvMan). Since the closure of the airport, airlines have great difficulty
providing an en-route diversion airport in their flight plan and this impacts on them
commercially. In particular it was reported that BA has a problem on the A380
transatlantic routes.
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6 Discussion
6.0.1 The aim of this section is to consider the findings from the research, as detailed
in the previous section, and to discuss their influence on the likely demand for Manston
Airport. The sections first consider the air freight findings, looking at the reasons why
Manston Airport will prove attractive to freight operators, before looking at the market
opportunities and demand sectorally and geographically. The potential freight demand
is then considered against a range of potential scenarios that may impact the sector.
Next, the likely demand for passenger flights is discussed before summarising the
discussion section.

6.1 Attracting air freight to Manston Airport
6.1.1 The findings have provided a rich variety of information about what might
attract air freight to Manston Airport. These include both ‘push’ and ‘pull’ factors. ‘Push’
factors cover those that may lead customers away from other airports or change current
transport models and include the issues at Heathrow and the Channel crossings,
increasing problems with security, and potential changes to the current dominance of
belly freight in the UK. ‘Pull’ factors work to attract customers due to the offering made
by the airport and include speed of turnaround achieved by Manston, cutting edge
security clearing, and the location of the airport.
6.1.2 The analysis of Frankfurt Main Airport demonstrates how an unconstrained
airport can attract considerable air freight movements. This airport handled more than
two million tonnes of cargo in 2015 without operating at night. Contrary to the view that
cargo-only airlines prefer to operate at night, Frankfurt shows that if suitable slots are
available during the day and turnaround times are expedient, a daytime operation can
be successful.
Issues at London Heathrow Airport
6.1.3 Many interviewees discussed the problems they face using Heathrow Airport.
These problems include being bumped from belly freight, sometimes up to four times
before freight is transported. This causes uncertainty and considerable stress when the
items are required urgently, such as parts for aircraft, oil rigs, or valuable machinery.
Delays in delivery cause lost revenue for the parties involved. Indeed, delays are
common at the airport, with trucks queuing to on- and off-load their cargo. These
problems are likely to get worse once work on upgrading and realigning the M25
motorway to meet the demands of the new runway commences.
6.1.4 There seems to be a considerable problem with security screening outsized air
freight in the UK. This results in the trucking goods to northern Europe for screening.
Securitas, one of the larger organisations involved in security clearing air freight,
estimates substantial numbers of truck loads per year are having to undertake this
journey. For example, Swissport sends a minimum of 11 trucks daily from all over
England and Scotland. This figure can rise as high as 40 in peak seasons, with an
estimate of an average of 16 daily over a year, seven days a week from just one handler
(Securitas). Together with the bottlenecks at Heathrow, these issues are having a
substantial impact on the air freight market. Overcoming these problems provides
Manston Airport with an opportunity to attract a considerable market, particularly
perishable and time-sensitive items.
6.1.5 There seem to be very limited slots for freighters available at Heathrow. Many
interviewees pressed this point, which is a considerable advantage for Manston until
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capacity is increased at Heathrow. By the time the third runway becomes available, not
likely to be before 2025, Manston is likely to be well established. It is also possible that
demand for passenger traffic will be sufficient to fill the third runway at Heathrow,
continuing to create a push effect for Manston.
6.1.6 The situation at Stansted seems set to continue to preference passenger traffic,
particularly in the period before the third runway at Heathrow is open for business. This
is a concern for organisations such as TfL, who are working to improve surface transit to
Stansted for passengers.
Channel crossings and trucking
6.1.7 There are more than four million truck movements across the Channel every
year. Haulage companies and freight airlines report severe delays, mainly associated
with the situation in Calais, now largely resolved. These delays impact profitability and
particularly affect the carriage of perishable items that lose their value the longer they
remain in transit. Post Brexit, it may be that delays are inevitable as increased customs
and immigration checks have to take place at border crossings. Many interviewees
talked about the security issues they face when trucking through the Channel crossings.
6.1.8 Any increase in delays may precipitate a move away from trucking to the
continent, particularly for high-value time-sensitive goods. Indeed, if trade restrictions
are such that the UK has increasingly to look to markets outside the EU, trucking will not
be an option. Air freight would then be in competition with shipping, a much slower
albeit cheaper form of transit. Even without the impact of Brexit negotiations, York
Aviation are forecasting a shortfall equivalent to 2.1 million tonnes of air freight
capacity in the UK by 2050 (York Aviation, 2015, p. 19). TfL predict that the South East
will be short of capacity for around 54,000 air freight movements (TfL, 2013). The
implications for Manston therefore look very positive, with considerable demand
potential for air freight movements.
Security issues
6.1.9 Security was a key issue for many interviewees with concerns that the problems
currently being experienced will worsen in the future. The carriage of lithium batteries
is becoming increasingly problematic, with moves to impose a ban on passenger aircraft.
This would affect the ability to use belly-hold space and may have implication for
Manston as a specialist freight airport.
6.1.10 Aside from the impact on security from threats of terrorism, other issues
included problems with outsized cargo screening. Some airport’s inability to screen
outsized items can cause delays and frustration. If Manston Airport were equipped to
handle and screen these niche items that are often high-value and time-sensitive, the
airport would be able to attract specialist freight carriers.
6.1.11 RiverOak are in negotiations with Securitas to operate a canine freight screening
operation from the site. Securitas currently truck in the region of 50,000 HGV loads of
air freight from UK airports to Rotterdam or a European airport equipped with
screening for freight. Given the volume of air freight involved and the considerable
advantages of using a UK airport with the specialist equipment required to security
clear freight, Manson is likely attract a considerable amount of these movements.
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Changes to preference for belly freight
6.1.12 Whilst the UK air freight market is currently dominated by belly-hold rather
than dedicated freighters, this is the reverse of the situation in the rest of Europe.
Several factors may contribute to a change to this dominant model. These include
reduced capacity on aircraft such as the A380, the LCC model, which generally focuses
on rapid turnarounds, which preclude the carriage of freight. In addition, many
interviewees talked of freight being bumped from passenger aircraft and the negative
impact this has on their business. If the market was to move away from belly freight and
towards the use of more dedicated freighters, Manston would be well placed to attract
this growing market.
Speed of turnaround
6.1.13 Speed of turnaround was mentioned as a key attraction for a freight airport.
Manston has a history of rapid turnarounds, often cited as the best in the industry.
There can be little doubt that the future operators of Manston would want to focus on
providing this excellence of service, which, if well publicised, should attract those
involved in time-sensitive markets.
6.1.14 Manston’s location means that aircraft heading south make a saving in time and
fuel. This saving is in the region of 45 minutes to one hour in terms of time and between
$2,000 and $3,000 per flight. There are also savings to be made in crew time. These
savings increase the benefits of using Manston and may act as a powerful marketing
opportunity for the airport.

6.2 Market opportunities for Manston Airport
6.2.1 Many of the interviewees mentioned the markets they believe exist for Manston
Airport. These include both sectoral and geographical markets.
Sectoral markets
6.2.2 The niche market opportunities that interviewees identified for Manston include
perishables such as fruit, vegetables and flowers, the traditional focus for the airport
and fish and shellfish. Timely delivery of fresh produce is vital to supermarkets, which
require the maximum shelf life to reduce wastage and increase profit margins. Imports
are likely to originate particularly from Africa and South America. The export markets
for fish and shellfish, including oysters, and spider crabs that are plentiful in the waters
around the south of the UK, include Spain, France, and the Middle East.
6.2.3 It seems Manston would be well placed to dominate niche markets such as
Formula One cars, luxury cars from the Middle East, rock band stage sets, live animals
such as breeding stock and racehorses, oil and gas equipment, and outsized cargo. These
markets should provide considerable business for the airport. Additionally, Manston
Airport has a history of handling military and humanitarian operations and these can be
expected to return to Manston when the airport is operational.
6.2.4 There seems to be strong interest in aircraft recycling market and, although this
would provide only a limited number of movements per year, would provide Manston
with many opportunities to increase revenue and to create jobs and increase skills in the
region.
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Geographic markets
6.2.5 Interviewees identified a number of geographic markets they believe have
growth potential. These include both import and export markets with a focus on the
sectoral markets identified and described in the section entitled ‘Sectoral markets’ at
paragraph 6.2.2 onwards above. These markets include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Africa particularly for the import of flowers, fruit and vegetables
Algeria for the import of fruit and vegetables
China for the import of consumer goods and export of luxury items
Middle East particularly for export markets
Pakistan including the export of clothing and the import of consumer goods
Russia for gas and oil equipment and the export of luxury items
US for a range of import and exports

Attracting integrators and freight forwarders
6.2.6 Whilst integrators, like many businesses, are generally averse to change, there
are a number of potential benefits that may make Manston Airport attractive to this
market. In addition to the benefits described previously such as rapid turnaround of
aircraft and the availability of slots at Manston, the airport offers other attractions.
These include the availability of warehousing and office space either onsite or close to
the airport. The connectivity of the airport is also excellent, with a number of
interviewees talking about this benefit. The presence of an integrator at Manston would
dramatically increase the number of freighter movements from the airport. This
scenario is discussed further in the section entitled ‘Integrator/forwarder base’ at
paragraph 6.3.21 onwards.

6.3 External environment scenarios
6.3.1 The external environment in which any airport operates is dynamic and change
inevitable. These changes may affect the behaviour of potential users and therefore, in
order to enhance the assessment of demand, a range of alternative scenarios has been
considered. These scenarios detail key triggers that may impact the air freight industry
and Manston’s ability to attract air freight. Research from both secondary sources and
from the interviews undertaken has been used to identify these triggers. Nine potential
scenarios specific to the air freight market for Manston Airport have been identified.
These scenarios are:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

The UK’s position in Europe
Changes to fuel prices
The availability of more efficient aircraft
Onshoring of manufacturing in the UK
Changes to logistics and transport systems in Kent
Dramatic changes to economic performance
Manston becomes a major integrator/forwarder base
Manston becomes an Amazon base
Manston becomes a hub for drone activity

6.3.2 The following sections discuss the potential impact of these scenarios on the
demand for air freight at Manston Airport identified through the research undertaken
for this report.
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The UK’s position in Europe
6.3.3 The UK has made one of the most momentous decisions in its history – to exit
the EU. It now seems that a swift exit from the EU is unlikely and that negotiations will
take the maximum two years permitted to conclude. Until these negotiations are
complete, it is difficult to predict the impact on air freight to and from the UK. The
British Government has identified three potential options for relationships between the
UK and the EU post Brexit. These are:
•

•

•

Membership of the European Economic Area (EEA). This model is used by Norway
and ensures full access to the Single Market. In terms of aviation, membership of
the EEA would provide membership of the European Common Aviation Area
(ECAA) and continued access to the Single Aviation Market.
Bespoke bilateral arrangements, such as those between the EU and Switzerland.
For aviation, a UK-EU comprehensive agreement would entail a bespoke
arrangement such as the EU-US and EU-Canada agreements.
A World Trade Organization (WTO) relationship, which would mean no special
arrangement with the EU is negotiated. For aviation, whilst this would provide the
UK with maximum policy freedom with only ICAO’s Chicago Convention
framework in place, it would exclude the UK from European initiatives such as the
Single European Sky.

6.3.4 Table 9 highlights the characteristics of these various options. It is highly likely
the airline industry will lobby the Government to retain the Single Aviation Market.
Without the freedoms of the air currently in place, air freight operators are likely to
experience added costs, more restrictions and increased bureaucracy.
Table 9 Key characteristics of post-Brexit UK-EU models
Access to
Single
Aviation
Market
Full access

Continued EU
membership
ECAA
Full access
membership
UK-EU
Access
comprehensive
No formal
Would need to
agreement
be negotiated
Source: IATA, 2016b, p. 6

Validity of EU
horizontal
agreements

Influence on
EU policy

Policy
freedom

Full validity

High

Very limited

Would likely
remain valid
May need to be
renegotiated
Would need to
be renegotiated

Very limited

Limited

None

Potentially
limited
High

None

6.3.5 A complete exit from the EU would force the UK to negotiate aviation and trade
accords with many countries that have to date been covered by EU treaties. However, a
“hard” Brexit solution for other policy areas may make a “soft” Brexit for aviation more
difficult to negotiate. All commentators have in common the opinion that it is far too
early to predict what the outcome of Brexit will be. In terms of Manston Airport and the
demand for freight and passengers, no changes to the current findings are proposed
until the result of negotiations is clearer. The current demand picture does not contain
any intra-EU traffic, although, most cargo airlines do not fly point-to-point, picking up
and dropping off on non-direct routes to their final destination. Without this ability, if no
formal agreement is reached, freight forecasts may well have to be adjusted, not just for
Manston but also for the whole UK and European airport network.
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Changes to fuel prices
6.3.6 Fuel costs are one of the largest expenses for the airline industry, around one
third of operating costs. Oil prices have been relatively low since mid 2014 but have not
necessarily helped air freight carriers because of the effect of hedging31. This effect
should start to drop away and both freight and passenger carriers may tend to be more
aggressive with their pricing. Lower fuel costs have allowed some operators to open up
new routes, particularly long haul, that were previously unaffordable. However, since
fuel is priced in US Dollars, the value of Sterling against the US Dollar is critical.
6.3.7 Since airlines use hedging to protect them from fuel price fluctuations, price
hikes are unlikely in the short-term. Indeed, the general trend has been for prices to
reduce over time and more efficient aircraft and operating practices seem set to ensure
this trend continues. As such, an increase in the choice of air freight over other means of
transportation may arise. However, given the uncertainty around the value of Sterling
against the US Dollar, the demand identified for Manston has not been changed.
Availability of more efficient aircraft
6.3.8 Aircraft continue to become more efficient, improving fuel consumption and
reducing emissions through new engine, aerodynamic devices and aircraft design, and
through lighter weight on-board equipment. The Boeing 787 Dreamliner and the
forthcoming Airbus A350 are much more efficient than previous generation aircraft.
Instead of metal, these aircraft are constructed almost entirely from composite
materials, reducing their weight considerably. Whilst these economies should be passed
on to the customer, reducing the cost of air freighting, no increases to the demand
identified for Manston have been included over the period of the study.
Onshoring of manufacturing in the UK
6.3.9 One of the effects of the referendum vote to leave the EU has been a weakening
of Sterling. This makes British goods cheaper for overseas customers relative to foreign
competitors. Since the end of the 1970s, the number of jobs in manufacturing has
declined from 25% of the UK workforce to around 8%. Less than three million people
now work in UK manufacturing compared with more than three times that number 40
years ago.
6.3.10 However, technological changes such as robotics are eroding the comparative
advantage of low labour cost countries such as China. Aside from cost issues, many
companies are concerned with the cost-quality balance of their production and the
challenge of protecting intellectual property. Manufacturing overseas makes it easier for
ideas to be stolen and products to be copied, crowding the market and diluting brand
names.
6.3.11 Onshoring is therefore predicted to bring manufacturing back to the UK in
industries such as vehicles, clothing, and high tech products. Agility is key to competitive
advantage, with speed to market and more flexibility required from suppliers. Locating
production so far from the market does not allow for agile responses. Whilst the UK
looks set to return to some manufacturing, not the mass production of the past but as
part of a leaner, more efficient value chain.

31 Hedging is a risk-management strategy that is used to reduce possible loss incurred due to
adverse price movements, in this case in fuel prices
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6.3.12 Since Just-in-Time practices are likely to be required in these manufacturing
processes, the use of air freight may well increase. However, the impact on the
manufacturing sector from the UK’s exit from the EU is uncertain and therefore it is too
early to precisely predict the potential increase to the demand for Manston at this time.
However, demand seems to show that exports will exceed imports and this is, in part, a
reflection of this expected increase in the UK’s manufacturing and exporting ability.
Changes to logistics and transport systems in Kent
6.3.13 Whilst it is too soon to predict the impact of the UK’s withdrawal from the EU
and its effect on Foreign Direct Investment (FDI), recent FDI figures for 2015 to 2016
show the UK had a record number of inward investment projects, created the second
highest number of jobs ever, and is the top European destination for investment from
emerging markets32. Given that property costs in Kent are around 60% cheaper than in
London33 and that Kent benefits from good transport links including the Channel Tunnel
and the Port of Dover, the County makes a good location for logistics and transportation
companies. Indeed, plans for a Lower Thames Crossing will make Kent even more
accessible to the east of the Country.
6.3.14 The presence of a vibrant freight-focused airport is likely to stimulate demand
for warehousing and office space in the East Kent area, creating a transport and logistics
hub around the airport. Under the direction of RiverOak, Manston will play a key role in
the supply chain at local, regional and national levels. This objective is in line with the
vision IATA has for the air cargo industry. They say:
“To address the competitive pressures facing air cargo, the industry
challenged itself in 2014 to meet an important objective by 2020: seeking to
optimize the air cargo supply chain for every commodity type transported by
air to provide shippers with greater transparency, reliability and
predictability. Such industry optimization will help to not just protect the
value proposition of air cargo, but will enhance it.
One goal of supply chain optimization could be the reduction of the average
end-to-end shipping time by 48 hours, where the customer so demands. To
meet this goal, air cargo must modernize its processes, improving quality and
reliability, and widen the range of services offered. Key factors of success are
data integration, process integration and supply chain partnerships based on
common and mutually beneficial scenarios.“ (IATA, 2015, p. 8)
6.3.15 Figures are difficult to predict but in the medium- to long-term increased
demand due to improvements to transportation and logistics in Kent should been taken
into account in forecasting demand for Manston Airport.
6.3.16 Recent issues at Calais have highlighted the pressures on Kent’s current
infrastructure. Kent Channel crossings have suffered on-going delays over the past few
years. These have centred on ferry worker strikes on the French side and the situation
with migrants and refugees trying to enter the UK through the Channel Tunnel. These
delays have had a huge impact on industry and local people. Operation Stack parks
freight traffic on the M20, causing chaos on local roads as traffic attempts to use other
ways to navigate the area.
32 https://www.gov.uk/government/news/uk-remains-number-one-investment-destination-ineurope
33 Locate in Kent
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6.3.17 Last year, the Fresh Produce Consortium estimated that, due to Operation Stack,
£10m of fresh fruit and vegetables was thrown away during the first six months of
201534. Eurotunnel has estimated their costs and lost revenue of the refugee crisis at
Calais in 2015 at €29m (£23m), sending a bill for this amount to the British and French
Governments35. Exact estimates of the impact on UK industry are hard to find but
commentators generally talk of costs to the UK economy in millions of pounds.
6.3.18 These delays may well prompt shippers to switch to air freight, particularly if a
local freight-focused airport was available. In terms of an increase to the demand for
Manston, this may well represent an increase in the short to medium-term if capacity
allowed. These movements would be in addition to the previously discussed (see section
entitled ‘Channel crossings and trucking’ at paragraph 6.1.7 onwards) estimates for the
FTA and TfL that show around 2.1 million tonnes of freight would be diverted from UK
airports due to lack of capacity by 2050 (York Aviation, 2015, p. 19).
Dramatic changes to economic performance
6.3.19 One of the most important influences on air freight is economic performance at
global, European and national levels. Whilst air traffic tends to fall faster than world
trade at the start of an economic downturn and increase quicker on the up-cycle, it
seems that each 1% increase in world economy gives rise to a 2% increase in air traffic
activity (Morrell, 2011). Since air transportation usage and economic activity are
interdependent, any dramatic change would impact both passengers and freight flights.
6.3.20 Regulatory frameworks, such as changes to taxation and environmental
mitigation strategies, also affect air transportation. However, it is always difficult to
predict changes to economic performance but the UK’s situation is particularly
uncertain following the decision to exit the EU. How the UK decides to conduct its future
relationship with Europe will affect how much freedom the UK has to decide its own
policies. For example, the ICAO Assembly has agreed to develop and apply a global
market-based mechanism to address international aviation emissions by 2020. The EU’s
Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS) application and its impact are currently reduced and
carbon prices are low. It is therefore expected that impact on flight demand will be
relatively small in the short to medium-term36. No changes from this scenario to the
demand identified for Manston are therefore proposed.
Integrator/forwarder base
6.3.21 An analysis of the origin-destination airport choice of freight operators shows
that the presence of forwarding facilities at an airport is the primary deciding factor
(Kupfer et al, 2016). Freight forwarders act as third party agents to arrange the carriage
of goods often without owning or managing transportation assets. By contrast,
integrators such as FedEx, DHL and TNT, arrange cargo movements like a forwarder but
also own the transportation assets.

C. Johnston, The Guardian, 4 July 2015 available from
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/jul/04/migrants-try-to-storm-channel-tunnelsparking-further-delays
35 http://www.independent.co.uk/news/business/news/refugee-crisis-eurotunnel-sends-29mclaim-to-british-and-french-governments-to-cover-calais-costs-a6882801.html
36 https://www.eurocontrol.int/sites/default/files/content/documents/officialdocuments/forecasts/seven-year-flights-service-units-forecast-2014-2020-feb2014.pdf
34
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6.3.22 Manston Airport and the Thanet area offer a range of opportunities for the
development of warehousing and office space 37 . It therefore seems feasible that
forwarders and particularly integrators, who would be able to base aircraft at the
airport, may choose to locate to Manston. The demand for the airport could therefore
include the presence of one integrator basing two aircraft at Manston from the second
year of operation and four from the fourth year. If this scenario is correct, integrator
movements would be likely to increase from year 10 of operation due to the pressure
predicted to be on Stansted for passenger flights by this time.
6.3.23 However, if Manston became an integrator base for more than one airline or if
one integrator based a larger number of aircraft at the airport, this would rapidly
increase the number of movements at the airport. This, of course, would have to be in
line with capacity available at the airport and acquisition and development permissions
for nearby land. Subject to these arrangements, demand could potentially increase
considerably from year five or six of operation.
Amazon base
6.3.24 Amazon, the online retailer, now has a fleet of some 40 freighters. The Air
Transport Services Group began operating ten 767 freighters for Amazon around the
middle of 2015, initially as a test network. It has now leased twenty aircraft to Amazon
for a period of five to seven years. Atlas Air is also phasing in twenty 767-300s, which
they will operate for Amazon. On the 4 August 2016, Amazon unveiled their first liveried
freighter, a 767-300ER, which bears the Prime Air logo and is operated by Atlas. Most of
the 40 767 freighters in the Amazon Prime Air fleet will operate on a hub-and-spoke
basis from Ohio’s Wilmington Airport. Given the support for Manston Airport Atlas Air
has put on record (see email from Rob Buda, Senior Director at Atlas Air dated 7 March
2017 at 5.1.23, which says, “I can certainly say with confidence that Atlas Air would
consider recommending MSE to our customers as a viable regional option should the
airport ever reopen for business.”).
6.3.25 Whilst there is still no news about Prime Air’s operation in Europe, Amazon is
tailoring its route network to meet the needs of the company and to improve delivery
times for customers. The company states that it is creating an air transportation
network, as evidenced by the $1.4 billion investment in Cincinnati Airport, and it seems
likely this will include Europe. Amazon began posting vacancies for roles with Prime Air
based in Cambridge in mid 2016. Cambridge is the UK home of Amazon’s drone
development (see Section entitled ‘Drone hub’ at paragraph 6.3.26 onwards for further
detail). Whilst Amazon has not taken part in this research, this scenario suggests
consideration of Amazon basing for one aircraft from the second year of operation,
increasing to two aircraft from year 4. If Amazon based more aircraft in the UK at
Manston, the number of movements could increase considerably if capacity allowed.
Drone hub
6.3.26 Amazon Prime Air is the company’s vision of its future delivery system, using
small, unmanned aerial vehicles or drones to get packages to customers. The Amazon
drones will carry packages up to five pounds in weight using “sense and avoid”
technology to operate beyond the line of sight up to distances of around 10 miles.
Amazon proposes the development of an air traffic system that allows drones to operate
in civil airspace without interference with other aircraft. They have put forward a
design, as shown in Figure 16, that segregates civil airspace below 500 feet. Airspace up
37

Locate in Kent provides a database of opportunities
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to 200 feet would be designated for low-speed traffic, between 200 and 400 feet for
high-speed transit, with a no fly zone between 400 and 500 feet.
6.3.27 The CAA has granted Amazon permission to test its drones in the UK. The
company’s UK operation is currently based in Cambridge with testing reported to be at a
location outside the City. An integrated drone/airport operation, whilst fraught with
safety problems and many years from CAA certification, could potentially reduce the
number of trucks on the UK’s roads. Using Manston Airport and its location close to the
Thames Estuary may provide an exciting future for Thanet, putting the Island at the
heart of the UK’s distribution network. However, because the use of this technology is
some way from implementation, no change to the demand for Manston has been made
to reflect this possibility.
Figure 16

Airspace design for small drone operation

Source: Amazon, Revising the Airspace Model for the Safe Integration of Small
Unmanned Aircraft Systems. Available from https://images-na.ssl-imagesamazon.com/images/G/01/112715/download/Amazon_Revising_the_Airspace_Model_f
or_the_Safe_Integration_of_sUAS.pdf, page 2.
Summary of scenario impacts
6.3.28 Table 10 summarises the impact of each of the identified scenarios on the
Manston air traffic forecast.
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Table 10

Impact of scenarios on the Manston forecast

Scenario
The UK’s position in Europe

Impact
Unknown therefore demand unchanged

Changes to fuel prices

Unchanged demand

The availability of more efficient
aircraft

No increase over period of investigation
made

Onshoring of manufacturing in the UK

Taken into account where possible

Changes to logistics and transport
systems in Kent

Taken into account where possible

Dramatic changes to economic
performance

No change proposed

Manston becomes a major
integrator/forwarder base

Part incorporated but demand likely to
increase further

Manston becomes an Amazon base

Considered a possibility for Manston

Manston becomes a hub for drone
activity

No change proposed

6.4 Manston Airport passenger demand
6.4.1 Whilst RiverOak will be focusing on the development of Manston as an air
freight airport, passenger services will be encouraged to provide an amenity for the
local area. The airport could provide landing slots at convenient times that are not
available at other airports in the South East. Infrastructure is planned to handle both
passenger and air freight traffic.
6.4.2 This research highlighted what the CAA considers to be the marginal airlines at
Heathrow (see Table 8 on page 53). However, since there is no particular intelligence
that suggests these airlines might move to Manston if the airport was operational, no
demand from these airlines has been taken into account. Issues concerning passenger
flights that have been considered include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Reduced sector length making operations more cost effective
Access to a major passenger hub through KLM
Base for a number of low cost carrier aircraft
Seasonal flights to and from Eastern Europe
The forecast doubling of flights between the UK and China
Cruise ship flights
Paramount theme park and Ebbsfleet Garden City development

6.4.3 Specific demand refers directly to the findings shown in section 5.4. This
demand includes:
•
•
•
•
•

KLM resuming operations twice daily to Amsterdam
A LCC base two aircraft at Manston
The charter market resuming with services to European and potentially US
destinations
A scheduled service by an airline struggling to find slots at other airports
Flights from the US that tie up with cruise ships leaving from Dover
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7 Conclusions
7.0.1 This report demonstrates the potential demand for Manston Airport, indicating
its viability and clearly showing that Manston Airport is a valuable local, regional and
national asset, providing airport infrastructure badly needed by the UK. Without
additional runway capacity, the UK is missing out on potential trade, particularly with
non-EU countries. More than four million HGV movements are currently made on
Eurotunnel and through the Port of Dover. The advent of Brexit and potential
restrictions and delays at the Channel crossings will be a cause of concern for those
freight shippers reliant on this form of transport. As such, and with Manston Airport
reopened, there may be a change in the model used, away from trucking to Europe and
onto aircraft.
7.0.2 Manston Airport, operational for 100 years until its closure in May 2014, has the
potential to attract and accommodate considerable cargo movements and to handle a
number of passenger flights, connecting Kent to the rest of the world. Indeed, due to its
size, location and lack of airspace constraints, Manston is the only viable option in the
South East.

7.1 Recommendations
7.1.1 A number of issues have been identified through this research. These provide
opportunities for Manston Airport to attract aircraft movements and include:
•
•
•
•

Lack of available slots at other South East airports
Bumping of freight from passenger aircraft
Security issues particularly with outsized cargo
Speed of turnaround

7.1.2 A number of markets for Manston Airport have been identified through this
research. These include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Parcels and packages through an integrator
Perishables including fruit, vegetables, flowers, fish, and shellfish
Outsized freight
Formula One and luxury cars
Live animals
Time sensitive items such as aircraft and the oil and gas industry
Humanitarian and military flights

7.1.3 Additionally, there are opportunities in aircraft recycling and other revenue
generating operations including MRO, a FBO, and a flying school. If warehousing and
office space can be made available locally, there is potential to attract an integrator to
the airport. Manston is well located to play a vital role in the supply chain activity that
will be stimulated by initiatives such as the proposed Lower Thames Crossing and the
Thames Estuary 2050 Growth Commission. It is therefore recommended that the airport
operator incorporate these opportunities into their future development and marketing
plans.

7.2 Implications for policy
7.2.1 The UK needs a robust policy for aviation with more attention paid to air freight
than has been the case in the past. Whilst UK governments no longer operate airports or
build runways, they play a key role in ensuring capacity is built or retained where it
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most benefits the national interest. Government must therefore use its powers to make
sure a framework for aviation is always in place, seamlessly migrating between changes
of administration. This will, as Philip Hammond said (DfT, 2011, p. 5), rely on moving
beyond the sterile debate of many years and working towards a broad consensus on the
UK’s long-term view of the significance of aviation to the Country.
7.2.2 Issues of global environmental impact, such as aircraft emissions, cannot be
dealt with by airport managers alone but must be the province of national government
in partnership with other world leaders. These issues are frequently raised during
public consultations but innovative solutions are most likely to result from industrywide efforts. Noise is a ubiquitous concern around airports, particularly from night
flights, and the government must make clear their policy and the mitigations they deem
appropriate and achievable so that airport managers can implement best practice across
the UK. Repeating the same debate time after time does nothing to improve dynamism
in the airport sector.
7.2.3 There can be no doubt that the UK needs a National Air Freight Demand Model
just as it has a passenger equivalent in the National Air Passenger Demand Model
(NAPDM). It is hoped this document will support the development of such a national
model, which, as with the passenger version, would have a sister allocation model to
allow forecasts to be made at airport level. Indeed, one of the recurrent questions raised
during this research was around freight traffic forecasting and there seems to be wide
confusion about demand in the UK. Some stakeholders quote a stagnation of air freight
in the UK, failing to grasp the correlation between demand and a lack of capacity.
Improved demand models would help all parties understand the true air freight picture
in the UK.

7.3 Implications for RiverOak
7.3.1 The extensive research that informed this report have been a costly and timeconsuming exercise and are only a part of the work being undertaken to secure the
future of Manston as an operational airport. This report confirms RiverOak’s faith in
Manston Airport, providing evidence that the airport has the location, airspace, capacity
potential and demand required to persuade the Secretary of State to make the decision
to grant a DCO that would allow the redevelopment and reopening of the airport.
7.3.2 The findings from this research can play a key role in informing government
policy on air freight in the UK. It also provides a platform for lobbying government and
industry organisations and RiverOak will no doubt continue to press for a political
environment that is conducive to the vitality of the aviation sector. Such an environment
will allow airport management to focus on resolving local concerns and harnessing
opportunities for innovation.
7.3.3 This research shows that there is widespread support, and often passion, for
Manston Airport, from people in all types of organisation. Manston Airport is in a unique
position in the UK, having support from the local community and from a number of
airlines and other organisations. It is essential for RiverOak to continue to harness the
interest of the local community and to work with them to ensure the area gains the
maximum benefit from a vibrant operational airport. In a time of cynicism towards
participation, RiverOak is fortunate that the local community is willing and able to
engage in the multiple debates that surround airport operations. Providing rewarding
business and employment opportunities, and working with local providers to ensure
high quality education and training for local people will be a fitting acknowledgment of
their continued commitment to Manston Airport.
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Executive Summary
This report sets out the forecasts for Manston Airport, for freight and passengers for the
first 20 years of operation (currently projected to be 2020 to 2039), and detailing the
infrastructure required to deliver the forecast. The report provides the necessary data
to underpin the proposal to retain Manston as an airport and re-develop the site as a
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP).
Manston Airport is located in the South East of the UK where aviation industry demand
is highest and most constrained. The airport has a long runway; an ideal airspace
location; benefits from easy surface access to London and the rest of the UK; and can
provide rapid handling and turnaround times for air freight. The airport would provide
almost immediate relief to the pressing situation that is causing considerable loss of
potential trade to the South East each year the UK remains without additional runway
capacity.
Table 1 Summary 20 year freight and passenger forecast
Freight
moves
Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

0
5,252
5,804
9,700
9,936
10,144
10,872
11,184
11,392
11,600
12,064
12,547
13,048
13,570
14,113
14,678
15,265
15,875
16,510
17,171

Pax
moves

Total
moves

Inbound
tonnage

Outbound
tonnage

0
0
4,932
5,024
5,064
6,702
6,754
6,754
6,754
6,754
6,966
7,186
7,416
7,654
7,902
8,160
8,428
8,707
8,997
9,298

0
5,252
10,736
14,724
15,000
16,846
17,626
17,938
18,146
18,354
19,030
19,733
20,464
21,224
22,015
22,837
23,693
24,582
25,507
26,469

0
39,865
47,335
76,326
81,455
85,832
92,357
96,979
98,585
102,609
107,592
114,034
118,691
125,949
133,064
140,889
146,524
156,271
162,522
171,949

0
56,687
61,218
90,765
92,286
95,604
100,551
103,694
104,660
109,742
114,785
120,473
125,999
131,039
137,515
143,015
150,070
156,073
162,316
168,809

Total
tonnage
0
96,553
108,553
167,092
173,741
181,436
192,908
200,673
203,245
212,351
222,377
234,508
244,690
256,989
270,579
283,904
296,594
312,344
324,838
340,758

Passenger
numbers
0
0
662,768
679,868
686,672
965,295
975,591
975,591
975,591
975,591
1,011,587
1,049,022
1,087,954
1,128,444
1,170,553
1,214,347
1,259,892
1,307,259
1,356,521
1,407,753

Table 1 shows a summary of the freight and passenger forecasts for the first twenty
years of operation, from 2020 to 2039, following the reopening of Manston Airport. It
should be noted that these forecasts are considerably more conservative than those
derived by a macro level, ‘top down’ method. These forecast have been compiled using a
‘bottom up’ approach and refer to specific types of traffic. Nonetheless, the forecast
shows the airport exceeding the NSIP criteria for 10,000 air freight movements by Year
I

6. Exports are forecast to slightly exceed imports, particularly in the early years of
operation.
Manston Airport is also strategically well located to play a vital role in the supply chain
that will be stimulated by initiatives such as the proposed Lower Thames Crossing and
the Thames Estuary 2050 Growth Commission. What is clear from this report and the
others that make up the series of reports is that Manston Airport is capable, in terms of
its geographic and airspace position, of making a substantial contribution to the future
economic and social well-being of the UK. The research conducted to derive the
forecasts shown in this report show that the opening of Heathrow’s proposed third
runway will not hamper Manston Airport’s viability, whenever the additional capacity at
Heathrow becomes operational.
Whilst the RiverOak focus is on the air freight market, the airport is also forecast to
handle a considerable number of passengers. Driven by the lack of capacity at southeast
airports, passenger numbers at Manston Airport are forecast to commence at around
660,000 per year, rising to 1.4 million by Year 20 of operation. Manston Airport can
provide a base for a number of low cost carrier aircraft, host seasonal charter flights,
and work with Dover Harbour Board to receive passengers destined for cruise ships.
The proposed London Resort and Ebbsfleet Garden City developments are also expected
to increase demand for both in and outbound flights.
Infrastructure requirements are scheduled to match forecast demand and construction
will take place in four phases. These will be prior to operations commencing, in Year 4,
Year 10, and Year 15. Operations will commence with eight stands for freighters (where
it previously operated with one) and three stands for passenger aircraft. The number of
freighter stands will rise to 14 in Year 4, 16 stands in Year 10 and 19 stands in Year 15.
Passenger aircraft stands will increase from three to four in Year 15. Warehousing and
fuel storage will be provided to meet the demand forecasts.
This report concludes that Manston Airport is of strategic importance to the UK, having
the ability to attract in excess of 10,000 air freight movements by Year 6 of operation. In
light of the business case described in this report, there can be little doubt that, in an
increasingly competitive economic climate, the UK simply cannot afford to lose one of its
long-serving airports. Indeed, this report shows that Manston Airport is a very valuable
local, regional and national asset, capable of providing infrastructure badly needed by
the UK and playing a role in helping Britain’s connectedness and trade with the rest of
the world. In short, Manston comprises critical national infrastructure, important for the
economic well-being of the UK.

II

Definitions and abbreviations
ACI
Air freight
ATM
Backload
Belly-freight
CAA
Cargo
Consolidator

DCO
Dedicated carrier
DfT
EU
Eurostat

FBO
Freight
Freight forwarder

LCC
Long haul

MRO
NSIP
Pax
Short haul

TfL
UK
USA

Airports Council International
The carriage of goods by aircraft
Air Transport Movement and/or Air Traffic Movement
The transportation of cargo on a return trip to the originating
airport
Cargo stowed under the main deck of a passenger aircraft
Civil Aviation Authority
The term cargo and freight are used interchangeably in this
report and refer to goods carried by road, sea or air
A person or company who combines small volumes of
commodities from different originators so they can be shipped
together and who usually owns the aircraft used for transport
Development Consent Order
An aircraft that transports only freight (not passengers)
Department for Transport
European Union
A Directorate-General of the European Commission that
provides statistical information to EU institutions and promotes
the harmonisation of statistical methods across member states
Fixed Base Operation
The term freight and cargo are used interchangeably in this
report and refer to goods carried by road, sea or air
A person or company that organises the shipment of
commodities from an originator (manufacturer, producer, etc.)
to a destination (customer, etc.) but generally does not own the
aircraft used in the transport
Low cost carrier
No generally agreed definition as ‘long’ or ‘short’ is subjective. In
Europe, a flight taking more than four hours to complete and/or
originating/destined outside Europe is considered long haul
Maintenance, repair and overhaul facility
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project
Passengers
As per long haul above. Short haul in Europe generally indicates
a flight within Europe so taking around four hours or less to
complete
Transport for London
United Kingdom
United States of America
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1 Introduction
1.0.1

This report presents the air traffic forecasts that have been made for Manston
Airport. These forecasts include freight and passenger movements for the first
20 years of operation of the airport, from 2020 to 2040. The report also outlines
the infrastructure requirements the airport would require in order to deliver the
forecast demand.

1.0.2

This report is the third in a series of documents that make the case for Manston
Airport to return to full operation. These reports cover:

•

Volume I: The need for airport capacity in the South East of the UK and the
potential role of Manston Airport as part of the UK’s airport network
Volume II: The findings from a qualitative study that identifies the push and pull
attractors for Manston Airport and details the opportunities and the sectoral and
geographical markets the research uncovered
Volume III: The forecast for air freight and passenger traffic for Manston
Airport over the first twenty years of operation
Volume IV: A description of the socio-economic impacts of the operation of
Manston Airport as described by the forecast in the third volume of this body of
work

•

•
•

1.1 Background
1.1.1 Unmet demand for freight carrier slots in the South East makes forecasts based
on extrapolation of past activity potentially inaccurate. Rather than merely
extrapolating past activity, studies that have focused on the ‘lost’ or suppressed demand
include York Aviation’s work (2015, p. 19). Their report, prepared for the Freight
Transport Association and Transport for London, considers the potential long-term
effects on the UK economy of changes in the UK air freight industry resulting from
different potential development scenarios for runway capacity in London. York
Aviation’s significant report calculates that by 2050 with no additional airport capacity,
2.1 million tonnes of freight, equating to 80,000 freighter movements, may have to be
trucked to northern Europe to find airport slots.
1.1.2 Examples of unconstrained freight-focused airports in Europe show the
difference between a true market, where capacity is available to attract freighter flights,
and a constrained market such as that in London. However, forecasts are usually
calculated for a region or country before allocating a proportion to individual airports,
missing any currently unmet demand. The work detailed in this report takes a different
approach by using a qualitative method, identified from the literature review as a more
reliable means of forecasting. The approach identifies potential users of Manston
Airport and builds a forecast from this intelligence.

1.2 Aim and objectives
1.2.1 The RiverOak vision is to establish Manston Airport as a successful freightfocused airport with supplementary passenger operations. The aim of this report is to
provide the forecast figures that underpin the proposal and supports business planning
and development at Manston Airport.
1.2.2 There are a number of objectives set out for this work and in particular the
results will:
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•
•
•

Provide the information required to support the Development Consent Order (DCO)
application
Inform stakeholders during consultation
Provide information for Government and industry organisations

1.3 Report structure
1.3.1 The report commences by providing the background to the forecasting method
chosen to assess the air freight and passenger demand for Manston Airport. Having
established the background, the forecasts are presented, shown by freight movements
and tonnage, and by passenger movements and numbers. Next, details of the
infrastructure required to deliver the forecast are shown. The report concludes with a
summary of the case for Manston Airport.
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2 Forecasting methods
2.0.1 This section describes the way in which both air freight and passenger
forecasting methods were derived and details the models used in the short, medium,
and long term.

2.1 Air freight forecasting method
2.1.1 Whilst methodologies for passenger air travel forecasting are well developed,
freight markets are much more problematic. As Ishutkina, MIT International Center for
Air Transportation (ICAT), says:
“freight markets are generally more liberalized when compared to the
passenger markets. Therefore, national carrier data do not accurately depict
the cargo flows taking place to and from a particular country due to the
dominance of only a few major international cargo carriers such as DHL,
FedEx and UPS. In addition, aggregate freight data may misrepresent the
traffic flows for a particular country because they do not capture the
asymmetry, which is often present in cargo flows between economies. In other
words, the national cargo carrier data are not representative of the freight
flows to and from a particular country.” (Ishutkina, 2009, p. 55)
2.1.2 A detailed review of air freight forecasting literature is presented in the report,
‘Manston Airport: A National and Regional Aviation Asset, Volume II: A qualitative study
of potential demand’. This review showed that a qualitative approach was the most
appropriate method through which to gather data on the potential demand for an
individual airport. The data collected is also shown in Volume II of this series of reports.
2.1.3 However, in order to provide a detailed picture of the potential air freight and
passenger demand for Manston Airport, it was necessary to convert this information
into a quantitative forecast. This type of forecasting can, of course, be handled in a
number of ways and there is unlikely ever to be consensus on either the approach or the
data used. There were two main options for forecasting freight at Manston Airport. The
first was to use forecasts from one or more sources (such as Eurostat, the Department
for Transport (DfT), etc.) and ‘divert’ a proportion of national and international
(Northern Europe including France, Belgium, Holland) traffic to Manston. The issue with
this approach is the difficulty in identifying a realistic formula by which to divert air
freight to Manston.
2.1.4 The second option was to take a qualitative approach focused on collecting
market data. This allows base data to be derived from a method that takes account of
how commodities are currently transported and how they are likely to be transported in
the near future. This approach is particularly applicable in the Manston case since the
airport is not currently operational. Indeed, in the short-term, any useful forecast needs
to be built from the likely behaviour of potential airport users.
2.1.5 This method is confirmed by the ACI-North America, who represents local,
regional and state governing bodies that own and operate commercial airports in the
United States and Canada, and recommends deriving customised inputs from a detailed
market assessment. This assessment should be informed by carriers, their business
partners and other supporting entities in the air freight community (ACI-NA, 2013, p. 3).
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The Airports Commission also recommends using the Delphi Method1, pointing out that
relying on, “a single, central-point forecast would be a risky approach” (Airports
Commission, 2013, p. 8).
2.1.6 Thanet District Council, in their response to the 2017 Manston Airport statutory
consultation raised the issue of optimism bias. They say, “No optimism bias has been
allowed for in these estimates” (p. 2). Optimism bias is defined as, “the difference between
a person’s expectation and the outcome that follows” (Sharot, 2011, p. 941). There is little
research on the subject, particularly as it pertains to air traffic forecasting. However, in
order to avoid any bias (optimism or pessimism), efforts to quality assure the analysis
should be made. For this study, the methodology used to forecast air freight traffic has
been peer reviewed by Loughborough University and by the RiverOak consultancy team.
The methodology used was also subject to consultation and only the Thanet District
Council comment shown above was received. It should also be noted that the Council’s
own forecast by AviaSolutions made no mention of either optimism or pessimism bias.
Primary data collection
2.1.7 As such, a qualitative approach forms the basis for the short and medium-term
(years one to ten, 2020 to 2029) air freight forecast at Manston Airport. The collection
and analysis of this data is described in Volume II of this series of reports and consisted
of face-to-face interviews with representatives from key stakeholder groups including:
Kent transport infrastructure
Government and public sector
Industry associations
Freight forwarders and consolidators
Local businesses who import/export
Cargo airlines

•
•
•
•
•
•
2.1.8
•
•
•
•

The freight forecast for Manston Airport is split by:

Air Traffic Movements
Aircraft type (wide and narrow-bodied)
Number of tonnes or passengers
Imports and exports by tonnage

Secondary data
2.1.9 Secondary data was used to provide an overview of the industry, which allowed
the primary data to be put into a global and national context. Secondary data was also
used to provide information on macro-level growth in the industry, which allowed a
percentage increase, year-on-year in the long-term (from Years 11 to 20) to project
growth from the short- and medium-term market data forecasts.
2.1.10 IATA’s August 2017 data2 shows global freight volume up 11.4% compared to
the previous year and annual growth in industry-wide passenger volumes grew to 6.8%.
In terms of capacity, IATA data shows that to July 2017, freight capacity grew by 3.7%
from the previous year.

A forecasting method based on gathering opinions from a panel of experts
http://www.iata.org/whatwedo/Documents/economics/Airlines-Financial-Monitor-Aug17.pdf
1
2
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2.1.11 Boeing’s traffic and market outlook describes an air cargo market recovery that
began in 2014. Their market outlook 2016-2035 (Boeing, 2016a) forecasts air cargo
traffic, measured in revenue tonne-kilometres, at 4.2% although there are differences
between the forecasts for regional pairs. For example, Asia-Europe is forecast to show
growth of 4.6% (Boeing, 2016b, p. 16). Airbus forecast growth at 4% globally (Airbus,
2016). The Boeing and Airbus forecasts are based on the opinions of experts who
summarise the world’s major air trade markets and identify key trends. These
organisations present comprehensive forecasts between and within each of the air
freight markets as well as for the world freighter airplane fleet.
2.1.12 Of interest to the forecast for Manston Airport is an observation made by Boeing,
who refer to the continued requirement for dedicated air freight operations:
“dedicated freight services offer shippers a combination of reliability,
predictability, and control over timing and routing that is often superior to
that of passenger operators. As a result, freighters are expected to continue
carrying more than half of global air cargo traffic to satisfy the demanding
requirements of that market.” (Boeing, 2014)
2.1.13 The CAA produces airport statistics by month and by year. Their 2016 statistics
show that around 332,000 tonnes of freight was carried on dedicated freighters at the
London airports during the year, an increase of 6% over the previous year. Freight
carried on passenger aircraft, which fell by 1% during 2015, increased by 3% in the
London area in 2016.
2.1.14 Freight airlines do not publish timetables, with only some scheduled freighter
operations being shown in OAG (an air travel intelligence company based in the UK)
information. This makes gathering base data difficult and forces a number of
assumptions to be made by those who forecast air freight using a ‘top down’
quantitative approach. It is perhaps for this reason that the DfT do not model freight in
detail (DfT, 2017, para 2.56). Their aviation model now assumes that, at individual
airport level, the number of freighter movements will remain unchanged from 2016
across the system (ibid).

2.2 Short- and medium-term freight forecasting model
2.2.1 For this project, short-term is defined as years one to five and medium-term as
years six to ten of operation. For Manston, these years are 2020 to 2024 for short-term
and 2025 to 2029 for medium-term. 2030 to 2039 are defined as long-term for the
purposes of this forecast.
2.2.2 The qualitative data collected for this research and discussed in Volume II of this
series of reports, highlights the ‘push’ and ‘pull’ factors that are likely to drive demand
for Manston Airport. ‘Push’ factors are those that may lead customers away from other
airports or prompt a change to current models. These factors include the bumping of
belly-freight at Heathrow, issues with the Channel crossings, increasing problems with
security, and potential changes to the current dominance of belly-freight in the UK. ‘Pull’
factors work to attract customers to the airport. These may include the speed of
turnaround achieved by Manston, cutting edge security clearing, and the geographic
location of the airport and its airspace.
2.2.3 Whilst one of the key drivers for demand at Manston is a lack of capacity at other
airports in the South East, there are a number of push and pull attraction factors to take
into account. Indeed, the current UK air freight model is for shippers to preference bellyPage 5 of 20

freight, which can take up to a week to arrive and dispatch from some of the Country’s
airports. The qualitative research detailed in Volume II of this research describes the
frustrations associated with this model and the impact at all levels of the supply chain. It
seems likely, therefore, that the model will change, much as the model for passenger
flights changed some decades ago with low cost carriers now dominating many airports,
operating point-to-point at competitive prices.
2.2.4 In addition, the qualitative findings indicated several issues that present
opportunities for Manston Airport. These include:
•
•
•
•
•

The sufficiency of slots at South East airports
Bumping of freight from passenger aircraft
Security issues particularly with outsized cargo
Speed of turnaround and bottlenecks for air freight a particular concern due to,
“longer processing time because of security” (ACI-NA, 2013, p. 5)
Review of current regulatory controls on the charges and services Heathrow
offers to airlines, due to expire at the end of 2018

2.2.5 Interviews undertaken as part of the qualitative research also indicated a
number of potential markets for Manston Airport. These include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Perishables including fruit, vegetables, flowers, fish, and shellfish
Outsized freight
Formula One and luxury cars
Live animals
Time sensitive items such as aircraft parts and the oil and gas industry
Humanitarian and military flights

2.2.6 As such, and also based on market knowledge and confidential discussions with
airlines, airports, and organisations involved in the freight forward and integrator
markets, a short and medium-term forecast was produced. The freight movements
shown in the forecast relate, where possible, to particular carriers identified through the
qualitative research. The identity of these carriers is necessarily confidential for
commercial reasons. The forecast includes ten aircraft of various types that will be
recycled at Manston Airport. These aircraft will arrive without cargo.
2.2.7 Outputs for the freight forecast show the number of movements and the tonnage
by year for imports and exports. Tonnage figures have been calculated from the
maximum payload for each aircraft type and multiplying by 65% to give an indication of
tonnage for the main route (either import or export). 65% is an average figure that
intends to cover both full loads and out-of-gauge (cargo that exceeds the internal
dimensions of a container by length, width or height) rush parts (such as critical parts
for oil rigs, aircraft, etc.).
2.2.8 Backloads (tonnes carried on the return flight) have been calculated by applying
a small percentage, sometimes zero in the early years, increasing over time dependent
on the potential in that market in the longer-term. An indication of origin/destination
pairs is also provided. The freighter fleet mix is shown using the ICAO aircraft design
code, which are:
•
•

Code C – (ATR-72, B727, B737, A310, A320, etc.)
Code D – Heavy transport (B757, B767, etc.)
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•
•

Code E - (B747, L-1011, MD-11, DC-10, A330, etc.)
Code F- (B747-8, A380-800F - when available)

2.2.9 Additionally, the costs of switching airports have been taken into account when
considering the likelihood of integrators and freight forwarders moving to Manston
Airport. These include (CAA, 2013, p. 26):
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The cost of physical relocation
Cancellation of long-term contracts
Loss of economies of scale, although if an entire operation is switched, economies of
scale would be gained at the new airport
Market effects such as marketing new routes and a potential loss of custom in the
early years following the switch
Network effects lost by switching to a smaller airport
Capacity constraints at other airports, particularly in slot allocations
Sunk costs such as an airline’s investment in the airport from which they are
switching

2.3 Long-term freight forecasting model
2.3.1 For this project, long-term is defined as in excess of ten years of operation (from
2030). Whilst the proposed third runway at Heathrow may become operational during
this timeframe, capacity constraints are predicted to continue in the South East during
the forecasting period. These constraints will make operating from the hub airports
increasingly difficult and potentially more expensive. Recent research by SEO
Amsterdam Economics and Cranfield University shows that every 10% increase in
airport congestion leads to an aggregate 1.4% to 2.2% increase in airfares3. Additionally
and as Ishutkina says:
“secondary airports have several other advantages over the major airports.
These include lower-cost facilities and less congestion which allows rapid
turnaround times and hence more efficient aircraft operations” (Ishutkina,
2009, p. 91).
2.3.2 In the long-term, forecasts generally have less reliance on qualitative methods.
Any trends flagged during the interviews with specialists have been taken into account
by adjusting the forecasts in the short and medium-term. Therefore, from Years 11 to 20
an annual percentage growth has been applied to the figures derived for Year 10.
2.3.3 During the period January to August 2017, the all-cargo segment had an 8%
average growth rate compared with the same period in 20164. Europe has performed
particularly well, with year-on-year growth at 11% in July 2017, with the UK showing
12.5% growth5. The all-cargo segment of the market is quite sensitive to economic
cycles and the global economic slowdown led to a period of stagnation in the market.
Boeing describe this as a “temporary situation”, saying:
“As global GDP and world-trade growth accelerate, air cargo traffic, as
measured in revenue tonne-kilometers, is projected to grow an average 4.2
3 http://www.airport-world.com/news/general-news/6028-the-cost-of-congestion-at-europe-sbusiest-airports-sky-high-air-fares.html
4 http://www.eurocontrol.int/news/ins-and-outs-all-cargo-flights
5 http://www.aci.aero/News/Releases/Most-Recent/2017/09/22/Growth-in-airport-trafficreaches-new-highs-in-July-with-freight-volumes-recording-robust-increases
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percent per year over the next 20 years. World air-cargo volume, in spite of
exogenous shocks arising from economic and political events and natural
disasters, grew an average of 5.2 percent per year over the last three decades.”
(Boeing, 2016b, p. 16)
2.3.4 Airfreight is measured by both actual cargo moved and by capacity available, as
well as by revenues. These measures are:
•

•

•

Freight Tonne Kilometres (FTK) measures actual freight traffic where one FTK
is one metric tonne of revenue load carried one kilometre (note that Cargo
Tonne Kilometres (CTK) includes unaccompanied baggage and mail)
Available Tonne Kilometres (ATK), the number of tonnes of capacity available
for the carriage of cargo multiplied by the distance flown, is a measure of
capacity
Revenue Tonne Kilometres (RTK) shows the revenue load in tonnes multiplied
by the distance flown

2.3.5 Industry standard load factors are usually expressed as freight capacity used, in
tonnes, typically dividing FTKs by ATKs. However, focusing on tonnes carried rather
than on capacity as a volume (in cubic metres) may be understating how full an aircraft
is. Aircraft are constrained by both the maximum weight they can carry and by their
maximum volume. A small but heavy load might reach maximum payload but with little
volume, whereas a light load may fill an aircraft by volume. Some commentators6 believe
that combining the volume and weight load factors would result in a considerably
different, more successful, picture of the airfreight industry.
2.3.6

The most recent DfT figures show that:
“Total freight carried at the UK airports in the department's model rose from
2.9 million tonnes in 2011 to 3.1 million tonnes in 2016, with a growth of 4%
in cargo tonnage on freighter aircraft and 5% increase in bellyhold freight on
passenger aircraft” (DfT, 2017, p. 67).

Whilst there was an 8% growth rate in the dedicated freighter segment between
January and August 2017 and 12.5% growth year-on-year to July in the UK, coupled
with the potential for current reporting to underestimate the success of the airfreight
industry, the DfT figure of 4% has been used to uplift on the Year 10 figures to
extrapolate the long-term forecast for Manston Airport.
2.3.7 The potential for an airline to upgrade the aircraft in their fleet has been taken
into account in the forecast. Aircraft are becoming more efficient and quieter, achieved
by increasing engine efficiency, reducing airframe weight, and potentially switching to
fuel sources other than kerosene. For the purposes of this forecast, a migration from one
aircraft type to the upgrade has been factored into the model. For example,
humanitarian and medevac flights are initially forecast to use 747-400s but will upgrade
around Year 13 (notionally 2033) to 747-8s. However, it should be noted that only
known aircraft types have been used in the model – no aircraft currently proposed or in
development have been incorporated.

See for example https://theloadstar.co.uk/open-letter-iata-lies-damned-lies-loadfactorstatistics/
6
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2.4 Passenger forecasting method
2.4.1 As with the air freight forecast, the short to medium-term passenger model is
built from market information, which allows specific airline movements and associated
aircraft to be used in the forecast. Instead of attempting to either extrapolate from past
movements or to allocate overspill from capacity-constrained airports in the South East,
intelligence was sought from airlines and experts on the potential markets Manston
Airport could attract. Interviews were carried out to establish these potential markets
for the airport, which include:
•
•
•

•

Resumption of scheduled service twice daily to a hub airport
A LCC base for two aircraft at Manston rising to three
The charter market resuming, stimulated by regional developments such as the
proposed London Resort and Ebbsfleet Garden City developments, which are
expected to increase demand for both in- and outbound flights
Flights from the US that tie up with cruise ships leaving from Dover

2.4.2 Further information can be found in the document “Manston Airport: A National
and Regional Aviation Asset, Volume II: A qualitative study of potential demand.
Following this qualitative step, a quantitative assessment of the likely movements per
annum was estimated through discussion with the airlines involved or by examination
of previous schedules and potential demand.

2.5 Passenger forecasting model
2.5.1 The passenger forecast for Manston has been calculated from specific airline
movements except for the charter market, which is derived from an estimate of the
number of movements Manston is likely to handle. As described above, market
intelligence has been used to calculate the short to medium-term forecasts.
2.5.2 The latest IATA figures show that to November 2016, the annual growth in
passenger volumes was 7.8%7. Boeing forecast passenger traffic grow to 2035 at 4.8%8
annually. The DfT figures released in October 2017 show that the underlying demand
for passenger traffic to increase by 84% (75% low/99% high) between 2016 and 2050
(DfT, 2017, p. 90). Between 2030 and 2040, the long-term range in this forecast, the DfT
figure is 1.8% per year.
2.5.3 However, the DfT figure reflects national demand and may not apply locally to
Manston. The demand for Manston Airport is expected to increase in response to
continuing capacity constraints at other airports in the South East. As such an increase
of 4% has been applied to the Year 10 forecast to derive the forecasts in Years 11 to 20.
2.5.4 The calculation used to forecast the number of passengers per movement takes
the capacity of each aircraft type and applies an average load factor of 65% for the
scheduled KLM flight (gauged from previous Manston figures) and 90% for all other
services, an industry norm. These load factors are applied on inbound and outbound
movements.

http://www.iata.org/whatwedo/Documents/economics/Airlines-Financial-Monitor-Dec16.pdf
8 http://www.boeing.com/commercial/market/long-term-market/traffic-and-market-outlook/
7
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3 Manston Airport freight forecast
3.0.1 The previous sections have described the work carried out to determine a
forecast for Manston Airport. RiverOak plan to focus on freight, where demand is
demonstrable and considerable. There is clear demand for perishable goods,
particularly fruit, vegetables, flowers, fish and shellfish. The perishable market has been
a staple for Manston in the past, and the airport, with reduced flying time compared
with other airports, has a reputation for the speed at which cargo can be offloaded onto
trucks. Timely delivery of fresh produce is vital to supermarkets, which require the
maximum shelf life to reduce wastage and increase profit margins.
3.0.2 Manston Airport is also well placed to be active in niche markets such as the
movement of luxury cars from the Middle East and Formula One cars globally. Manston
Airport is also capable of handling live animals such as breeding stock and racehorses.
The airport will be able to security screen outsized cargo including oil and gas
equipment, which cannot currently be scanned at other airports. These niche markets
can provide considerable business for the Airport.
3.0.3 Manston has a history of handling military and humanitarian operations and
these are expected to return to Manston when the airport is operational. A forecast that
matches past operations has therefore been included. There is strong interest in aircraft
recycling at Manston and, although this provides only a limited number of movements
per year (around ten), would provide the airport operator with many opportunities to
derive revenue, create jobs and increase skills in the region.
3.0.4 The forecasts shown in this section commence in the second year of operation
for freight and the third for passengers. This delay in commencing operations is to allow
time for extensive development to take place at the airport, as detailed in Section 5.

3.1 Freight forecast by movements
3.1.1 The freight movements shown in the forecast relate to particular carriers where
possible although this level of detail is not possible in all cases. These findings have been
used to calculate the short and medium-term forecasts. From Year 11, an incremental
growth rate of 4% per annum has been applied (see Section 2.3 for full details). Table 2
shows the number of freighter movement by year from the first to 20th year of operation
by ICAO aircraft design code. These codes are9:
Code C: Medium range aircraft such as the ATR-72, B727, B737, A310, A320
Code D: Heavy transport such as the B757, B767
Code E: B747, L-1011, MD-11, DC-10, A330, etc.
Code F: B747-8, A380-800F (when available), etc.
3.1.2 It should be noted that one movement is either one landing or one take off. A
‘flight’ often refers to two movements – one take off and one landing or vice versa. The
forecast includes 10 aircraft of various types that will be recycled at Manston Airport.
These aircraft will arrive without cargo.

Dr. A. Trani, Virginia Tech, “Aircraft Classifications” (undated). Available from
http://128.173.204.63/courses/cee5614/cee5614_pub/acft_classifications.pdf
9
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Table 2 Freighter movements by year by ICAO design code
Freight
movements

Code C

Code D

Code E

Code F

Various
(recycling)

Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

0
1,872
2,184
3,640
3,744
3,848
4,472
4,680
4,888
4,992
5,192
5,399
5,615
5,840
6,074
6,316
6,569
6,832
7,105
7,389

0
2,174
2,252
4,514
4,514
4,592
4,670
4,748
4,748
4,826
5,019
5,220
5,429
5,646
5,872
6,106
6,351
6,605
6,869
7,144

0
1,144
1,280
1,432
1,564
1,564
1,564
1,564
1,564
1,564
1,627
1,692
1,759
1,830
1,903
1,979
2,058
2,140
2,226
2,315

0
52
78
104
104
130
156
182
182
208
216
225
234
243
253
263
274
285
296
308

0
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
11
11
12
12
13
13
14
14
15

Total

0
5,252
5,804
9,700
9,936
10,144
10,872
11,184
11,392
11,600
12,064
12,547
13,048
13,570
14,113
14,678
15,265
15,875
16,510
17,171

3.1.3 York Aviation’s work for TfL (York, 2013) talks of diverting 14,000 movements
to airports outside the London airspace such as Manston. However, there are no other
airports such as Manston in the South East. This forecast shows the NSIP threshold for
10,000 freight movements per annum being achieved in Year 6 and the 14,000
movements discussed by York by Year 15.

3.2 Freight forecast by tonnage
3.2.1 Further information on how these markets were identified can be found in
Volume II of this series of reports. Markets include:
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

Global import and export for parcels and packages
Africa particularly for the import of flowers, fruit and vegetables
China for the import of consumer goods and export of luxury items (included
under niche freight operations but, due to a lack of concrete evidence the
forecast is extremely conservative)
Middle East particularly for export markets including fish and shellfish
Pakistan including the import of clothing and the export of consumer goods
Russia for gas and oil equipment and the export of luxury items
South America for the import of perishable fresh produce
US for a range of import and exports

3.2.2 The freight forecast by number of tonnes and ICAO design code for exports from
Manston Airport is shown in Table 3. The method used to calculate tonnage from
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movements is shown in Section 2.2. Tonnage figures have been calculated from the
maximum payload for each aircraft type and multiplying by 65% to give an indication of
tonnage for the main route (either import or export). Air freight carriers generally
calculate the price of the main route to cover their costs. Backloads therefore generate
additional profit for the airline but are not essential to the operation of the route since
the cost has been covered by the main journey.
Table 3 Export tonnage by year and ICAO design code
Class C
Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

0
2,474
3,961
4,340
4,543
5,056
6,206
6,544
6,882
7,936
8,254
8,584
8,927
9,284
9,656
10,042
10,444
10,861
11,296
11,748

Class D
0
21,700
22,841
39,192
39,192
40,333
42,487
43,628
43,628
45,783
47,614
50,615
52,640
54,746
58,169
60,496
64,250
66,820
69,493
72,273

Class E
0
30,485
31,374
43,178
44,495
45,145
45,774
46,424
47,053
47,911
50,481
52,500
55,307
57,520
59,820
62,213
64,702
67,290
69,982
72,781

Class F
0
2,028
3,042
4,056
4,056
5,070
6,084
7,098
7,098
8,112
8,436
8,774
9,125
9,490
9,869
10,264
10,675
11,102
11,546
12,008

Total
freight
outbound
0
56,687
61,218
90,765
92,286
95,604
100,551
103,694
104,660
109,742
114,785
120,473
125,999
131,039
137,515
143,015
150,070
156,073
162,316
168,809

3.2.3 In terms of imports/exports and backloads, the following conservative
assumptions and calculations have been used:
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

Dedicated freight airlines (US) – 80% import/20% export
Dedicated freight airlines (Africa) – 100% import with a 5% backload from Year
3, rising to 10% in Years 5 and 6, with an additional 5% increase added every
two years
Integrator movements – 100% outbound with a backload (import) calculation of
20% included in Years 2 and 3, rising by an additional 5% every two years
Integrator feeders – 100% inbound (import) traffic with 10% backload
possibility added to Year 5, 15% to Year 9, and 20% thereafter
Fresh fish and spider crabs – 100% export with a backload potential of 5% from
Year 3 with an additional 5% added every two years thereafter
Middle East airlines – both import and export with backload possibilities
Live animal operations – both in and outbound to show return journeys for most
animals
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Pakistani airlines – export from Manston with backloads starting at 10% rising
slowly to 30%
Postal Services – export with a possibility of small backloads starting at 5% and
rising gradually to 20%
Russian airlines – all export from Manston with strong backload possibilities
starting at 50%, rising to 70%
Niche freight operations – generally imports with backload potential
commencing at 10% rising to 30% over time
Military movements – outbound only
Humanitarian and medevac – outbound only

3.2.4 The freight forecast by number of tonnes and ICAO design code for imports from
Manston Airport is shown in Table 4. These figures have been calculated using the same
principles as for exports shown above.
Table 4 Import tonnage by year and ICAO design code
Class C
Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

0
4,462
5,138
9,092
9,768
10,444
14,669
16,021
17,542
18,218
18,947
19,705
20,493
21,510
22,371
23,266
24,196
25,164
26,171
27,218

Class D
0
12,269
13,010
28,932
28,932
30,943
31,628
33,411
33,411
35,194
36,601
39,254
40,824
43,742
46,047
49,278
51,249
55,427
57,644
61,576

Class E
0
22,121
27,515
36,071
40,524
41,402
42,410
43,289
43,373
44,330
46,982
49,812
51,899
55,003
58,232
61,673
64,140
67,908
70,624
74,750
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Class F
0
1,014
1,673
2,231
2,231
3,042
3,650
4,259
4,259
4,867
5,062
5,264
5,475
5,694
6,415
6,672
6,939
7,771
8,082
8,405

Total
freight
inbound
0
39,865
47,335
76,326
81,455
85,832
92,357
96,979
98,585
102,609
107,592
114,034
118,691
125,949
133,064
140,889
146,524
156,271
162,522
171,949

4 Manston Airport passenger forecast
4.0.1 Whilst RiverOak will be focusing on the development of Manston as a freightfocused airport, passenger services will be encouraged to increase revenue potential
and to provide a service to local people. The airport could provide landing slots at
convenient times that are not available at other airports in the South East. Infrastructure
will be developed to handle both passenger and air freight traffic, as shown in Section 5.
As with Southend Airport, which grew quickly from just over 4,000 passengers per year
in 2010 to over one million by 2014. Since 2014, passenger numbers have dropped to
around 700,000 following the removal of one of EasyjJet’s four aircraft that were based
at the airport10. This highlights the importance for a regional airport of an airline basing
aircraft at the airport.
4.0.2 The passenger forecast for Manston has been calculated from specific airline
movements and, for the charter market, an estimate of the number of movements
Manston is likely to handle. Market intelligence has been used to calculate the short to
medium-term forecasts, with a 4% increase, year-on-year from Years 11 to 20. The
calculation used to forecast the number of passengers to be handled takes the capacity
of each aircraft type and applies an average load factor of 65% for the scheduled KLM
flight (gauged from previous Manston figures) and 90% for all other services, an average
industry norm.
4.0.3
•

•

•

•

Specifically, the forecast shown in Table 5 includes:
Scheduled carrier (such as KLM) operating a twice-daily service to a major hub.
This equates to four movements per day, seven days per week totalling 1,456
movements per year in Years 3 to 20.
A LCC basing two aircraft at Manston during Years 3 to 5 and three aircraft
thereafter. These aircraft are forecast to operate with five daily movements
during the summer months and four during the winter. LCCs account for 3,276
movements per year from Years 3 to 5 and 4,914 thereafter to Year 10. An
incremental increase of 4% has been applied from Year 11 to Year 20.
Charter flights include for one flight per day (two movements) for 12 weeks of
the year and others operating five flights (10 movements) per day for five days
of the week and for twenty weeks of the year. This totals 200 movements in Year
3, 240 in Year 4, and 280 from Year 5 to Year 10 with an incremental increase of
4% thereafter.
Cruise ship flights for 26 weeks of the year commencing with one flight (two
movements) per week, increasing to two flights from Year 7. This totals 52
annual movements from Years 4 to 6 and 104 from Years 7 to 10 with a 4%
increase thereafter.

Table 5 shows the 20-year passenger forecast by movements and numbers for each
ICAO design code of aircraft.

10

http://www.southendairport.com/images/annualreports/LSA-AR-2016-Web.pdf
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Table 5 Manston Airport 20-year passenger forecast
Class C
Moves

Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

0
0
4,932
4,972
5,012
6,650
6,650
6,650
6,650
6,650
6,858
7,074
7,299
7,532
7,775
8,028
8,291
8,564
8,849
9,144

Class C
Numbers

0
0
662,768
669,572
676,376
954,999
954,999
954,999
954,999
954,999
990,171
1,026,749
1,064,791
1,104,354
1,145,500
1,188,291
1,232,794
1,279,078
1,327,212
1,377,272

Class D
Moves

0
0
0
52
52
52
104
104
104
104
108
112
117
122
127
132
137
142
148
154

Class D
Numbers

0
0
0
10,296
10,296
10,296
20,592
20,592
20,592
20,592
21,416
22,272
23,163
24,090
25,053
26,055
27,098
28,182
29,309
30,481
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Total
passenger
movements

Total
passenger
numbers

0
0
4,932
5,024
5,064
6,702
6,754
6,754
6,754
6,754
6,966
7,186
7,416
7,654
7,902
8,160
8,428
8,707
8,997
9,298

0
0
662,768
679,868
686,672
965,295
975,591
975,591
975,591
975,591
1,011,587
1,049,022
1,087,954
1,128,444
1,170,553
1,214,347
1,259,892
1,307,259
1,356,521
1,407,753

5 Infrastructure requirements
5.0.1 This section presents the infrastructure forecasts that have been made by
Viscount Aviation, Osprey Consulting Services and the RPS Group. The section considers
the infrastructure requirements for freight, passengers, and for aviation fuel. A series of
assumptions have been made in order to produce the schedule of infrastructure
requirements. For example, it is assumed that the airport operator will provide direct
handling services for all operations except in the case of integrators. For integrators, it is
assumed that the integrator will provide handling either directly or through a
contracted third party, with the integrator renting premises from the airport. It is also
assumed that the airport will operate an aviation fuel farm, directly buying fuel on the
open market.

5.1 Air freight infrastructure requirements
5.1.1 Infrastructure requirements at the airport for freight include stands for aircraft,
warehouse space, and parking for trucks. These requirements are linked to the forecasts
shown in the previous section and are detailed by year of operation in Table 6.
Table 6 Freight infrastructure requirements
Freight
stands
Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

Warehouse
space m2
0
7
8
12
13
13
14
14
14
14
15
15
16
16
16
17
17
18
18
19

0
9,903
11,427
18,064
29,305
20,736
22,695
24,324
27,096
27,400
29,650
32,346
34,956
38,072
41,628
45,425
49,432
54,321
59,061
64,906

Truck
parking
0
16
18
28
29
30
32
33
46
35
37
39
41
43
45
47
49
52
54
57

5.1.2 These infrastructure developments will be carried out in four building phases,
which will ensure Manston Airport is prepared to meet the forecast demand. These
building phases are:
•
•
•
•

Prior to opening the airport;
Year 4;
Year 10; and
Year 15.
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5.1.3 There will be no traffic in Year 1, as effort will be focused on accelerated
redevelopment of the airport. This traffic-free environment will allow construction to
take place without the disruption from an operational airport schedule. The number of
stands for freighter aircraft will increase from 8 at commencement of operations,
increasing to 14, then 16, and to 19 in Year 10. Warehousing will be increased in line
with these building phases.
5.1.4 The forecast shown has been annualised but mapping a daily schedule requires
assumptions to be made to reflect likely arrival and departure schedules. Aircraft are
unlikely to arrive and depart evenly throughout the day but tend to coincide at busy
times. This means that infrastructure plans must take account of the need to handle
higher than average numbers of aircraft at peak times.

5.2 Passenger infrastructure requirements
5.2.1 Passenger traffic infrastructure requirements include aircraft stands, terminal
capacity for departures, arrivals and landside activities, and car parking. These
requirements are shown by year of operation in Table 7.
Table 7 Passenger infrastructure requirements
Stands
Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

0
0
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
4
4
4
4
4
4

Terminal capacity (pax per hour)
Departures Arrivals Landside
0
0
0
0
0
0
124
31
62
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85
171
43
85

Car parking
0
0
1,069
1,097
1,108
1,557
1,574
1,574
1,574
1,574
1,632
1,692
1,755
1,820
1,888
1,959
2,032
2,108
2,188
2,271

5.2.2 As the forecast shows, passenger infrastructure will not be in place for the first
two years of operation. This is to allow the operator to focus on air freight markets and
to ensure passenger infrastructure, particularly a new terminal building, is in place
before the commencement of passenger operations. Table 7 shows that operations will
start with three stands for passenger aircraft, with a fourth being added in Year 15.
5.2.3 In terms of the passenger terminal, which is separated into departure, arrival
and landside areas, Table 7 shows the forecast requirement for the number of
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passengers per hour that will need to be accommodated. The car-parking requirement is
also shown in Table 7.
5.2.4 The current parking for passenger aircraft is sufficient to allow space for three
stands, which will be sufficient for operations until Year 15 when a further stand will be
required. Terminal capacity provided from commencement of operations is forecast to
be sufficient until at least Year 20.

5.3 Fuel storage and transport
5.3.1 The airport also requires fuel storage so that aircraft can refuel before
departure. The volume of fuel required is calculated on the number of movements, type
of aircraft, and their forecast destination. Table 8 shows the volume of fuel required to
be stored at Manston Airport by year. The table also shows the forecast for delivery of
fuel to the airport by road and rail, by year and per day. The forecast uses an average
truckload of 38,000 litres whilst the rail forecast averages 19 containers per train
carrying 43,000 litres per container. It is assumed that road transportation will be used
in the early years with RiverOak investigating other options including rail and sea
transportation in the longer term.
Table 8 Fuel storage requirement
Volume
(KLitres)

Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

0
98,457
118,904
176,859
181,305
198,072
189,271
192,141
192,513
195,197
201,215
209,209
217,383
226,024
235,010
244,356
254,076
264,185
274,698
285,620

Storage
(Litres)

0
600,000
700,000
1,000,000
1,000,000
1,100,000
1,000,000
1,000,000
1,100,000
1,100,000
1,200,000
1,200,000
1,200,000
1,300,000
1,300,000
1,400,000
1,400,000
1,500,000
1,600,000
1,600,000

Road
delivery
(38,000
litres)

Road
delivery
per day

Rail
delivery
(19x43,000
litres)

0
2,591
3,129
4,654
4,771
5,212
4,981
5,056
5,066
5,137
5,295
5,506
5,721
5,948
6,184
6,430
6,686
6,952
7,229
7,516

0
7.10
8.57
12.75
13.07
14.28
13.65
13.85
13.88
14.07
14.51
15.08
15.67
16.30
16.94
17.62
18.32
19.05
19.81
20.59

0
121
146
216
222
242
232
235
236
239
246
256
266
277
288
299
311
323
336
350

Rail
delivery
per day
0
0.33
0.40
0.59
0.61
0.66
0.63
0.64
0.65
0.65
0.67
0.70
0.73
0.76
0.79
0.82
0.85
0.89
0.92
0.96

The reduction in requirement for fuel between Years 6 and 7 reflects forecast upgrades
to more efficient aircraft, including swaps from the Boeing 767 to the Airbus 330.
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6 Conclusion
6.0.1 This report presents the forecasts for Manston Airport and establishes the
rationale for retaining Manston as an airport that is essential to the UK’s national airport
network. Manston Airport can be operational in as little as two years from the transfer
of its ownership to RiverOak. Its location, its 100 previous years of operation, and the
considerable local backing mean it is without comparison in the UK. No other airport in
the South East is so well supported. Although there will always be those who are against
aviation and airport development, Manston receives the on-going support of a large
number of the residents of Thanet as demonstrated is Volume I of this series of reports.
6.0.2 This report and the others in the series, show that Manston Airport is a valuable
local, regional and national asset, providing airport capacity badly needed by the UK.
Without additional runway capacity, the UK is losing potential trade, particularly with
non-EU countries. Due to its size, location and lack of airspace constraints, Manston
Airport is the only viable option in the South East.
6.0.3 The forecasts presented in this report show that Manston Airport, in excess of
the requirement for a NSIP, has the potential to attract and accommodate at least 10,000
freight movements per year from the sixth year of its operation. Freight movements will
increase gradually, in line with capacity, to a forecast 17,000 by Year 20. In addition, the
airport will be able to handle a number of passenger flights, connecting Kent to the rest
of the world. Passenger flights are expected to start in Year 3 of operation with the
airport handling around 660,000 passengers, increasing to around 1.4 million by Year
20 of operation. Infrastructure requirements include stands for freighter and passenger
aircraft, warehousing, a passenger terminal, and fuel storage. Construction will be
undertaken in four phases to meet the forecast demand.
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Executive Summary
This report has been produced in conjunction with three other volumes that provide an
overview of why the redevelopment of Manston Airport is a nationally significant
infrastructure project. This fourth volume looks at the economic and social impacts of
Manston Airport and the forecasts for air freight and passenger traffic that are provided
in Volume III. As such, the forecast level of freight and passenger movements has been
used as a base from which to predict the impacts on the economy.
The local economy
Kent, known as the Garden of England, performs below the South East average.
However, economic performance varies across the County, with some areas, particularly
West Kent much more affluent than others, skewing the overall picture. The socioeconomic gap between East Kent and Medway (both part of the Thames Estuary region)
and the more affluent mid- and West Kent is increasing. Thanet, in particular, has many
issues associated with deprivation and ranks as the most deprived area of Kent and one
of its wards, Cliftonville West, is ranked 4th out of 32,844 Lower Super Output Areas
(LSOAs) in England (2015 figures). Thanet performs consistently behind the rest of
Kent with lower wages, lower productivity, higher unemployment and low participation
in Higher Education.
Kent County Council wants to address this disadvantage and aim to deliver critical
infrastructure that will instigate and create the conditions for economic growth across
Kent, particularly in East Kent and Medway. Kent County Council aim to raise
aspirations, and encourage businesses to invest in the County. The creation of the
Thames Estuary 2050 Commission and the inclusion of Thanet should serve to boost
productivity, attract and retain skilled workers, and capitalise on major infrastructure
improvement works.
Thanet District Council is also working to transform the local economy and has an
ambitious vision for the future of Thanet. This includes increasing participation in work,
workforce skills, productivity, wages, and ultimately GVA and GPD in Thanet. Most
modern economies rely on the economic benefits delivered by airport operations and no
other proposal is likely to be able to provide the volume and quality of jobs and other
economic benefits that a fully operational Manston Airport could bring to Thanet. In
addition to job creation, there are numerous other social and economic benefits that a
successful airport operation could provide, including:
•

•
•

Connectivity: Increased connectivity improves the GDP of a region and Manston
Airport would dramatically improve the connectivity of the area, which is even
more essential with the advent of the UK’s exit from the EU.
Attracting inward investment: The presence of an airport supports inward
investment and business location decisions.
Generating wealth: GDP figures based on the airport’s impact have been calculated
together with the tax revenues the projected job creation it is likely to produce.

In terms of aviation, Kent County Council’s strategy for airports was to oppose the
construction of a new Thames Estuary Airport and also the second runway at Gatwick,
preferring to maximise use of existing airport infrastructure. The reopening of Manston
Airport fits with Kent’s strategy. Operations at Manston Airport can provide the impetus
for the improved internationalisation of Kent businesses, particularly if an enterprise
zone is linked to the airport to leverage the benefits of exporting.
I

Job creation
The importance of air freight operations to the creation of jobs and to increasing
economic and social prosperity has been demonstrated frequently around the world.
The socio-economic impacts of an airport’s operations include direct, indirect, induced
and catalytic effects and there are a number of formulae that can be used to calculate
these impacts.
This report describes how the number of jobs created by airport operations at Manston
has been forecast. Direct on-site jobs are predicted to be 2,150 by year 5, of which the
airport operator will create 697 posts. The direct employment figure will rise with
increasing freight tonnage and passenger numbers. By year 5, the indirect and catalytic
jobs forecast to result from the operation at Manston Airport are 4,500 and 8,600
respectively, and 9,000 and 17,000 by year 20. These figures represent a wide range of
long-term, aspirational career opportunities.
Construction jobs required in the redevelopment of Manston Airport are shown
separately since these are impermanent positions. Before RiverOak reopens Manston
Airport, a total of eight freight stands and three passenger stands for aircraft will be
constructed as well as warehousing and fuel storage to meet the forecast demand.
Further construction will take place in years 4, 10, and 15 (see Volume III for details).
The numbers of construction workers required is forecast to be between 600 and 700.
There are also likely to be additional jobs created for off-site work by local construction
companies.
Education and training
Education and training will be vital to maximise the employment opportunities for local
people from the redevelopment and operation of Manston Airport. To ensure local
providers are engaged, RiverOak is working with Higher and Further Education
representatives to leverage opportunities associated with the Manston Airport’s future
potential operation.
Raising the aspirations of young people will be essential, particularly in areas of
deprivation like Thanet. It is hoped that Manston Airport can stimulate the desire to
continue in education and training, encouraging young people to improve their life
chances and realise their full potential.
Tourism
This report considers the effect on tourism of airport operations at Southend,
Southampton and Bournemouth and draws the conclusion that an operational airport at
Manston is likely to support tourism in Thanet.
Conclusion
This report shows that the reopening of Manston Airport is likely to be in the public
interest. In addition to the considerable number of direct, indirect, induced and catalytic
jobs created, other socio-economic impacts that can only accrue from an airport’s
operation will benefit the area. The extent of these benefits adds further weight to the
assertion that the reopening of Manston Airport is a nationally significant infrastructure
project.

II

Definitions and abbreviations
ACI
Air freight
Cargo
CPO
DCO
EU
FDI
FE
Freight
FTA
GDP
GVA
HE
HGV
ICT
IMD
JIT

KCC
MRO
NEET
NVQ
SME
STEM
TDC
UK

Airports Council International
The carriage of goods by aircraft
The term cargo and freight are used interchangeably in this report and
refer to goods carried by road, sea or air
Compulsory Purchase Order
Development Consent Order
European Union
Foreign Direct Investment
Further Education
The term freight and cargo are used interchangeably in this report and
refer to goods carried by road, sea or air
Free Trade Agreement
Gross Domestic Product
Gross Value Added
Higher Education
Heavy Good Vehicle
Information and communications technology
Index of Multiple Deprivation
Just-in-time, a manufacturing system that allows materials or
components to be delivered just as they are required in the
manufacturing process, thereby minimising storage costs
Kent County Council
Maintenance, Repair and Overhaul of aircraft and aircraft parts
Not in education, employment or training
National Vocational Qualification – work-based qualifications
Small and Medium-sized Enterprise
Science, technology, engineering and mathematics
Thanet District Council
United Kingdom
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1 Introduction
1.1 Background and rationale
1.1.1 RiverOak has a vision to revive Manston Airport as a successful freight-focused
airport with supplementary passenger operations. A Development Consent Order (DCO)
will be sought by RiverOak to secure the rights and consents necessary for the airport’s
development as required by the Planning Act 2008. This means that, at the end of a
process overseen by HM Government’s Planning Inspectorate, the Secretary of State at
the Department for Transport will decide the future of Manston Airport.
1.1.2 This report is the fourth in a series of documents that make the case for Manston
Airport to return to full operation. These reports cover:
•
•

•
•

Volume I: The need for airport capacity in the South East of the UK and the
potential role of Manston Airport as part of the UK’s airport network
Volume II: The findings from a qualitative study that identifies the push and pull
attractors for Manston Airport and details the opportunities and the sectoral and
geographical markets the research uncovered
Volume III: The forecast for air freight and passenger traffic for Manston Airport
over the first twenty years of operation
Volume IV: A description of the socio-economic impacts of the operation of
Manston Airport as described by the forecast in the third volume of this body of
work

1.1.3 It should be noted that this report is not intended to replicate a
government/public sector appraisal of a transport project. The reopening of Manston
Airport is a privately funded endeavour. Therefore this report does not assess the social
welfare benefits and costs of the operation of the airport relative to the ‘do nothing’
option. The forecast of socio-economic impacts shown here are not estimates of the
‘wider economic benefits’ including impacts from the presence of imperfect competition
(see DfT, 2005 for definitions) of this transport project.

1.2 Aim and objectives of the report
1.2.1 As a key part of the process of gaining the necessary permissions to acquire and
reopen Manston as an airport, the aim of this report is to define the impact on the local
and regional economies of Thanet, East Kent, and the wider Thames Estuary area. There
are a number of objectives set out for this work and in particular the results will:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Provide a forecast for the jobs created on the airport site and in the wider economy
Set out the total jobs that are expected to be created by the airport operator
Describe the potential economic and social impacts of Manston Airport
Inform the statutory consultation by ensuring stakeholders have the necessary
information to assess the public benefit of an operational Manston
Continue to gain support from industry stakeholders
Open dialogue with academic institutions from Higher and Further Education
Provide the information required to support the DCO application

1.3 Report structure
1.3.1 The report is structured as follows: First the local economies of Thanet and East
Kent are described. Next, the socio-economic impacts of an airport’s operations are
detailed together with a description of how these impacts are forecast. The employment
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forecasts for Manston follow and include direct, indirect/induced and catalytic jobs as
well as those created by the airport operator. The training and education opportunities
associated with the airport’s operation are next discussed. The potential impact on
tourism in Thanet is next discussed before the penultimate section describes the other
socio-economic impacts of the airport. The report concludes with a summary of the
impacts of the airport that are in the public interest.
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2 The local economy
2.0.1 This section describes the economies of Kent, in particular East Kent and Thanet,
providing a context by which to envision the potential impacts of the redevelopment at
Manston Airport. Estimates of the possible impacts are set against the forecasts for
freight and passenger traffic provided in Volume III of this series of reports.

2.1 The Kent economy
2.1.1 Kent, the ‘Garden of England’, has a land area of 1,368 square miles with 85%
classed as green space, and over 350 miles of coastline. Figure 1 shows outline of the
County, which extends from just inside the M25 to the north, Margate to the east, the
Romney Marshes in the south, and Tunbridge Wells and Sevenoaks to the west.
Including the unitary authority of Medway, Kent has a total population of 1,801,200
(KCC, 2016) and a workforce of around 951,000 (Oxford Economics, 2016).
Figure 1

Map of the County of Kent

Source: Google Maps
2.1.2 The County ranks 100 out of 152 county and unitary authorities in the English
Indices of Deprivation 2015 (ID2015). This puts Kent towards the bottom third of the
counties in England. Kent’s economy is based around small and medium-sized
businesses. Table 1 illustrates Kent’s relative economic performance in the UK. It should
be noted that some areas of Kent, particularly the west of the County including towns
such as Tunbridge Wells and Sevenoaks, are much more affluent than East Kent,
skewing the overall picture.
Table 1 Kent competitiveness indicators
Performance Indicator
Gross Value Added per head
Gross median weekly earnings
Economic activity
NVQ 4 or above – working age
Claimant unemployment rate
Source: Kent County Council et al, 2015, p. 5

Kent
£18,994
£541.50
78.6%
32.4%
1.3%
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UK
£24,091
£520.80
77.4%
36.0%
1.7%

Date
2013
2014
2015
2014
2015

Figure 2 compares the GVA per head of population for the Kent areas including Medway,
East, Mid, and West Kent and the Kent Thames Gateway areas. The figure clearly shows
that Medway and East Kent lag behind the rest of the County with the gap between East
Kent and Mid and West Kent widening over time.
Figure 2

GVA per head in Kent and Medway by area to 2015

Source: KCC, 2017b, p. 5
Kent’s vision for the future
2.1.3 The ‘Vision for Kent 2012-2022’ (Kent Forum, 2012) outlines three main
ambitions for the County:
1.
2.
3.

To grow the economy: For Kent to be open for business with a growing and
successful economy and jobs for all.
To tackle disadvantage: For Kent to be a county of opportunity, where aspiration
rather than dependency is supported and quality of life is high for everyone.
To put citizens in control: For power and influence to be in the hands of local
people so they are able to take responsibility for themselves, their families and
their communities.

2.1.4 These ambitions match with the operation of a successful airport in the County.
Indeed, within the first of these visions - growing the economy - the Kent Forum
identified their top three commitments. At this level of detail it is clear that a fully
operational Manston Airport is entirely consistent with the commitments made by the
leaders of the 14 Local Authorities in Kent who make up the Kent Forum. These
commitments are:
1. To deliver the critical infrastructure that will create the conditions for economic
growth across Kent. This means:
• Providing access to high speed broadband that encourages economic growth in
our rural areas
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• Improving the strategic road networks within the county, and also those linking
Kent to the rest of the UK
• Maximising the opportunities of high speed rail and Kent’s airports and ports
that will reduce journey times to London and improve Kent’s connectivity with
London, UK and Europe
• Improvements in integrated public transport that gives access to employment
and improved workforce mobility without burdening our road networks
2. To raise the career aspirations of Kent’s residents, from early years through to
adulthood, and to meet those increased aspirations with a range of learning
opportunities, apprenticeships and internships that meet future business need.
3. To be business friendly and the county of choice for inward investment and expansion
by:
•
•
•
•
•

Providing sector-specific support for business, particularly in areas of potential
growth
Sell Kent as the place to do business, emphasising and enhancing its gateway
location and natural assets
Offer inducements (financial and other) for inward investment and expansion
Maximise the amount that public sector partners procure from Kent companies
and that use Kent workforce
Minimising the bureaucracy placed on business and champion the removal of
unnecessary regulation (Kent Forum, 2012, pp. 4-5)

Kent’s strategy for airports
2.1.5 Several documents outline Kent’s strategy for airports. As detailed above, the
‘Vision for Kent 2012-2022’ (Kent Forum, 2012) includes maximising the opportunities
of Kent’s airports to improve Kent’s connectivity. In their response to the Airports
Commission consultation, Kent County Council declared the following:
“We have engaged with the work of the Airports Commission and robustly
oppose proposals for a new airport in the Thames Estuary and a second
runway at Gatwick. As an alternative, Kent County Council supports better use
of existing airports, including regional airports, improved surface access to
airports by rail, and expansion of existing airport infrastructure (with the
exception of a second runway at Gatwick, which it opposes) in order to meet
the UK's aviation needs.”1
2.1.6 Kent has two main airports within the County; Manston and Lydd. Rochester
Airport with its grass runways is located in the Unitary Authority of Medway, and Biggin
Hill resides within the London Borough of Bromley. Kent has a number of airfields
including Headcorn, Maypole, and Farthing Corner. Only Manston and Lydd airports are
capable of commercial services. Unlike Manston, Lydd is constrained by a short runway
(1505 metres), considerable approach issues (including MOD Hythe firing range and
proximity of Dungeness Power Station), a rural location and relatively poor surface
transport connectivity. Also, whilst the majority support for Manston Airport continues,
expansion at Lydd attracted considerable criticism from stakeholders including Natural
England, the RSPB, the Campaign to Protect Rural England, and local residents.

1 http://www.kent.gov.uk/about-the-council/strategies-and-policies/transport-and-highwayspolicies/aviation/aviation-strategy
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Internationalisation of Kent businesses
2.1.8 A study by Dr Fragkiskos Filippaios (2017), Reader in International Business at
Kent Business School, commissioned by Kent County Council, provides useful insights
into the internationalisation of Kent businesses. 35% of Kent businesses export with
manufacturing, professional sciences, and information technology sectors having a
significant number of firms that rely heavily on exports.
2.1.9 Dr Filippaios’ study found that of those who export, 85% export to the EU, 43%
to the US and 21% to the UAE. 25% of the businesses in the study import, most of whom
also export with only 14% importing only. Key import markets are the EU at 72%, the
US at 42% and China at 36%. The dominance of the EU for both imports and exports and
uncertainty of the post Brexit regulatory environment are a cause for concern for Kent
businesses.
Figure 3

External factors influencing company development

Source: Filippaios, 2017, p. 15
2.1.10 Key external factors that facilitate international trade include the legislative
environment and reduction of bureaucracy. However, Dr. Filippaios’ research showed
that companies would prefer the government to take the role of facilitator rather than
supporter as they make efforts to internationalise. Of particular note is that Kent
businesses mentioned the need to improve infrastructure including airports, as shown
in Figure 3 (where the x-axis shows relative influence based on the output of factor
analysis). In terms of business support mechanisms, the research found that:
•

•

A substantial number of support mechanisms exist, often without any significant
coordination. The Federation of Small Businesses, Institute of Directors and Kent
Invicta Chamber of Commerce are the most recognisable ones by Kent SMEs
(small and medium sized enterprises) but UK Trade and Investment
(Department for International trade) and Gov.UK emerge also as significant
support mechanisms specifically for exporters.
Despite the relatively high awareness of their existence, there is little use of
these support mechanisms. The diversity of mechanisms creates confusion for
SMEs that do not wish to spend substantial time searching for the most
appropriate support.
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•

In terms of effectiveness the general support mechanisms tend to score high in
the wider population but for exporters more specialised mechanisms, such as
UK Export Finance, Export Britain and Federation of Small Businesses are
considered very effective. (Kent SME Internationalisation Study 2016/2017,
Summary of Findings)

2.1.11 A study by the Royal Academy of Engineering in 2017 asked 38 professional
engineering organisations, supporting 450,000 engineers, a series of questions. Their
findings show that aviation and international gateways are seen as a crucial constraint
to the economic growth of regions, behind only road, rail, and communications. Around
half of those questioned found aviation/international gateways to be either a moderate
or major constraint. Figure 4 shows the range of constraints and how the engineering
organisations ranked them as constraints to economic growth.
Figure 4

The extent to which infrastructure constrains economic growth

Source: Royal Academy of Engineering, 2017, p. 39
2.1.12 Whilst businesses in the region need to take responsibility for their excellence
and ability to compete internationally, it is important to develop an international profile
of the region as an attractive place for businesses and people to locate. Resumed and
vastly improved operations at Manston Airport can provide the impetus for
internationalisation, particularly if an enterprise zone is linked to the airport to leverage
the benefits of exporting.

2.2 The East Kent economy
2.2.1 The term ‘East Kent’ is frequently used to describe the area to the southeast of
the UK. However, there seems to be no formal definition of the area, with some including
the Medway towns and the Isle of Sheppey. Recently, there have been moves to merge
the local authorities in East Kent into a single district authority. These authorities
included Canterbury, Thanet, Dover, Shepway and Ashford, corresponding
approximately to the Diocese of Canterbury. However, Ashford pulled out of the plan in
January 2017 and Shepway voted to reject the plan in March 2017.
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2.2.2 For the purposes of this study, East Kent includes the city of Canterbury, the Isle
of Thanet, and the towns of Deal, Dover, Faversham, Herne Bay, Sandwich and
Whitstable as shown in Figure 5. The area includes numerous historic sites including
Canterbury Cathedral.
Figure 5

Map of East Kent

2.2.3 The 2011 Census from the Office for National Statistics (ONS) shows that Local
Authorities in the east of Kent have a total population as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Ashford
Canterbury
Dover
Shepway
Swale
Thanet

117,956
151,145
111,674
107,969
135,835
134,186

2.2.4 Whilst Kent’s average unemployment rate (March 2017) is 1.7%, East Kent and
specifically Dover, Shepway, Swale and Thanet have higher rates at 2.3%, 2.3%, 2.4%
and 3.6% respectively. Rates are particularly high for young people between the ages of
18 and 24. Kent ranks within the 50% least deprived of all counties and unitary
authorities in England but East Kent fairs worse. Indeed, Thanet continues to rank as the
most deprived local authority in Kent, and Ashford and Swale have experienced the
largest increase in deprivation relative to other areas in Kent (KCC, 2015).
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2.2.5 In terms of post-16 educational attainment, specifically the percentage achieving
three or more A*- A grades at A Level, whilst Canterbury ranks above the Kent average,
Dover, Swale and Thanet are considerably below the average. All East Kent areas except
Ashford are below the national average. The post-16 attainment for 2015 is shown by
area and district in Figure 6. It should be noted that the Sevenoaks figure would exclude
those students who took the International Baccalaureate.
Figure 6

Source:
2016.pdf

Post-16 attainment by area and district for 2015

http://www.kelsi.org.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/57911/Final-Booklet-

2.3 The Thanet economy
2.3.1 Thanet, the most easterly part of Kent and includes the towns of Broadstairs,
Margate and Ramsgate as shown in Figure 7.
2.3.2 Thanet has good rail and road connections. The high-speed rail link, HS1, runs
from Ramsgate, passing close to the Manston Airport site and on through Canterbury
and Ashford en route to London St Pancras, taking about one hour and 15 minutes.
There is also a route via the coastal and Medway towns to London St Pancras taking
about one hour and 40 minutes. There is also a service from Thanet via the coastal
towns, Chatham and north Kent to London Victoria. Road access to the M2 is via the
Thanet Way, which is a dual carriageway.
2.3.3 Thanet benefits from a number of blue flag beaches and historic landmarks. The
area is noted for its connections to Charles Dickens and JMW Turner. Thanet has an outof-town shopping and entertainment centre at Westwood Cross near Broadstairs.
2.3.4 The 2011 Census shows that Thanet has a population of 134,186. By 2020, this
figure is predicted to be around 140,000 with a workforce of 79,100 (Oxford Economics,
2016).
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Figure 7

Map of Thanet

Source: Google Maps
Deprivation and unemployment
2.3.5 The Isle of Thanet has particular problems associated with deprivation including
relatively high unemployment, low wages and low participation in higher education. As
described previously, Thanet continues to rank as the most deprived local authority in
Kent (KCC, 2015). Indeed, figures published by the Department of Communities and
Local Government ranked Thanet as the 28th (out of 326) most deprived area in England
in 2015, the second poorest local authority area in the South East, and the poorest in
Kent.
2.3.6 Thanet’s ranking has deteriorated from 49th to 28th since 2010, showing a
worsening of its deprivation relative to other areas in England. These figures are based
on the Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD), which include income; employment; health
and disability; education, skills and training; barriers to housing and services; living
environment; and crime. Within Thanet, the Cliftonville West ward is ranked 4th out of
32,844 LSOAs in England placing it within England’s most deprived 1%. In terms of
LSOAs, Margate Central ranks 21st.
2.3.7 Unemployment in Thanet is higher than the other East Kent districts, Kent as a
whole and Great Britain, as shown in Table 2. The employment rate is lower in Thanet
than in the South East and Great Britain, although the employment figure has increased
year-on-year to March 2016 as shown in Table 3.
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Table 2 Comparative unemployment in Thanet
March 2017

Since Feb
2017

Since March
2016

Unemployed

% of workforce

%

%

Thanet
District

2,920

3.6%

+1.6%

+4.1%

Dover District

1,555

2.3%

+4.4%

+13.5%

Canterbury

1,350

1.3%

+0.4%

+8.4%

Shepway

1,480

2.3%

+2.4%

+6.1%

Kent

16,085

1.7%

+2.6%

+6.9%

Great Britain

789,470

2.0%

+2.2%%

+3.3%

Source: KCC, 2017a
Table 3 Employment rate among the population aged 16+
April 2011-March 2012
April 2012-March 2013
April 2013-March 2014
April 2014-March 2015
April 2015-March 2016
Source: Annual Population Survey

Thanet
48.1%
47.4%
49.0%
52.0%
54.5%

South East
61.1%
60.6%
61.5%
62.1%
62.4%

Great Britain
57.6%
58.0%
58.5%
59.3%
60.0%

Employment and productivity
2.3.8 Thanet has fewer large firms (employing more than 200 people) than Kent and
England. Indeed, the Thanet economy is dominated by small firms (TDC, 2016, p. 8) as
shown in Figure 8.
2.3.9 Productivity in Thanet is around 80% that of the Kent average and will need to
grow at 3.5% per annum until 2031 to reach this county average (TDC, 2016, p. 16). The
link between productivity and wages means that organisations will have to step up their
productivity if wage levels are to rise sufficiently to increase the quality of life within the
District. Indeed, in 2016, GVA per capita in Thanet was only 63% of the County average
and closing this gap will necessitate growth at a rate of 5.2% per annum to 2031 (TDC,
2016, p. 16).
2.3.10 Wages in Thanet are lower than both the England and Kent averages for both
full-time and part-time workers as shown in Figure 9.
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Figure 8

Employment by size of firm

Source: Thanet District Council, undated, p. 7
Figure 9

Average gross weekly wage in Kent and Thanet

Source: Thanet District Council, undated, p. 6
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Economic growth strategy for Thanet
2.3.11 The Draft Economic Growth Strategy for Thanet (TDC, 2016) describes the local
economy:
“Thanet has a distinctive local economy with substantial opportunities for
sustainable and high quality economic growth. Particularly with HS1 in place,
Thanet now has significant locational advantages deriving from its proximity
to both London and continental Europe. It has outstanding cultural assets,
epitomised particularly through the Turner Contemporary. It has a very high
quality natural environment, especially its coastline.
Looking ahead, there is real potential linked to the port and historic marina at
Ramsgate and emerging opportunities in the fields of advanced
manufacturing, agri-tech and the creative sector. While there are some
challenges – relating particularly to the creation of jobs locally and workforce
skills – the opportunities are real ones, particularly in the wider context of
significant planned housing and population growth.” (TDC, 2016, p. 1)
2.3.12 However, Thanet continues to face many challenges and the Economic Growth
Strategy (TDC, 2016) as the Council says:
“The skills profile could be strengthened; too many jobs are “low wage” and
part time in character; and the number of jobs within the District needs to
grow. There is also a need to diversify the business base so it is less reliant on
‘public sector’ type roles (36% in health, education and public administration).
However, Thanet is full of ambition and confidence. A great deal has been
achieved over recent years and much more can be accomplished through the
delivery of a forward looking and focused Economic Growth Strategy.”
2.3.13 Thanet has benefited from EU funding under a number of programmes including
the European Regional Development Fund. Access to this funding for deprived areas will
be lost when the UK exits the EU, rendering Thanet more reliant on private sector
investment to ensure the creation of high quality jobs. The reopening of Manston
Airport would provide economic growth for Thanet and the UK, by providing the
opportunity for activities that are currently and increasingly being diverted to airports
in mainland Europe, to be diverted to Manston Airport instead. An operational Manston
Airport will provide jobs in an area of high unemployment, with knock-on educational,
training, and social benefits.
The Thames Estuary Growth Commission
2.3.14 In the 2016 budget, the Chancellor of Exchequer announced a new Thames
Estuary 2050 Growth Commission. Unlike its predecessor, which excluded East Kent,
this initiative includes 40-miles of the Thames Estuary from Canary Wharf to Southend
on the north side and Thanet on the south as shown in Figure 10. The Thames Estuary
region has a population of more than three million people and in Kent covers the areas
of Canterbury, Dartford, Gravesham, Medway, Swale and Thanet.
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Figure 10

Map of the Thames Estuary area

Source: https://www.gov.uk/government/news/lord-heseltine-thames-estuary-planto-unleash-growth-for-decades-to-come
2.3.15 The aim of the Commission is to boost productivity, attract and retain skilled
workers, and capitalise on major infrastructure works. In his budget statement, The
Chancellor of the Exchequer said:
“The Commission will develop an ambitious vision and delivery plan for North
Kent, South Essex and East London up to 2050. This will focus on supporting
the development of high productivity clusters in specific locations. It will
examine how the area can develop, attract and retain skilled workers. It will
also look at how to make the most of opportunities from planned
infrastructure such as the Lower Thames Crossing. It will report back in
Autumn Statement 2017 with a clear and affordable delivery plan for
achieving this vision.” (HM Treasury, 2016, para 6.21)
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3 Forecasting the socio-economic impacts of airports
3.0
This section considers the impact airports make on their local, regional and
national economies. As the DfT says, “Transport investments can, and generally do, affect
the economy. They can in particular affect the location and pattern of economic activity,
and be used to reduced regional disparities.” DfT, (2005, p. 3). The economic impact made
by airports is a vital component of modern economies.

3.1 Types of impact made by airports
3.1.1 The impact made by an airport is measured by employment, income, and
contribution to GDP. Figure 11 shows the impact of Europe’s airports on jobs, income
and GDP.
Figure 11

Economic impact of European airports

Source: Intervistas, 2015, p. VI
3.1.2 Figure 11 indicates the four types of impact on economies that are made by
airports. These have been well documented and are shown in Figure 12 and described in
the following paragraph (Graham, 2001). However, an airport’s relationship with the
economy in which it operates is interdependent and an airport’s activity depends on
economic factors in that economy. Indeed, air travel is driven by a number of factors
including:
•
•
•
•

GDP, disposable income, and living standards;
Reducing air travel costs;
Globalisation; and
Deregulation
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Figure 12

The economic impact of airports

Source: Graham, 2001, p. 185
3.1.3

In terms of jobs, the categories of employment generation are:

Direct: Employment associated with the operation and management of activities at
the airport. This includes the jobs created by the airport operator as well as other
airport-related businesses located elsewhere on or near the airport site. These other
businesses include airlines, general aviation, handling agents, airport security,
immigration and customs, retail and food concessions, aircraft maintenance, and a
range of other activities at the airport.
Indirect: Employment in the supply chain such as wholesalers providing food for inflight catering, aviation fuel supply, travel agents, cleaning and maintenance
contractors, construction, and accounting and legal services.
Induced: This category covers the employment created directly or indirectly as a
result of those connected to the airport spending their income in the local or national
economy. Induced employment therefore includes a wide range of jobs such as retail,
entertainment, hospitality, childcare, health care, building and home renovations for
example.
Catalytic: Catalytic impacts are associated with the aviation sector outside the local
economy in which the airport operates. Air transportation facilitates employment
and economic development in the local and national economy and jobs in this
category therefore capture a wide range of opportunities. For example, air transport
contributes to tourism and therefore impacts tourist spending in the economy. Air
transport also impacts trade, facilitating the import and export of goods by air and
therefore their manufacture and distribution, as well as productivity. Air transport
also positively impacts location and business decisions by other organisations and
stimulates innovation, thereby having a long run impact on productivity and GDP.
3.1.4 Other catalytic effects of air transportation, as shown in Figure 13, include the
impact on the supply chain through the creation of larger potential markets and
increased competition, technology transfer, increased innovation, and upskilling of the
workforce. For freight-focused airports, inbound air cargo provides businesses that rely
on fast delivery (such as airlines, oil rig maintenance, etc.) with a reliable transportation
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mode for high-value equipment, machinery and spare parts. Air transportation also
supports Just-in-Time practices, particularly for high value to weight goods with short
product lifecycles (Ishutkina, 2009) such as electronic equipment. Businesses involved
with perishable goods of all types, including not just electronic components but
agricultural products such as flowers, fruit and some vegetables, are enabled by their
use of air transportation.
Figure 13

Economic catalytic impacts of air transport

Source: Ishutkina, 2009, p. 40

3.2 Connectivity
3.2.1 The Airports Council International (ACI) draws attention to the growing link
between connectivity and economic growth. They say:
“Alongside the virtual connectivity afforded by the internet and the digital
revolution, aviation is the prime and unsurpassed enabler that connects
the people, places and products of the real world. This means that trade,
tourism, foreign investment and increased productivity are all closely related
to the level of air connectivity. (ACI, 2015, p. 1, bold from the original).
3.2.2

Indeed, and of particular relevance to the UK post Brexit, ACI continues:
For Europe, air connectivity is of an even greater strategic relevance. The past
decades have seen a gradual shift occurring in the global economy, with new
economic powerhouses moving the pillars of trade eastwards. Europe will not
be able to avoid this shift, but we can still ensure that we remain closely
connected to the new potential sources of prosperity.” (ibid, p. 1)

3.2.3 Many studies have shown how airports specifically impact on their local,
regional and national economies. For example, Intervistas found a 10% increase in a
country’s air connectivity to be associated with a 0.5% increase in GDP per capita
(Intervistas, 2015, p. XIII). Steer Davies Gleave report the multiplier effect of airports on
GVA to be 3.66, meaning that a £1 increase in aviation GVA translates to £3.66 in GVA for
the UK economy (Steer Davies Gleave, 2010, p. 105).
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3.2.4 One of the effects of reduced air freight connectivity due to capacity restrictions
in the UK is the impact on transportation costs. The wider economic benefits of
transportation projects are, “benefits that are from accessibility improvements in the
transport markets and accrue in the form of productivity gains due to agglomeration
effects, increased outputs in markets with imperfect competition2 and improvements in
labour supply” (Bose et al, 2008, p. 2). Wider economic benefits can also include the
additional value the government may place on employment particularly in regeneration
areas (DfT, 2005, para. 55). The improved connectivity Manston Airport would provide
could make business time and reliability savings leading to increased competition and
improved efficiency.

3.3 Location and investment decisions
3.3.1 The presence of an airport encourages large employers to locate nearby. Bel and
Fageda (2008) found a 10% increase in the supply of air services at an airport was
associated with a 4% increase in the number of large firms headquartered nearby. Arndt
et al (2009) found air connectivity to be one of the four most important factors affecting
location decisions. IATA (2006) report that 30% of Chinese firms changed investment
decisions due to constraints on air services.
3.3.2 Airports are also linked to increases in business investment and Foreign Direct
Investment (FDI). Cooper and Smith (2005, p. 36) found that a 10% increase in air
transportation usage increases business investment by 1.6%. PWC (2013) found that a
1% increase in international seat capacity was associated with a 0.47% increase in FDI
inbound and a 0.19% increase in FDI outbound and that a 10% change in the growth
rate of seat capacity in the UK leads to approximately a 1% change in the growth rate of
the UK’s GDP.

3.4 Calculating jobs created by airport operations
3.4.1 The most widely used estimate for jobs created at airports was the formula one
million passengers or 100,000 tonnes of freight corresponds to 950 jobs (Airports
Commission, 2014, p. 15; Thanet District Council, 2013, p. 2). York Aviation, in a study
for the ACI in 2004, added to this formula, providing estimates of the indirect and
induced jobs. They say:
“On the basis of the evidence we estimate that, on average, for every 1,000 onsite jobs supported by European airports there are around 2,100
indirect/induced jobs supported sub-regionally. Given that there are 950 onsite jobs created per million passengers, once we factor in the direct, indirect
and induced jobs, we concluded that for every million passengers (workload
units), European airports support around:
•
•
•
3.4.2

2,950 jobs nationally;
2,000 jobs regionally; or
1,425 jobs sub-regionally.” (York Aviation, 2004, p. 9)
In terms of catalytic impacts, ICAO (2000, p. 2) suggests that:

2 Imperfect competition occurs in a market where additional production is higher than the cost of
producing the good. Production costs include transportation and therefore a transport scheme
that reduces freight time and cost would be expected to increase production.
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“In the global economy, every $100 of output produced and every 100 jobs
generated by air transport trigger additional demand of some $325 and 610
jobs in other industries.”
3.4.3 Other studies use somewhat different multipliers. For example, an Airports
Council International European study (2015) shows that 1,200 direct jobs are created
for the first one million passengers and 0.95 jobs per 1,000 extra passengers thereafter.
The study also shows that for every million passengers (workload units) European
airports create around 2,100 indirect and induced jobs nationally. Intervistas found that
for large airports, each additional one million passengers created 865 extra jobs
(Interavistas, 2015, p. 71).
3.4.4 A study by Steer Davis Gleave (2015) for the EU Commission, which
encompassed airports across Europe, found the ratio between direct employment and
passengers to be one job per 1,240 passengers. However, the Steer Davis Gleave (2015)
study notes that smaller airports are less efficient than larger airports in terms of the
ratio between passengers and employment. This is because there are minimum levels of
employment needed to provide a complete airport service and economies of scale are
not realised as they are with large airports. This may mean that the forecast
employment figures for Manston could be higher than those calculated using their ratio.
3.4.5 A review of the East Midlands Airport Sustainable Development Plan: Economy
and surface access found that for 309,000 tonnes of cargo and 4.5 million passengers
(East Midlands Airport, 2015, p. 2), 6,730 people were employed on the airport site
(ibid, 2014, p. 5). This is a ratio of one million passengers or 100,000 tonnes of freight to
887 direct jobs.
3.4.6 There is, of course, the potential for new technologies or working practices to
affect the theoretical calculations for job creation. In particular, Thanet District Council
has raised the issue of potential automation for cargo handling:
“No optimism bias has been allowed for in these estimates, nor has the growth
in automation been considered in this academic study. Without any
information about who is going to deliver the freight tonnage and therefore
create the job numbers stated we question whether the economic benefits of
the airport in terms of job creation can be considered deliverable.” (Thanet
District Council’s response to RiverOak’s Statutory Consultation, p. 2)
The issue of optimism bias is addressed in Volume III of this series and the following
paragraphs provide a response to the remaining points.
3.4.7 The growth in automation has clearly taken place in passenger processing,
including security body scanners, bag drop, and self-printed boarding cards. However,
cargo handling has thus far been less automated. One exception is the automatic
package routing that integrators have adopted in their warehouses. This automation has
largely taken place and is reflected in the calculations made. The recent trials to
automate the loading and unloading of Unit Load Devices (ULD) from belly operations
are not relevant to the all-freight sector that will provide the focus for Manston Airport.
The process used to handle all-freight aircraft requires relatively low levels of
manpower compared to passenger handling (and this is reflected in the employment
calculations). Therefore any automation would have a relatively small impact.
Additionally, the investment in Research & Development and implementation required
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to make a significant impact on the job creation forecasts shown in this report is
unlikely to be commercially viable.
3.4.8 Specific details of air freight operators are not included in this or any other
forecasts of this type. For example, this level of detail is not included in air traffic
forecasts such as those calculated by the Airports Commission, those for Heathrow in
support of the proposed third runway, and for Gatwick for their proposed second
runway. Nonetheless job creation is still derived from these figures. Unlike these
forecasts, a considerable level of detail is provided in Volume III of this set of reports,
including category of aircraft and the routes expected to be flown. These have been
subject to enquiry during the statutory consultation. Jobs created by the airport
operator are shown in detail, including job function, in the forecast (see Table 5).

3.5 Calculations for Manston Airport
3.5.1 To summarise, the following estimates of the relationship between direct
employment and one million passengers/100,000 tonnes of freight moved through
airports has been shown to be:
•
•
•
•
•

1,200 jobs (ACI-Europe, 2015)
950 jobs (Thanet District Council, 2013, York Aviation, 2004)
887 jobs (East Midlands Airport)
865 jobs at large airports (Intervistas, 2015)
806 jobs (Steer Davis Gleave, 2015)

3.5.2 These figures are wide ranging, between 806 and 1,200. Given the East Midlands
figure is an actual ratio for a UK airport with a freight focus, this figure has been used to
estimate direct jobs for Manston Airport. The indirect/induced and catalytic jobs derive
from the work by ACI Europe and ICAO. In summary, the calculations used to estimate
the number of direct, indirect/induced, and catalytic jobs at Manston Airport are:
•
•
•

887 direct jobs per one million passengers or 100,000 tonnes of freight (East
Midlands Airport figures)
2,100 indirect/induced jobs for every 1,000 direct jobs (York Aviation for ACI
Europe, 2015)
4,000 catalytic jobs (6,100 less 2,100) per 1,000 direct jobs (ICAO, 2000)

3.5.3 Table 4 in the following Section shows the results of using these calculations as
estimates for the potential job creation at Manston.
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4 Employment forecasts for Manston Airport
4.0.1 The causality between air traffic and economic development is well established
and the previous section has indicated the extent to which airports are employment
generators. For example, in written evidence to the Transport Select Committee (AS 70),
the Royal Town Planning Institute says:
“Airports are hugely important to the areas in which they are located, for
example Heathrow Airport is a major employment generator in outer west
London and is integral to the local economy. Similarly smaller regional
airports can also be vital to local economies.” (1.2)

4.1 Forecast job creation resulting from operations at Manston Airport
4.1.1 The employment created by the operation of an airport includes direct, indirect,
induced and catalytic jobs, as described in Section 3.1. Direct jobs include employment
by the airport operator as well as by airlines, general aviation, handling agents, airport
security, immigration and customs, retail and food concessions, and aircraft
maintenance, for example.
4.1.2 Indirect employment includes jobs in the supply chain such as wholesalers
providing food for in-flight catering, aviation fuel supply, travel agents, cleaning and
maintenance contractors, for example. Induced employment covers a wide range of jobs
created as a result of those connected to the airport spending their income in the local
or national economy.
4.1.3 Catalytic employment includes those jobs in organisations that are facilitated by
the operation of the airport such as tourism and companies that import and export
goods by air.
4.1.4 A ‘top-down’ approach has been used, applying the findings from other studies
in each job category (direct, indirect/induced, and catalytic) to the Manston Airport air
traffic forecast. However, for job creation by the airport operator, which forms a part of
the total direct jobs, a ‘bottom-up’ approach has been applied to provide additional
detail and transparency. Full details of this are shown in Section 4.2. These airport
operator employment figures have been compiled using extensive knowledge of airport
operations of this type.
4.1.5 The airport operator job figures have not been used to adjust the direct jobs
calculation, which is derived from the ‘top-down’ calculation, but form a part of the
figure shown in the column headed ‘Direct Jobs’ in Table 4 (i.e. the figures should not be
added together to give a total direct employment figure). However, in addition to the
calculations applied, a forecast of 116 direct jobs has been included in Year 1. The actual
employment figure is forecast to be in the region of 464 in the fourth quarter of Year 1
and has been annualised to give the figure of 116. This figure indicates employment by
the airport operator in advance of commencement of operations. This is expected to
take place towards the end of the year to allow for the recruitment process and training
to take place before the start of operations. In order to remain conservative, the forecast
postpones the creation of any catalytic jobs until Year 3 of the operation to allow the
impact of the airport to take effect.
4.1.6 Table 4 shows the result of applying the forecast calculations defined from the
previous section. The table shows the freight tonnage and passenger numbers that were
used in the calculation (see Volume III for further information), from the first to
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twentieth years of operation. The table defines jobs as direct, indirect/induced, and
catalytic, as previously described in Section 3.1 using the calculations shown in 3.5.2
above.
Table 4 Forecast job creation

Freight
tonnage
Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

Passenger
numbers

Direct
jobs

0
0
662,768
679,868
686,672
965,295
975,591
975,591
975,591
975,591
1,011,587
1,049,022
1,087,954
1,128,444
1,170,553
1,214,347
1,259,892
1,307,259
1,356,521
1,407,753

116
856
1,551
2,085
2,150
2,466
2,576
2,645
2,668
2,749
2,870
3,011
3,135
3,280
3,438
3,595
3,748
3,930
4,085
4,271

0
96,553
108,553
167,092
173,741
181,436
192,908
200,673
203,245
212,351
222,377
234,508
244,690
256,989
270,579
283,904
296,594
312,344
324,838
340,758

Indirect/
induced
jobs
0
1,798
3,257
4,379
4,515
5,178
5,411
5,555
5,603
5,773
6,027
6,322
6,584
6,889
7,220
7,550
7,871
8,253
8,578
8,970

Catalytic
jobs
0
0
6,203
8,341
8,601
9,862
10,306
10,581
10,673
10,996
11,479
12,042
12,542
13,122
13,753
14,381
14,993
15,720
16,338
17,085

Total job
creation
116
2,655
11,010
14,805
15,266
17,505
18,293
18,782
18,944
19,517
20,375
21,375
22,261
23,291
24,412
25,527
26,613
27,903
29,000
30,326

4.1.7 In Europe, direct jobs at airports generally breakdown as follows (Intervistas,
2015, p. 27 – percentage does not add to 100 due to rounding):
•

Airlines

28%

•

Ground handling

14%

•

Airport and Air Traffic Control

14%

•

Retail and other in-terminal services

6%

•

Airport security and passenger screening

6%

•

Customs, immigration and government jobs

5%

•

Ground transport

5%

•

Food and beverage

8%

•

Maintenance, Repair and Overhaul (MRO)

6%

•

Other

7%

4.1.4 The figures shown in this section outline the estimated overall number of direct
jobs created by the presence of an operational airport at Manston. The following section
considers the proportion of employment created by the airport operator only.
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4.2 Forecast number and type of jobs by the airport operator
4.2.1 Job opportunities created by the airport operator will include a wide range of
positions as detailed in Table 5, which shows the estimated number of jobs at Manston
Airport by job function. These figures have been calculated based on previous
experience with similar operations at other airports. They have not been extrapolated
from the figures shown in Table 4 and anomalies are therefore likely between the
calculations derived from different methods. In particular, the ACI breakdown of jobs by
employer shown previously can only be used as a guide.
4.2.2 As identified above, the figures include an estimate of recruitment ahead of
operations commencing in Year 2. The headcount for Year 1 is an annualised figure and
the forecast is for four times the number shown, all employed in the fourth quarter only.
The headings shown in Table 5 refer to jobs including:
Pax – passenger services
Frei’t – Freight services
ATS – Air Traffic Services
RFFS – Rescue and Fire Fighting Services
Ops – Airport operations
Maint – Maintenance
MT- Motor Transport
Sec – Site and freight security
Adm – Administration

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Table 5 Estimated job creation by the Manston Airport operator by function
Pax
Y1
Y2
Y3
Y4
Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8
Y9
Y10
Y11
Y12
Y13
Y14
Y15
Y16
Y17
Y18
Y19
Y20

Frei’t

ATS

RFFS

Ops

Maint

MT

Sec

Adm

Total

0

49

6

14

6

8

8

11

14

116

0
99
102
103
145
146
146
146
146
152
157
163
169
176
182
189
196
203
211

196
215
302
322
256
288
307
357
331
347
361
376
391
413
430
447
469
488
507

25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25

57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57

24
29
31
32
33
33
33
34
34
34
34
35
35
36
36
36
37
37
38

31
38
41
41
43
43
43
44
44
44
45
45
46
46
47
47
48
48
49

31
38
41
41
43
43
43
44
44
44
45
45
46
46
47
47
48
48
49

45
55
59
60
62
63
63
64
64
64
65
66
67
68
68
69
70
71
71

14
15
15
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
17
17
17

423
571
673
697
680
714
733
787
761
783
805
828
852
883
908
933
967
994
1,024

Source: Figures calculated by Viscount Aviation, March 2017
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4.2.3 In terms of shift numbers, an assumption has been made that 35% of the total
number of staff on the payroll would be on duty during peak daily operations. Most
operational staff would be rostered in 12-hour shifts once airport operations commence.
Shift changes would be likely to be at 07.00 and 19.00 hours. In terms of the daily
staffing pattern, shifts would generally be four days on and three off, then three on and
four off, allowing for an average 42-hour working week.

4.3 Forecast jobs by location
4.3.1 A study of the economic impact of Luton Airport (Oxford Economics, 2015)
shows the total employment of the airport in 2013 by location. Table 6 shows a
summary of the Oxford Economics’ findings (it does not include the level of detail by
local area/town except for Luton as the nearest town).
Table 6 Total employment impact of Luton Airport, 2013
Locations
UK
Three Counties sub-region
Bedfordshire
Buckinghamshire
Hertfordshire
London Thameslink Corridor
Luton

Direct
9,437
9,437
9,437

9,437

Indirect
7,682
2,038
943
386
708
150
751

Induced
10,088
4,408
2,781
441
1,186
163
1,598

Total
27,207
15,883
13,161
827
1,894
313
11,786

Source: Oxford Economics, 2015, p. 78
4.3.2 The findings from the Luton Airport study show that the impact of all direct
employment is local – in this case all within Luton. For Luton Airport, direct jobs
equated to 34.7% of the total indirect and induced jobs. The Manston forecast, which
used the formulae shown in 3.5.2, has the proportion 32.3% direct jobs to total indirect
and induced jobs. Since this proportion is within a reasonable tolerance, the Luton
Airport 2013 figures have been used as a guide to the potential employment impact by
location for Manston Airport.
4.3.3 The figures in Table 4 are UK-wide figures, as with the first line of Table 6. It
should be noted that, “there is no commonly agreed definition of the local area for this
purpose, with different definitions suitable for different airports and dependent on the type
of impact being assessed.” (Airports Commission, 2014, p. 11) For the purposes of this
study, the local area is defined as Thanet (shown in Figure 7) and the rest of East Kent
(shown in Figure 5). The Luton Airport study shows that all direct jobs impact the local
area and this may be the case with Manston Airport. However, it may take time for local
people to acquire the necessary skills to fill all roles. It is for this reason that it is
imperative to work with local education providers to ensure local people have access to
a wide range of aviation-related training (see Section 5 for further details).
4.3.4 In terms of indirect/induced employment, the Luton Airport example from 2013
shows a wide spread of employment impact. For Manston, the impact of this type of job
creation may be felt across the ‘wider Thames estuary’ area, which is shown in Figure
10, and across Kent. Areas that benefit from good transport links to the airport are most
likely to feel the impact of those indirect/induced jobs that are created close to the
airport site. In addition to East Kent, these include Shepway, Swale, Medway and
potentially Dartford and South East London.
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4.3.5 Catalytic employment impact is likely to be UK-wide, with perhaps a focus on the
South East and London.

4.4 Construction jobs
4.4.1 It should be noted that the forecasts shown in Table 4 and Table 5 do not include
construction jobs required to redevelop the airport. RiverOak’s plans are for eight
freight stands and three passenger stands for aircraft to be constructed prior to
commencement of operations. Warehousing and fuel storage to meet the forecast
demand will also be constructed. Further construction work will take place in years 4,
10, and 15 (see Volume III for details). As with house building, these types of
construction jobs are not permanent and as such are not been included in the previous
forecasts but shown here separately.
4.4.2 In order to predict the number of construction jobs required to meet the
redevelopment specifications, comparisons with similar projects (i.e. with an annual
turnover of between £30 to £40 million per annum) have been made. The forecast
derived from these comparisons, calculated by the RPS Group3, is as follows:
•
•
•

Average number of workers on site at any time
Peak time is likely to be three times the average figure
Total equivalent people years over the whole project

210
630
1,475 years

4.4.3 It should be noted that the redevelopment project has been planned in four
discontinuous phases. Therefore, construction jobs will be recreated at each phase, in
Years 4, 10 and 15, which are likely to be 2024, 2030 and 2035. The total on-site
construction figure of between 600 and 700 jobs, as shown above, does not include the
effect on the local supply chain or the number of jobs created off-site by local
construction companies.

4.5 Other direct jobs
4.5.1 In the case of Manston Airport, it is expected that TG Aviation will return to the
site, bringing a total of around 21 full-time, part-time and freelance/consultancy jobs.
These roles include engineering, flying instruction and administration. Before having to
leave Manston, TG Aviation were expanding the engineering side of their business,
building on a great reputation built up over many years. However, the company has
raised concerns about the availability of local qualified engineers, vital if they are to be
able to grow the company. They believe an engineering training facility at Manston
would address this problem.
4.5.2 Polar Helicopters, who have continued to operate from Manston since the
airport’s closure, will remain at the airport. They currently have four helicopters - two
R22s, one R44 and one Jet Ranger. Their focus is on flying lessons and trial flights with
some charter work. With plans to expand, Polar Helicopters will continue to provide
employment on the Manston Airport site.
4.5.3 In addition to the continued presence of AvMan Engineering on the site,
RiverOak plan to attract a major aircraft recycling operation to Manston and this would
increase the employment opportunities on-site. Airbus has around 7,000 aircraft in
operation and Boeing 12,000 including both commercial passenger airliners and
freighters4. Aircraft have around 25 years of use before being taken out of service,
3
4

http://www.rpsgroup.com
http://cordis.europa.eu/result/rcn/164345_es.html
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generally due to excessive operational costs, high fuel consumption, legislative demands
requiring expensive technology upgrades, and difficulties in obtaining spare parts.
Figures suggest that around 14,000 aircraft are due to retire in the next 20 years5.
4.5.4 An estimate of 10 aircraft per year are forecast to be recycled at Manston. Not
only will this this put a considerable amount into the local economy, it is also likely to
create a significant number of jobs, particularly in engineering.
4.5.5 Additionally there is the opportunity to locate a MRO facility at Manston. MRO
services are carried out on civil and military aircraft with airlines generating around
68% of MRO providers' revenue6. Almost $100 billion is spent on aircraft MRO annually
with Europe taking 28% of the market (Strair, 2005). The industry continues to expand,
stimulated by demand for passenger transport. Aircraft fleets are also ageing due to
reduced orders during the financial crisis, and older aircraft generally require higher
levels of MRO services. A successful MRO operation at Manston would generate a
number of skilled job opportunities.
4.5.6 Should the government decide to give Manston Enterprise Zone status (see TDC,
2016, p. 9), it is likely that business would be stimulated in the area, creating more
employment opportunities.

5http://ec.europa.eu/environment/life/publications/lifepublications/flippingbook/jobs_skills/fi
les/assets/basic-html/page14.html
6 https://www.ibisworld.co.uk/market-research/aircraft-repair-maintenance-overhaul.html
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5 Training and education
5.0.1 One of the key challenges identified in the Thanet Economic Growth Strategy
(TDC, 2016, p. 7) is the need to invest in workforce skills. As such, it will be imperative
for local government to work with the airport operator to ensure local people are given
the skills, training, and education necessary for them to fulfil their potential and take
advantage of the employment opportunities at the airport and in the supply chain. As a
study by York Aviation says:
“Airports are major centres of employment generating a demand for a wide
range of skills. This means that airports can contribute significantly to the
training and skill development of the labour force of their catchment areas.”
(York Aviation, 2004, p. 28)

5.1 Skills shortages
5.1.1 For many years there has been discussion about skills shortages in the UK
workforce and the significant impact this makes on business. Between 2013 and 2015,
the number of skill-shortage vacancies rose by 43%7. This was particularly noticeable in
the field of engineering8. Additionally, poor careers advice in the UK is causing students
to drop out of school, college and apprenticeships9.
5.1.2

In terms of the EU’s strategy for aviation, the Commission says:
“It is [also] crucial to maintain leadership in aviation through a highly
educated, qualified and experienced workforce. Partnerships between
research, universities and industry on education will facilitate the movement
of experts between these sectors, which at the end would be very beneficial for
the development of the European aviation sector.
New skills and competences, some of which are not yet broadly available, such
as those of drone specialists and flight data analysts will have to be developed.
Training should be given priority. In this respect, the European Aviation Safety
Agency Virtual Academy will further develop a true European network of
aviation training institutes. (European Commission, 2015)

5.1.3

In Thanet, the working age population:
“is less well qualified than across Kent and the South East as a whole. Of its
population aged 16-64, 10% have no qualifications, figures, which are lower
than Kent and the South East. The proportion of the Thanet working age
population holding each respective qualification level is lower than the two
other comparator areas. This situation is most acute for the highest
qualification level: NVQ4+.” (TDC, 2016, p. A-2)

5.1.4 The vision for Thanet is to improve workforce skills so that productivity,
employment rates and wages grow in line with those of Kent generally (TDC, 2016, p.
Employer Skills Survey 2015, p. 4 available from:
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/499047/UKE
SS_Summary_report_-_for_web.pdf
8 http://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/news/skills-shortage/
9 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/education-31061905 and
http://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/news/skills-shortage/
7

Page 27 of 51

16). In particular, the proportion of the working aged population qualified to at least
degree level, currently 10% lower in Thanet than the County-wide figure, will need to
increase.

5.2 Further and Higher Education in East Kent
5.2.1 Further and Higher Education (FE and HE) make huge impacts on the lives of
individuals by improving life chances and opportunities, the economy through skills,
innovation and stimulating inward investment, and to society generally by increasing
knowledge, social mobility and cohesion. Numerous studies attest to the contribution of
the education sector to economic activity, GDP and employment opportunities. For
example, Canterbury City Council (2015, p. 54) estimates the economic impact of the
University of Kent and Canterbury Christ Church University at over £1.1 billion per
annum. Indeed, universities employ one in every eight of the Canterbury district’s
employees (Canterbury City Council, 2016, p. 28).
5.2.2
•
•
•
•
•

Other providers in the area include:
East Kent College
Canterbury College
Hadlow College
Hilderstone College, English Studies Centre, Broadstairs
The University for the Creative Arts

5.2.3 Whilst both FE and HE are not part of the statutory education system, FE
colleges generally offer a range of academic, vocational, technical and professional
courses. Students can enrol in an FE college from 16 years. FE colleges generally offer
programmes at every level from entry-level courses that do not require specific GCSE
grades as entry requirements through to higher-level qualifications such as HNC/HND
and even some degree courses. HE Universities provide degree and post graduate
courses for students from 18 years old.
5.2.4 In Thanet, the workforce has fewer vocational qualifications than the South East
and England at levels two, three and four, leading to significantly lower rates of pay
(Williamson, 2013, p. 5). It seems that whilst Thanet students do well at A level, they are
less likely than students from Kent generally to move on to HE. As Kent County Council’s
Skills and Employability Service points out, “the average points per student for Kent
selective schools is 890 and the average percentage who go to selective universities is 35%.
In comparison, one Thanet selective school had average exam points per student of 955
and the percentage moving to selective universities 24%.” (Williamson, 2013, p. 16)
5.2.5 Thanet has had a university in the district since Canterbury Christ Church
University formally opened its Broadstairs campus in 2000. Many students both local
and from further afield have gained their degrees studying in Thanet. However, the
university is closing the Thanet campus with courses moving to Canterbury over the
next few years.
5.2.6 Manston Airport, operating to the levels forecast in Volume III of this series of
reports, could do much to raise the aspirations of young people, key to addressing low
participation levels in HE. Only by inspiring educational progression will students
improve their life chances and realise their full potential. In this way, a better-educated
workforce will help to realise the full economic and social potential of East Kent and the
wider Thames Estuary area.
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5.3 East Kent College
5.3.1 East Kent College, which now includes Canterbury College, is a Further
Education college with sites in Broadstairs, Canterbury, Folkestone and Dover. The
College, “is committed to developing the prosperity and wellbeing of the communities it
serves”10.
5.3.2 East Kent College responded to the statutory consultation and their general
position is made clear in their response to the first question, to what extent do you agree
or disagree with our proposals for Manston Airport:
“The College is supportive in principle of any development which can help
secure long-term skilled employment within the district. It follows therefore
that the College is broadly supportive of the proposals to develop Manston
Airport, though it remains open to any other development proposals which
can achieve the same aim of enhancing the economic and social prosperity
and opportunities for surrounding communities. All further comments within
this response should take that element into account.”
5.3.3 Several meetings have taken place between RiverOak’s representatives and East
Kent College. At these meetings and in their response to the consultation, East Kent
College make it clear that they would like to see a “firm commitment . . . to the
development of skills and authentic collaboration with education providers”. The College
particularly mention apprentices, embedding education and training in RiverOak’s plans
for Manston Airport, and to forging strong links between industry and education.
5.3.4 East Kent College are also supportive of an onsite education facility. This is in
line with RiverOak’s proposals as detailed in section 5.6. These proposals are, as yet, in
draft form since neither East Kent College nor any other educational body are in a
position to commit funds until the Planning Inspectorate has made their decision on the
future of Manston Airport. Nonetheless, the College:
“believes there are a broad range of possible opportunities for its curriculum
areas within the proposals, from hospitality and catering, through to
engineering and construction. An education facility onsite would also help to
assist in the development of a centre of excellence within related industries,
which is something the College would be strongly supportive of.”
5.3.5 As such, RiverOak is committed to continuing to work with East Kent College to
define an effective strategy to meet the requirements of the airport and the education
and training needs of local people.

5.4 Canterbury Christ Church University
5.4.1 Located in Canterbury with a campus in Medway, “the University’s mission is to
pursue excellence in higher education: transforming individuals, creating knowledge,
enriching communities and building a sustainable future.” The University also has a
campus in Broadstairs, close to Manston Airport, which will be closed over the next few
years.
5.4.2 In March 2017, the University was recently successful in its bid for Government
funding to provide a Kent and Medway Engineering, Design, Growth and Enterprise
(EDGE) Hub. It is expected that the facility will be able to train 1,250 graduates with
10

https://www.eastkent.ac.uk/about/our-college
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higher-level engineering and technology skills, who will be ready to enter the labour
market by 2024. The Kent and Medway EDGE will provide:
•

Technical and professional education opportunities in engineering, product
design and technology, including degree apprenticeships, undergraduate and
postgraduate courses.

•

A new engineering and technology innovation service that will work with small
businesses, larger companies, inventors and entrepreneurs to take innovations
from prototype to the market.

•

Business-focused PhD, masters, undergraduate and commercial research
projects to support local companies.

•

Short courses and continuing professional development opportunities that are
business-focused to meet the needs of small and larger companies.

5.4.3 In May 2017, a meeting was held between RiverOak representatives and the Pro
Vice Chancellor, Professor Helen James, and Professor Callum Firth, Dean of Social and
Applied Sciences. It was pointed out that many local ‘A’ level students with Mathematics
and Science subjects go to universities out of area. The result is that these students, once
graduated, do not return to the area, depriving local organisations of high calibre
employees. Canterbury Christ Church University has a reputation for attracting students
who do stay in area, making it more likely that employers would want to engage with
both students and the university, helping to build relationships, careers, and course
material.
5.4.4 As with East Kent College, it is not possible for the University to make any firm
plans to respond to a potential relationship with Manston Airport until the Planning
Inspectorate have made their decision on the future of the site. In due course, RiverOak
intends to engage with the University of Kent, as a vital part of the Kent Higher
Education provision.

5.5 The Manston Museums
5.6.1 The two museums at Manston Airport, RAF Manston History Museum and the
Spitfire & Hurricane Memorial Museum have, “the task of remembering the past and
educating for the future through its presentation of the history of WW11 to its current and
future audiences.” (Submission to the statutory consultation on behalf of the RAF
Manston Spitfire & Hurricane Memorial Trust)
5.6.2 The success of these museums depends in large part on the reopening of the
airport. Indeed, the statutory consultation submission by the RAF Manston Spitfire &
Hurricane Memorial Trust says:
“The closure of the airport in 2014 has seriously affected both its
attractiveness and finances. The loss of flights has led to a substantial
reduction in the number of visitors, which in turn has led to reduced income. . .
The Trust sees the reopening of the airport as essential to the survival of the
museum.”
5.6.3 The RAF Manston Spitfire & Hurricane Memorial Trust has been in discussion
with a specialist company about the restoration of a Spitfire to flying condition. This
project would provide training and employment opportunities for a number of staff.
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Indeed, it is expected that, in partnership with RiverOak, there will be numerous
opportunities to bolster the current educational provision by the museums. As with the
College and universities, discussion will take place in line with the Planning
Inspectorate’s decision on the future of Manston Airport.

5.6 A Manston Airport Training Facility
5.7.1 RiverOak’s vision is for a vibrant freight-focused airport, employing local, welltrained people and supporting local, regional and national businesses. In order to meet
this challenge, it is essential local people are trained and educated in line with the needs
of the opportunities arising. However, the opportunity exists for a much more
comprehensive vision of a facility designed to bring together the aerospace industry
with academia (universities, colleges and potentially schools), in line with UK and
European government policy. As such, RiverOak are keen to establish an aviation facility
close to or on the Manston Airport site. This facility will allow the airport’s employers to
work with HE and FE providers and to link to other initiatives, particularly around
science, technology, engineering and mathematics (STEM).
5.7.2 The concept for establishing an aviation facility at the airport is to bring together
the UK aerospace industry, government and academia, providing a focus through which
to develop effective and sustainable channels of communication. The aim would be to
ensure the structures and provision of education, training, and life-long learning
support the needs of the aerospace industry. This would move the industry forward and
address concerns over innovation and skills shortages. Indeed, there is a requirement
for the industry to adopt best practice in learning, people management and continuous
professional development whilst also promoting itself so that it will attract and retain
the highest calibre talent.
5.7.3 Previous owners of Manston Airport developed and funded a highly successful
BSc Business Studies with Airport Operations degree at the Broadstairs Campus of
Canterbury Christ Church University. The success of this degree course lay in the ability
of the course to attract local students from first generation university families. These
highly motivated students were attracted by the involvement of the airport with their
local HE provider. The course acted as a pilot for a dedicated Manston facility, which will
help match the need for skills by industry with provision by HE and FE and training
institutions in the area. In addition and given the Government’s agenda for 14 to 19 year
olds, this may also include schools.
5.7.4 There are a number of successful examples of colleges working with airports to
provide leading edge training for the aviation industry. These include Stansted Airport
College, which is part of Harlow College. The £11 million facility will be open in the
autumn of 2018. The college will provide training in aviation and business services,
engineering and aircraft maintenance, and hospitality, retail and events management.
5.7.5 An aviation facility at Manston would provide the Thames Estuary development
area with a Centre of Excellence in a globally attractive field. This inspirational location,
close to what could be a vibrant airport, and the ability to study near home should
attract young people from across the area. The purpose of the Manston facility would be
to:
1.
2.

Harness local enthusiasm for the airport and use this to encourage people to enter
FE and HE as well as a wide range of other training opportunities.
Match education and training provision with the needs of the aerospace industry.
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3.
4.
5.

Raise the profile of the area as a vibrant, growing and innovative economy with
industry and with Central Government.
Support businesses within the area by providing access to academia and training
providers.
Help to attract inward investment by increasing the attractiveness of the area
through the upskilling of the local and regional workforce.
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6 Tourism
6.0
Thanet has a long-established tourism sector, with the main Thanet resorts
consisting of the three towns, Margate, Ramsgate and Broadstairs. The tourism sector
burgeoned between the 1700s, sparked by a passion for saltwater bathing, and the
advent of overseas package holidays in the 1950s and ‘60s. Aimed mainly at the lower
end of the market, car ownership, a rise in real incomes, the availability of cheap foreign
travel, and changing tastes led to a sharp decline in visitor numbers by the late 1950s.
Today however, tourism is one of the world’s fastest growing industries. As part of this
global growth, Thanet too is enjoying an upturn with the visitor economy growing by
19% in 201511.

6.1 Accommodation in Thanet
6.1.1 Thanet has a variety of hotels, guesthouses, and Bed & Breakfast (B&B)
accommodation as detailed in the following sub-sections. The following sub-sections
show the main hotels in Thanet and provide an idea of the number of B&B
establishments in each of the main areas. These details have been gathered from Trip
Advisor and are detailed below. In addition to the ongoing use of hotel, guesthouse and
B&B accommodation, it is expected that construction workers will make considerable
use of local accommodation during the development phases.
6.1.2 Margate has around 12 hotels and 12 B&Bs listed on Trip Advisor. Ramsgate has
eight hotels and nine B&Bs listed on Trip Advisor. Broadstairs has three main hotels and
24 B&Bs in Broadstairs listed on Trip Advisor. With no hotels, Birchington has six B&Bs
listed on Trip Advisor and Westgate has only one B&B listed on Trip Advisor.
6.1.3 Closest to Manston Airport, Minster has the Holiday Inn Express and the Premier
Inn Ramsgate (Manston Airport). There are also three B&Bs listed on Trip Advisor. The
General Manager at the Holiday Inn Express was contacted for his comments and is keen
to see the redevelopment and reopening of the airport.

6.2 Non-accommodation sectors
6.2.1 In addition to tourist accommodation, the sector also includes food and drink,
transport, retail, cultural, sport and recreational services. In Thanet, visitor attractions
include:
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

Beaches and water sports including sailing events
Arts including the Turner Contemporary Gallery
Entertainment including Margate Winter Gardens, the casino, multiplex cinema
Dreamland, which had massive Council investment
Visitor attractions including Charles Dickens-related attractions, the Manston
museums, Hornby visitor centre, Quex Park and Cotton Powell Museum, and
James Bond- related attractions
Westwood Cross Shopping Centre and town centre shopping opportunities
Broadstairs Folk Week, which brings musicians, dancers and audiences from
around the world
The South East (Herne Bay) Air Show
The Open at Royal St George’s Golf Course in Sandwich attracts hundreds of
thousands of visitors when it is held here

11 https://www.thanet.gov.uk/the-thanet-magazine/press-releases/2016/november/thanettourism-booms-to-£293-million/
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6.2.2 Thanet also has a number of restaurants and cafes, which benefit from tourist
spending. However, despite Thanet’s obvious attractions, the number of day visits to the
District fell below those of other East Kent areas. Thanet recorded 3.4 million day visits
with associated spend of £119.4 million in 2015, lower than Canterbury, Shepway,
Dover and Ashford. As a total of day visits to Kent, Thanet accounted for just 6% in 2015
(Destination Research, 2016). In terms of overnight stays, Thanet received 351,000 trips
by UK-based visitors and a further 143,000 by overseas visitors. This accounted for 11%
of the total staying visits in Kent. Table 7 shows the comparisons across East Kent.
Table 7 Visitors to East Kent
Day trips

Staying nights
domestic
Number
Spend
Trips
Spend
(millions) (millions) (‘000)
(millions)
Ashford
3.9
£133.9
771
£44
Canterbury
6.6
£215.2
1,438
£77
Dover
3.9
£116.0
976
£64
Shepway
4.1
£122.9
1,004
£62
Thanet
3.4
£119.4
993
£54
Source: Compiled from Destination Research, 2016

Staying nights
overseas
Trips
Spend
(‘000)
(millions)
457
£28
1,233
£69
479
£25
394
£20
1,066
£68

6.3 Employment in the tourism sector
6.3.1 The ONS shows that the median earnings for Thanet in 2016 were £24,150.
Thanet is therefore at the bottom of the average pay league for all Council areas in Kent.
People in Thanet earn £4,063 less than the UK average, £4,945 less than the Kent
average and £9,222 less than those resident in Tonbridge and Malling. ONS 2014 figures
showed that 35.1% of employees in Thanet were paid less than the living wage12. By far
the highest proportion of the employee jobs paid less than the average wage is in the
Accommodation and Food Services sector (70% excluding the London area).
6.3.2 A high proportion of jobs in the Accommodation and Food Services sector are
part-time, young, non-UK born employees with below average qualifications13. The
qualification profile of the workforce is significantly lower than the average for all
industries, with 55% of workers qualified to Level 2 or below. 47% of the workforce in
the Tourism & Hospitality sector is in low skilled, elementary service occupations. The
sector has a higher proportion of small businesses (those employing less than 49 staff)
than other sectors.
6.3.3 Indeed, after the decline in tourism in the 1950/60s, the local Council worked
hard to replace the jobs lost to tourism with manufacturing. However, at that time, both
sectors employed unskilled or semi-skilled labour, were poorly paid and with little
opportunity for career progression (Harloe et al, 1990, p. 133). In contrast to the
Accommodation and Food Services sector, the Manufacturing sector now has a diverse
workforce in terms of occupations with skilled trade occupations accounting for 22% of
the workforce14. Thanet currently has an average representation of businesses in this
sector, with around 200 businesses and 3,100 employees.
12

http://visual.ons.gov.uk/how-many-jobs-are-paid-less-than-the-living-wage-in-your-area/

13https://www.ons.gov.uk/employmentandlabourmarket/peopleinwork/employmentandemplo

yeetypes/compendium/earninglearningandbusinesschurning/revealinglondonsindustrialecono
myin2015/businessjobsandpayinlondonsaccommodationandfoodservices2015
14 http://kmep.org.uk/documents/Workforce_Skills_Evidence_Base_-_Final.pdf
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6.3.4 As such, Thanet continues to lack higher skilled work, ensuring that those who
do benefit from the opportunities provided by the local HE and FE facilities are lost to
the local economy, generally leaving the area to work in London or elsewhere. Research
by Sheffield Hallam University (Beatty et al, 2014) found that, whilst many seaside areas
were doing well in terms of employment, Thanet lost 1,000 tourism jobs during the six
years between 2006 and 2012 (ibid, p. 30), the second greatest decline (behind
Blackpool) in England and Wales. This research found that 9% of jobs (3,800) in Thanet
were directly supported by tourism. Of these 3,800 jobs, 2,400 were in retail, 1,300 in
hotels, and 100 in transport (ibid, p. 46). Only a few (less than 100) were employed in
recreation, amusements, etc. The report highlights how above average dependence on
tourist trade can restrict employment growth.
6.3.5 Coastal towns with more diversified economies such as Southend, Brighton and
Worthing fair better in terms of growth. However, tourism continues to play a key role
in the Thanet economy, with a 23.3% increase in jobs in the sector between 2013 and
201515. In terms of sectors, 2013 ONS figures show that Thanet relies on the Retail,
Accommodation and Food Services, Education, and Health sectors16.

6.4 Comparison with other coastal areas
6.4.1 Despite extensive research, no examples could be found of a UK tourist economy
that has been damaged by the introduction of an airport. A Deloitte study commissioned
by VisitBritain and the Tourism Alliance in March 200817 suggests that the capacity and
quality of infrastructure including airport, port, road and rail networks have significant
impacts on the Visitor Economy. Indeed many coastal areas rely on the connectivity that
airports provide. Examples include the Scottish islands, Jersey, Guernsey, and the Isle of
Man. On mainland UK, the nearest coastal airports handling substantial traffic are
Southend to the north and Southampton and Bournemouth to the west.
Southend-on-Sea
6.4.2 Southend Airport is located on the northern outskirts of the town,
approximately two miles from Southend Central and 32 miles from Manston (84 miles
by road). Southend-on-Sea Borough Council’s website18 says:
“London Southend Airport is a key regional and European transport hub,
helping to generate important economic investment and jobs in Southend and
the wider Thames Gateway.”
6.4.3 In 2016, the Southend Airport handled around 23,500 aircraft movements (of
which 8,300 were scheduled and charter air transport movements) and 875,000
passengers. EasyJet and Flybe operate passenger flights from the airport to a range of
European destinations. The Council has reduced the number of possible night flights per
month from more than 900 to 120 and increased the night period from 6 hours to 7.5
hours.

http://www.visitkentbusiness.co.uk/library/CM_Infographic_Thanet.pdf
http://kmep.org.uk/documents/Workforce_Skills_Evidence_Base_-_Final.pdf
17 http://www.niassembly.gov.uk/globalassets/documents/finance-2011-2016/air-passengerduty/written-submissions/deloitte-the-economic-case-for-visitor-economy.pdf
18 http://www.southend.gov.uk/info/200158/common_projects/493/london_southend_airport
15
16

Page 35 of 51

6.4.4 Southend benefits from around 20 hotels and 25 B&Bs (figures from Trip
Advisor) including the Holiday Inn Southend, which was opened in October 2012 to
coincide with the expansion of airport operations.
6.4.5 In 2008, Visit England calculated the value of tourism to Southend at £143
million19. By 2015, three years after the expansion of passenger flights at the airport,
this figure had more than doubled. Research carried out by Destination Research20
found the total value of tourism in Southend to be £307 million in 2015. When indirect
and induced spending is included, this figure reaches nearly £400 million in total
tourism value. In contrast, Thanet achieved £100 million less than Southend with a total
visitor spend of £250 million and £300 million including the indirect and induced
spending in 201521.
Table 8 Value of tourism in Southend, 2008 and 2015
2008
£12 million
£41 million
£9 million
£5 million

2015
£14 million
£116 million
£43 million
£30 million

Accommodation services for visitors
Food and drink services
Transport
Cultural, sport and recreational
services
Other products
£75 million
£101 million
People were employed in the
7,700
8,711
tourism sector
% of total employment
11%
14%
Source: Southend-on-Sea Borough Council (2015 figures) and Visit Britain (2008
figures)
6.4.6 The Southend Tourism Partnership in conjunction with Southend-on-Sea
Borough Council restated their tourism strategy from 201722. Their vision is to be
England’s number one coastal destination. They say that:
“Southend’s tourism offer has been growing over recent years with the
emergence and development of new hotels, leisure offer and a burgeoning
creative and cultural sector. Visitor numbers have been rising and associated
spend increasing in line with the ambitions of the previous business and
tourism strategy.”
6.4.7 Far from decrying the presence of Southend Airport, the Tourism Partnership
and Council aim to make the most of air passengers. They say:
“Passengers passing through London Southend Airport (LSA) will understand
that they are not just at an international transport hub but are entering a
destination in its own right.”
https://www.visitbritain.org/sites/default/files/vb-corporate/DocumentsLibrary/documents/England-documents/summary_paper_-_subregional_tourism_value_updated_links_oct_2011.pdf
20 http://mediafiles.thedms.co.uk/Publication/EEEssW/cms/pdf/Economic%20Impact%20of%20Tourism%20-%20%20Essex%202015.pdf
21 http://www.visitkentbusiness.co.uk/library/Economic_Impact_of_Tourism__Thanet_2015_FINAL_REPORT.PDF
22 http://democracy.southend.gov.uk/documents/s11289/21%20-%20Appendix%201%20%20Tourism%20Strategy.pdf
19
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6.4.8 It seems that Thanet should follow the lead of Southend and ensure efforts are
made to leverage the benefits of being located close to an international airport. The
Southend example shows that there is much that can be done with local authority
involvement to promote Thanet as a tourist destination.
Southampton
6.4.9 Southampton Airport, less than four miles from the centre of Southampton on
the Hampshire coast, handles around two million passengers and 43,000 aircraft
movements per year. The airport’s 2006 Master Plan23 makes clear the role the airport
plays in tourism, saying:
“Our approach to running the airport responsibly extends far beyond its
physical boundary. We take pride in working with a broad spectrum of
stakeholders to promote this thriving region as a place for international
business and growing tourism.” (Page 1)
6.4.10 The Master Plan details the airport’s role in facilitating the tourism, retail and
leisure sectors in Hampshire:
“2.5.1 Tourism, retail and leisure provide over 153,000 jobs in Hampshire,
accounting for just over 21% of all employment. Tourism, retail and leisure
are seen as key areas of the local economy, and Southampton Airport plays an
important role in facilitating this. Tourism is worth £717 million to the
Hampshire economy. Overseas visitors to Hampshire represent 12% of trips,
and contribute £172.08 million of overall expenditure, which is a much greater
spend per head than domestic tourists. Hampshire possesses a wide variety of
permanent visitor attractions, heritage sites and leisure facilities, and there
are increasing numbers of inbound tourists arriving in the region via
Southampton Airport. The region also hosts many regular special events
including the Southampton Boat Show and the Cowes Yacht Regatta where
visitors arrive by aircraft from around the world.
2.5.2 Southampton Airport is working with a number of organisations to
promote this region for inbound tourism. These organisations include
Eastleigh Borough Council, Southampton City Council, Hampshire County
Council, Winchester City Council, Portsmouth City Council and Tourism South
East.
2.5.3 The airport is also growing in popularity as the easiest way for the
increasing numbers of passengers to join cruise ships based in Southampton.
Negotiations are taking place with the cruise ship operators to consider the
best way of providing fast track services for passengers between the airport
and the cruise port. The airport has also recently developed a “left luggage”
facility for cruise passengers so that they can enjoy some leisure time in this
region before or after their cruise. This naturally increases opportunities for
many businesses to receive additional income from cruise ship tourists during
their extended stay in the area.” (Page 10)
6.4.11 In 2005, TTC International and Roger Tym & Partners were appointed by the
Southampton Partnership, through Southampton City Council, to undertake a study of
23

http://www.southamptonairport.com/media/1051/southampton_masterplan_final.pdf
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the economic impact of cruise tourism in the Southampton area24. The findings show
how this industry, facilitated by the presence of Southampton Airport, supports
employment in cruise management and crewing; in cruise supply chain industries; and
in visitor and tourism industries.
6.4.12 In 2013, a local newspaper, The News reported David Williams, Chief Executive
of Portsmouth City Council, as saying25:
“The council is working hard with employers in Portsmouth on regenerating
the city’s economy – boosting visitor numbers and encouraging new
investment. Southampton Airport is a major asset to the city and the region. It
is very convenient for the city, and plays a key role for business and tourism.”
6.4.13 Southampton Airport is close to major tourist attractions such as Peppa Pig
World, Marwell Zoo, Portsmouth Historic Dockyard, Beaulieu, Winchester Cathedral,
Thruxton Motorsport Centre, Stonehenge, the Ageas Bowl cricket venue, Southampton
Football Club, and Longleat Safari and Adventure Park. The area has a wealth of hotels
and other accommodation. As with Southend Airport, no evidence of a negative impact
on any aspect of tourism in the area was found.
Bournemouth
6.4.14 Bournemouth Airport, located around four miles from the coast between
Bournemouth and Christchurch, handles 37,000 aircraft movements per year including
test and training flights. As with Southend and Southampton, no evidence of negative
impacts on tourism could be found. Indeed, in 2013, Bournemouth won the British
Travel Awards Best UK coastal resort award. Far from suggesting that the airport
negatively affects the town, Paul Clarke, Chairman of the Bournemouth Accommodation
and Hotel Association said26:
“Infrastructure needs to be a key focus to increase visitors and the airport in
particular needs to have routes to European countries to get the travelling
Europeans, such as Germans, Scandinavians, Dutch and further afield.”
6.4.15 In a meeting of Bournemouth Borough Council’s Economy and Tourism
Overview and Scrutiny Panel 27 , Bournemouth Airport was identified as a major
investment site to accommodate business growth. The Council stated that the airport
had the potential to provide, “a strategically important business park of some 59
hectares with the capacity to accommodate 10,000 new jobs.”
6.4.16 Outside Greater London, Bournemouth is the biggest destination for language
schools in the UK, with the sector worth around £208m to the town every year. The
presence of an airport helps support this sector, which is also important in Thanet. In
2013, an economic impact survey commissioned by Thanet District Council28 found that
https://www.southampton.gov.uk/modernGov/documents/s4389/Appendix%202.pdf
http://www.portsmouth.co.uk/business/city-will-be-flying-high-with-stronger-links-toairport-1-5202540
24
25
26

http://www.bournemouthecho.co.uk/news/10840821._Tourism_will_save_us_from_recession___
___Bournemouth_experts_welcome_boost_from_town___s_visitors/
27https://www.bournemouth.gov.uk/CouncilDemocratic/CouncilMeetings/CommitteeMeetings/
EconomyTourismOverviewScrutinyPanel/2014/03/26/Reports/8-Growth-Deal---OS-Report.pdf
28 https://www.visitthanetbusiness.co.uk/business-support/research/economic-impact-oflanguage-schools-2013/
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overseas students spent around £33.6 million in the area, supporting 905 jobs. The
survey estimated that overseas students make 43,000 trips annually, accounting for
495,000 visitor nights in Thanet.

6.5 Increased connectivity and inbound tourism
6.5.1 In addition to the types of tourism shown in sections 6.1 and 6.2, East Kent
benefits from ‘long-term tourism’ including language school students and pilgrims. In
2013, language schools contributed £33.6 million to the Thanet economy, supporting
905 jobs and accounting for almost half a million visitor-nights29. Canterbury Cathedral
attracts around 900,000 visitors per year30 and the Divine Retreat in Ramsgate also
attracts considerable numbers of staying visitors. These long-term visits would be more
readily facilitated and encouraged through the operation of passenger services at
Manston Airport.
6.5.2 One of the organisations interviewed as part of the statutory consultation for the
Manston Airport DCO process was St Augustine’s Divine Retreat Centre in Ramsgate.
The centre receives some 150 pilgrims per week, who come from Ireland, Germany, the
Netherlands, Poland, and further afield. Pilgrims generally stay over a weekend, from
Friday until Sunday but some stay longer. The Centre located to Ramsgate to be near to
an international airport – Manston. Devastatingly for them, the airport closed soon after
and they are forced to bring visitors in from other airports by coach. The Centre is
therefore looking to move locations to improve accessibility. The Centre uses many of
the local B&Bs and, given their expanding visitor numbers, would be looking at
supporting local tourist accommodation as far afield as Deal. The relocation of this
organisation would be a considerable loss to the economy of Thanet but their continued
presence is dependent on an operational Manston Airport.
6.5.3 In terms of value to the economy of domestic and overseas visitors, whilst less
than 30% of visitors were from outside the UK, they account for over half the number of
overnight stays and nearly 56% of value. These statistics, provided through the Kent
Tourism Economic Impact Study 2015 (published in November 2016) was undertaken
using the Cambridge Economic Impact Model. The impact of overseas visitors on the
economy is considerable and evidences the potential for the local airport to support
growth in this sector of the economy whilst providing more balance in terms of the
diversity of jobs the airport is likely to create.
6.5.4 With an operational international airport at Manston, it can be expected that
inbound tourism would increase. In particular, providing services to and from
underserved areas such as China could provide a boost to the Thanet economy. In 2012,
China became the largest spender in international tourism at US$102 billion, ahead of
both Germany and the United States. Tourists from China and other emerging
economies such as Russia and Brazil have significantly increased their spending 31.
Working with RiverOak, Visit Kent and Thanet District Council, it can be expected that a
proportion of this tourism can be captured locally.

29 https://www.thanet.gov.uk/the-thanet-magazine/news-articles/2015/january/languageschools-contribute-336-million-pounds-to-thanet-economy/
30 http://www.alva.org.uk/details.cfm?p=423
31 http://content.tfl.gov.uk/impact-of-a-new-hub-on-airport-tourism-and-non-businesstravel.pdf

Page 39 of 51

6.5.5 The Government is currently consulting on its Aviation Strategy. A report by the
Tourism Alliance in 201732 says that travel is the essence of tourism. Their concerns for
the sector after exiting the EU include strengthening:
“the UK’s aviation infrastructure so that it better supports the Government’s
Tourism Action Plan - ensuring that capacity constraints into our national hub
and other South East airports are alleviated to cater for demand, and to make
regional airports a more attractive proposition for both international and
domestic visitors.”
6.5.6 The Tourism Alliance also calls on the Government to boost regional domestic
services and improve surface access between airports and tourists’ final destinations.
The Alliance does not, in any way, make a link between airport operations and a
negative impact on tourism. In fact, as their report shows, the reverse is true. As an
example, the following section compares Southend-on-Sea and the cooperation between
the airport and its local tourist economy, with Thanet.

6.6 Manston Airport and the likely impact on tourism in Thanet
6.6.1 There is no doubt that tourism can contribute considerably to local economies.
For example, visitors to the Canterbury district were estimated to contribute
£446,709,000 in terms of economic impact in 2013 and to have supported 8,526 jobs
(Canterbury City Council, 2015, p. 37). In Thanet, tourism supported 4,405 full-time
equivalent jobs in 2015, an increase of 22% on 2013, and tourists spent £250 million
during their visit (Destination Research, 2016, pp. 17-19).
6.6.2 Given the data shown in this report, it is hard to substantiate the argument that
tourism in Thanet will be negatively affected by the reopening of Manston Airport.
Indeed, the most likely conclusion that can be drawn from the evidence is that a vibrant
airport would support tourism in the area, increasing demand for visitor
accommodation across Thanet.
6.6.3 Southend, which has a busy airport close to the town centre, has doubled its
income from tourism between 2008 and 2015 to achieve a total tourism value of nearly
£400 million. Whilst Southend is considerably smaller than Thanet, the town achieved
£100 million more in total tourism value than the whole of Thanet. As with Southend,
neither of the coastal towns of Southampton and Bournemouth have been negatively
affected by the operation of their airports.
6.6.4 Therefore, in contrast to the assertion by the unnamed author of the No Night
Flights response to the Manston Airport statutory consultation that, “Many of our
beaches, cafés, hotels and visitor attractions would become intolerable and unattractive to
visitors”, it seems the opposite is most likely to result. However, as this report has
shown, it is vital for Thanet to maintain a balanced economy, leveraging the benefits that
can be derived from a successful airport to ensure job creation at all skills levels for local
people.
6.6.5 Employment in the Accommodation and Food Services sector is generally low
paid, low skilled and with a high proportion of part time work. By contrast, airports
provide a wide range of opportunities at all skills levels and stimulate growth and
inward investment from other industries such as manufacturing. Diversifying of the
Thanet economy, removing the heavy reliance on low paid, low skilled work in tourism,
32

http://mediafiles.thedms.co.uk/Publication/EE-EssW/cms/pdf/TA_Manifesto_2017_Final.pdf
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would have substantial benefits for the local people, ensuring that the economy is
vibrant and that all sectors have a sustainable future.
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7 Other socio-economic impacts
7.0.1 In addition to the jobs created and the training and education opportunities
described in the previous section, this section describes the social and economic impacts
of airports, and applies these to Manston.

7.1 Gross Domestic Product (GDP)
7.1.1 GDP is a monetary measure of the state of a country or region’s economy. In the
UK, the ONS calculates GDP from output (the value of goods and services produced in
the economy), expenditure (the value of purchases made), and income (profits and
wages). The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) states
that:
"Gross domestic product is an aggregate measure of production equal to the
sum of the gross values added of all resident institutional units engaged in
production (plus any taxes, and minus any subsidies, on products not included
in the value of their outputs). The sum of the final uses of goods and services
(all uses except intermediate consumption) measured in purchasers' prices,
less the value of imports of goods and services, or the sum of primary incomes
distributed by resident producer units.”33
7.1.2 Based on Intervistas figures (see Figure 11 on page 15), GDP from direct,
indirect, induced, and catalytic effects are calculated as follows:
Direct:

7,893,500 jobs equate to €426.7 billion in GDP
One job = €54,057/£45,408

Indirect:

1,353,100 jobs equate to €69.7 billion in GDP
One job = €51,511/£43,270

Induced:

1,401,100 jobs equate to €76.4 billion in GDP
One job = €54,529/£45,804

Catalytic:

1,696,200 jobs equate to €101.6 billion in GDP
One job = €59,899/£50,315

The conversion from Euros to Sterling has been calculated at €1 to £0.89
7.1.3 For this calculation, the term GDP is used by Intervistas to refer to the
contribution to GDP provided by the airport industry (Intervistas, 2015). It should be
noted that the Intervistas work covered European airports and therefore the figures are
not UK-specific. However, the UK is second only to Germany in Europe in terms of direct
employment at airports.
7.1.4 The Airports Operators Association (AOA), also produced details of the
economic activity of airports and associated aviation activities in the UK for 2013. These
figures show the relationship between the four categories of jobs and GDP (AOA, 2016,
p. 15):
Direct:

33

200,000 direct jobs equate to £13.9 billion GDP
One job = £69,500

https://stats.oecd.org/glossary/detail.asp?ID=1163
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Indirect:

100,000 indirect jobs equate to £7.0 billion GDP
One job = £70,000

Induced:

200,000 induced jobs equate to £10.4 billion GDP
One job = £52,000

Catalytic:

700,000 catalytic jobs equate to £38.3 billion GDP
One job = £54,700

7.1.5 Comparing the Intervistas and AOA figures shows that the Intervistas figures are
considerably lower than the UK-specific AOA figures as shown in Table 9. Since the AOA
figures are UK-based, there is an argument for using this calculation. However, in order
to provide a range for potential GDP due to the operation of Manston Airport, both
figures are shown in Table 10.
Table 9 Comparison between GDP calculations
Direct
Indirect
Induced
Catalytic

Intervistas
£45,408
£43,270
£45,804
£50,315

AOA
£69,500
£70,000
£52,000
£54,700

7.1.6 Since the calculation used for indirect and induced jobs is combined in the
forecast, the lower figure in each case has been used to ensure the estimate is as
conservative as possible. As Table 10 shows, the effect of an operational airport at
Manston has a considerable impact on GDP. Indeed, by year 20 of operation, the total
GDP from direct, indirect/induced, and catalytic impacts is forecast to be between £1.5
and £1.7 billion.
7.1.7 Thanet’s Economic Growth Strategy (TDC, 2016, p. 16) includes ambitious
targets for GVA34 per job and per capita. Their figures show a considerable difference
between Thanet and Kent for these measures of productivity and wealth. In order to
achieve the Council’s vision, the growth rate required to match the Kent average by
2031 would be 3.5% per annum for GVA per job (productivity) and 5.2% per annum for
GVA per capita (wealth). These figures are almost double the growth rate based on
business as usual assumptions for productivity and approaching three times for wealth.
Without a major employer, whose operation generates considerable indirect, induced
and catalytic impacts on the Thanet economy, the vision described by the Council will be
difficult to achieve.
7.1.8 In addition to GVA per job and per capita, additional jobs in the economy give
rise to tax income for government. The tax-to-GDP ratio compares GDP to the amount of
tax able to be collected by government. The OECD’s annual Revenue Statistics report35
found that the tax-to-GDP ratio for the United Kingdom in 2015 was 32.5%. Therefore,
applying this ratio to the figures shown in Table 10, provides an estimate of the tax
revenues generated by the operation of Manston Airport through direct, indirect,
induced and catalytic job creation. These are shown in the final two columns of the table.
Note that Intervistas has been abbreviated to “IntV”.
GVA is a key indicator of the state of the whole economy. It measures the contribution
to the economy of producers, industries or sectors. The relationship between GDP and
GVA is: GVA + taxes on products - subsidies on products = GDP
34

35

https://www.oecd.org/tax/tax-policy/revenue-statistics-united-kingdom.pdf
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Table 10

Manston Airport GDP and tax contribution
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7.2 Connectivity
7.2.1 Connectivity is the extent to which a location is connected to desired
destinations including whether connections are direct or indirect, travel times, the
frequency and reliability of services, quality and costs. Connectivity is vital to UK
business and has been for many centuries. As an island nation, the UK’s geographic
location necessitates excellent connectivity in order for businesses to be able to export
and import. Connectivity also impacts inward investment (or Foreign Direct
Investment), tourism, and firms’ location decisions.
7.2.2 The Draft Economic Growth Strategy for Thanet (2016) describes the
importance of improved connectivity to the local economy. Access to London from
Thanet has historically been slow but, with the advent of HS1, travel times have reduced
to around one hour and 15 minutes to St Pancras station. Of course, Thanet has access to
the continental Europe via the Channel crossings at both Dover and
Cheriton/Folkestone. The proposed Thanet Parkway Railway Station, one kilometre
from the airport runway, as shown in Figure 14, would provide access to central London
in less than one hour (TDC, 2016, p. 4).
Figure 14

Thanet Parkway Station

Source: Kent County Council in Network Rail, 2017, p. 73
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7.2.3 In terms of Thanet’s connectivity with airports (excluding Manston), Network
Rail says that:
“Passengers travelling from Kent can connect to services calling at Gatwick
Airport at Redhill from Tonbridge. This service was extended to Gatwick
Airport in the past, but it was discontinued owing to low usage levels. National
Express operated a coach service from Ashford to Gatwick Airport, but this has
also been withdrawn. Though the level of connectivity from Kent is lower than
that from central London, the analysis undertaken as part of the Kent Area
Route Study has concluded that there is no specific connectivity gap between
Kent and Gatwick Airport.” (Network Rail, 2017, 4.7.3, p. 50)
7.2.4 East Kent benefits from a major port at Dover. The Port of Dover is the busiest
passenger port in the world, handling more than 12 million passengers, over two million
cars and 87,000 coaches, and more than two and a half million HGVs in 2016 36 .
Eurotunnel also connects East Kent with France and handled 1.6 million HGVs, 1,797 rail
freight trains, 2.6 million cars, 53,600 coaches, and more than 10 million passengers in
201637.
7.2.5 Brexit means that Britain now has to negotiate Free Trade Agreements (FTA)
with the EU. It is possible that higher tariffs and non-tariff barriers will affect trade
between the UK and the EU and increase time taken to cross borders between the UK
and EU countries. This will particularly affect the Channel crossings where increased
security checks and ensuring tariffs are paid where necessary may cause congestion and
delays. Operation Stack38 has demonstrated the impact on the surrounding area and has
caused considerable problems for transporters of perishable goods. Businesses may
decide to switch from trucking to air freight and Manston Airport would provide the
much needed capacity in the South East.
7.2.6 A 10% increase in connectivity in air transport is associated with an increase in
GDP per capita of 0.5% (Intervistas, 2015, p. xiii). An international airport at Manston
with both freight and passenger services, will increase the connectivity between Thanet,
East Kent and much of the South East to the rest of the world.

http://www.doverport.co.uk/about/performance/
http://www.eurotunnelgroup.com/uk/eurotunnel-group/operations/traffic-figures/
38 Operation Stack is the procedure used by Kent Police and the Port of Dover when services
across the Channel are disrupted. Lorries are parked (‘stacked’) on the M20 motorway. Other
vehicles are diverted onto the A20 causing congestion on local roads.
36
37
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8 Conclusions
8.0.1 This report has described the socio-economic benefits deriving from the
redevelopment and operation of Manston Airport to the level forecast in Volume III of
this series of reports. Thanet has particular problems associated with deprivation
including relatively high unemployment, low wages and low participation in HE. The
presence of a vibrant airport in Thanet would help address these issues and be a great
asset to the economy. As such, support from local MPs for this multimillion-pound
inward investment has been unwavering.
8.0.2 The freight and passenger figures provided in Volume III allowed a forecast for
the number of jobs created directly, indirectly/induced, and catalytically to be
calculated. These figures show direct employment in Year 5 of around 2,150 people,
rising to nearly 4,300 by the twentieth year, based on East Midlands Airport figures.
When all impacts on job creation are taken into account, using the formulae detailed in
Section 3.5, an estimated total of 15,000 jobs will be added to the wider UK economy by
the fifth year of operation, increasing to 30,000 by year 20.
8.0.3 This level of employment must be supported by training and development, and
RiverOak plans to work with all agencies to ensure local people benefit from the
opportunities that an operational airport will bring. Raising the aspirations of young
people in Thanet is essential if the District’s vision is to be realised, particularly in
encouraging progression to degree level education. RiverOak will work with local
providers to ensure every opportunity is leveraged from the operation of the airport. In
particular, RiverOak are keen to promote the establishment of an aviation facility in
partnership with HE and FE providers.
8.0.4 Additional benefits include improving connectivity and supporting the
internationalisation of local and regional businesses. A vibrant, successful airport will
increase local, regional and national GVA, encourage businesses to locate in the area,
attract Foreign Direct Investment, and support the work of the Thames Gateway 2050
project.
8.0.5 The benefits of an operational airport at Manston would be in the public interest.
Airports are an essential element of modern economies and are uniquely able to
leverage a wide range of socio-economic benefits for their local and regional
communities.
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Suite of Consultation Documents
1.1 As part of this second statutory consultation under section 47 of the Planning Act 2008 a suite of consultation
documents relating to the proposal to reopen Manston Airport is available to the public. Together, these documents give
an overview of the development proposals including information on the potential benefits and impacts of the Project.
The documents also provide further information about environmental considerations following further progression of
environmental assessments, as well as a draft Noise Mitigation Plan that has been developed as part of the response
to the 2,200 consultation responses that were received in response to the first statutory consultation held between 12
June and 23 July 2017 (‘the 2017 consultation’). Further information is also provided on how the public can submit their
feedback.
1.2 Similarly to the 2017 consultation, this consultation also forms part of RiverOak’s initial engagement on the design of
airspace and procedures associated with the airport. As such it is a further opportunity for members of the community
to highlight any factors which they believe RiverOak should take into account during that design phase. Having taken all
such factors into account, the subsequent proposals for flightpaths and airspace will be subject to a separate round of
consultation once the DCO application has been made.
1.3 The suite of consultation documents includes:
1.3.1

an introduction to the consultation;

1.3.2

an updated preliminary environmental information report (‘PEIR’);

1.3.3

a non-technical summary of the PEIR;

1.3.4

an updated masterplan;

1.3.5

a Noise Mitigation Plan;

1.3.6

a Statement of Community Consultation;

1.3.7

an updated analysis of air freight and need; and

1.3.8

a feedback form.
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Non-Technical Summary
1.1

Introduction

Introduction and document purpose
1.1.1

This 2018 Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) has been produced for the
purpose of providing preliminary environmental information in respect of an application RiverOak
Strategic Partners Ltd (RiverOak) intends to make to re-open Manston Airport (the Proposed
Development). RiverOak is seeking to secure the future of Manston Airport as a valuable regional
and national asset by redeveloping the Manston Airport site as a freight airport.

1.1.2

The Proposed Development is a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) under Part 3 of
the Planning Act 2008 (“the 2008 Act”) and therefore requires an application to be submitted for a
Development Consent Order (DCO) under Section 14 of the 2008 Act.

1.1.3

In June 2017 RiverOak published for consultation a PEIR, prepared The Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (the 2009 EIA Regulations). Since then, the
2009 EIA Regulations have been replaced by The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2017 (the 2017 EIA Regulations).

1.1.4

A new PEIR has been prepared under the 2017 EIA Regulations (2018 PEIR). This 2018 PEIR
updates the preliminary environmental information provided previously, where appropriate, and
provides the additional preliminary environmental information to meet the requirements of the 2017
EIA Regulations.

1.1.5

This 2018 PEIR presents the likely environmental effects of the proposals for Manston Airport
assessed under the 2017 EIA Regulations, to enable consultees to understand the likely significant
environmental effects of the Proposed Development on the environment and to help inform
consultation responses.

Background to the scheme
1.1.6

There has been an operational airport at the Proposed Development site since 1916. Until 1998 it
was operated by the Royal Air Force (RAF) as RAF Manston, and for a period in the 1950s was
also a base for the United States Air Force (USAF).From 1998 it was operated as a private
commercial airport, known as Kent International Airport. The airport offered a range of services
including scheduled passenger flights, charter flights, air freight and cargo, a flight training school,
flight crew training and aircraft testing. In recent years it was operating as a specialist air freight
and cargo hub servicing a range of operators. Although the airport was closed in May 2014, much
of the airport infrastructure, including the runway, taxiways, aprons, cargo facilities and passenger
terminal remain.

1.1.7

The application site is on the existing site of Manston Airport, west of the village of Manston and
north east of the village of Minster, in Kent (shown in Figure A). The town of Margate lies
approximately 5km to the north of the site and Ramsgate approximately 4km to the east. Sandwich
Bay is located approximately 4-5km to the south east. The northern part of the site is bisected by
the B2050 (Manston Road), and the site is bounded by the A299 dual carriageway to the south and
the B2190 (Spitfire Way) to the west. The existing site access is from the junction of the B2050 with
the B2190.
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Site location plan

1.1.8

The site covers an area of approximately 296 hectares (732 acres) and comprises a combination of
existing buildings and hardstanding, large expanses of grassland, and some limited areas of scrub
and/or landscaping. This includes the 2748m long, 60m wide runway, which is orientated in an
east-west direction across the southern part of the site.

1.1.9

The site is located within National Landscape Character Area 113: North Kent Plain. This
encompasses an approximately (~) 90km long strip of land of approximately 90km in length
bordering the Thames Estuary to the north and the chalk of the Kent Downs to the south. The site
is also within the Thanet Landscape Character Area. This features a centrally domed ridge on the
crest of which the airport is dominant. The area is generally characterised by open, large scale
arable fields with long views.

1.1.10

The surrounding area is generally characterised by a moderate density of villages, small groups of
residential properties and individual properties.

Background to the 2018 PEIR
1.1.11

January 2018

The 2008 Act imposes duties on the promoters of NSIPs to consult those who would be directly
affected by the Proposed Development, people with an interest in the land on which development
would take place, the local community, local authorities and other statutory bodies and consultees.
The 2018 PEIR has been prepared for the additional statutory consultation being held in January
and February 2018. This is the third consultation on the Proposed Development. A non-statutory
consultation took place from June to September 2016, a statutory consultation took place from
June to July 2017. As part of the statutory consultation in the summer of 2017, RiverOak had
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prepared and consulted on earlier report on the preliminary information (PEIR 2017) in accordance
with the provisions of the 2009 EIA Regulations.
1.1.12

The proposals for the Proposed Development remain largely the same, but have been refined and
developed as design has progressed and also in the light of the 2,200 responses we received to
the statutory consultation in summer 2017.

1.1.13

Comments received during the 2017 consultation are still being taken into account as RiverOak
evolve development proposals. However, whilst this new consultation is not limited in its scope, it
seeks to focus on the changes arising from the adoption of the 2017 EIA Regulations. This NonTechnical Summary (NTS) summarises its key findings. The topics addressed in the PEIR are
outlined in Table A.

Table A –Topics addressed in the 2018 PEIR
Topics in the 2017 EIA Regulations

Topics in the 2018 PEIR

Population and human health

Risks to human health (Chapter 15), Noise and vibration (Chapter 12), Socio-economics
(Chapter 13)

Biodiversity

Biodiversity (Chapter 7)

Land, soil, water, air and climate

Land quality (Chapter 10), Freshwater environment (Chapter 8), Air quality (Chapter 6),
Climate Change (Chapter 16), Major Accidents and Natural Disasters (Chapter 17)

Material assets, cultural heritage and
the landscape

Traffic and Transport (Chapter 14), Historic Environment (Chapter 9), Landscape and
Visual Impacts (Chapter 11)

The interaction between the factors
referred to in sub-paragraphs

These are discussed within each section as relevant, as well as Cumulative Effects
Assessment (Chapter 18)

Need for the scheme
1.1.14

The increase in demand for air transport seen over the preceding years is forecast to continue in
the period up to 2035. London’s six airports: Heathrow, Gatwick, Stansted, Luton, London City and
Southend, facilitate around 76% of the UK’s air freight. However, the Airports Commission report
shows that all London airports will be at capacity by 2030. The South East is particularly hard hit by
the lack of airport capacity with sustained losses in potential trade running at £2bn/year without
additional runway capacity.

1.1.15

In addition to helping meet air freight capacity requirements, an airport at Manston would bring
significant economic benefit to the area. Since the closure of the Pfizer plant near Sandwich in
2012 and Manston airport in 2014, east Kent has not been host to a significant high-tech employer.
Reopening Manston is predicted to bring 4,000 direct and 30,000 indirect jobs to the local economy
by 2038. To ensure the demand for skilled workers can be met locally, RiverOak is also working
with local educational institutions to establish complementary education and training programmes.

1.1.16

Figure B shows the Manston Airport masterplan DCO.

January 2018
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Manston Airport Masterplan

Scheme alternatives
1.1.17

The 2017 EIA Regulations set out the need to outline the reasonable alternatives considered by the
developer within Schedule 4, Part 2.

1.1.18

In considering the reasonable alternatives, consideration has been given to the characteristics of
an air freight airport, and the information on the current airport capacity and constraints within the
UK aviation sector.

1.1.19

In addition to the assessment of alternative sites for a dedicated air freight airport in the South
East, the masterplanning process has also given consideration to on-site alternatives for individual
elements and components of the Proposed Development. This has been undertaken as part of the
on-going project evolution as part of the project design process.

1.1.20

A number of alternative layouts, designs and configurations were considered for the air freight and
cargo facilities. This included looking at the number of aircraft stands, apron design, taxiway layout
and configuration, and size, location and layout of the associated freight handling and parking
facilities. Whilst these were constrained by the need to provide sufficient capacity to meet the
demands of the airfreight forecast, and to allow for the safe and efficient operation of the airport;
opportunities to incorporate environmental measures into the design of the scheme have been
considered in the 2018 PEIR.

EIA and significance of effects
1.1.21

January 2018

The topics required to be assessed as outlined in the Scoping Opinion have been assessed in the
2018 PEIR to determine the significance of the schemes likely effects (positive or negative) in
relation to people and environmental resources (referred to as receptors) affected by the Proposed
Development. This section provides an overview of the key findings from the 2018 PEIR.
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Air Quality
1.1.22

Air quality refers to the concentrations of pollutants in the air that people breathe. Poor air quality is
associated with a number of health problems, especially respiratory conditions. It can also affect
vegetation and sensitive ecosystems. Legally-binding limits on key pollutants are set in European
and UK legislation for the protection of human health and ecosystems.

1.1.23

The main pollutants of concern for the Proposed Development are oxides of nitrogen (NO x),
nitrogen dioxide (NO2) and fine particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5). There is good evidence that
elevated levels of PM10 and PM2.5 have significant health effects, but concentrations are within legal
limits across most of the country. There is more scientific uncertainty about the health effects of
NO2, but concentrations of this pollutant are close to or above the legal limit in some urban areas.
The legal limit for NO2 is 40 µg m−3 as an annual mean concentration in locations where people are
likely to be exposed. NOx is not believed to have impacts on human health, but can affect
vegetation and ecosystems.

1.1.24

In rural and suburban areas of Thanet, air quality is generally good and comfortably within legal
limits. However, in urban centres close to busy roads, concentrations of NO2 are close to legal
limits.

1.1.25

Nitrogen dioxide is produced by combustion processes, including aircraft engines, road vehicle
engines, and boilers for heating homes and offices. PM10 and PM2.5 are produced by the same
processes, and also by wear from tyres and brakes on road vehicles and aircraft.

1.1.26

Concentrations of pollutants from the airport have been calculated using a best-practice
methodology that is based on the recommendations of the Proposed Development for the
Sustainable Development of Heathrow (a project sponsored by the Department for Transport to
determine best practices for calculating emissions from Heathrow Airport) and the International
Civil Aviation Organization. Concentrations from non-airport sources have been estimated from
monitoring data.

1.1.27

This assessment makes a number of worst-case assumptions, which means that air quality
impacts are likely to be over-estimated. To assess how significant the impacts are, we have
followed recommendations from the Institute of Air Quality Management and the Environment
Agency.

1.1.28

Concentrations of PM10 and PM2.5 around the airport are low, and the airport will be a very small
source of these pollutants. Concentrations will remain comfortably within legal limits and the impact
of the airport will be negligible.

1.1.29

Concentrations of NO2 around the airport are low, but the airport operations will increase
concentrations nearby. Impacts at some locations within approximately 500 m of the airport
boundary are classified as “slight”, and at some locations within approximately 100 m of the airport
boundary are classified as “moderate” (see Figure C). In the opening year, there are approximately
23 properties close to the A299 Thanet Way that would receive a “slight” impact from the road
traffic arising from the Proposed Development; in later years the impact will be negligible. Close to
busy roads in the St Lawrence area, the high existing concentrations mean the additional
contribution from the airport, even though it is very small so far from the airport, is classified as
having a “slight” impact. Impacts everywhere else are negligible, and concentrations will remain
comfortably within legal limits.

January 2018
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Figure C

1.1.30

Impact on NO2 concentrations from on-airport activity in the peak activity year (Year 20)

Considering impacts on ecological sites, some exceedances of the annual mean NOx objective are
predicted where major roads pass close to designated ecological sites, mainly because of levels of
emissions from existing road traffic. The additional contribution from the Proposed Development,
including airport-related traffic, is small, less than 7% of the objective at any major ecological site.
The impact at local ecological sites is insignificant. While some exceedances of the critical loads for
nitrogen and acidity are predicted, these are due to existing deposition rates and the additional
contribution from the Proposed Development is insignificant.

Biodiversity
1.1.31

Chapter 7 of the 2018 PEIR describes the assessment of effects on the fauna and flora - the
biodiversity - from the Proposed Development. In this case, biodiversity comprises species and
habitats that are either protected by law and/or have some notable nature conservation importance,
invasive alien (or controlled) species, and designated nature conservation sites. This biodiversity
interest includes that both within and beyond the site up to a distance where there is a potential for
an adverse effect. There are no designated nature conservation sites within the Proposed
Development although a number occur outside the site. Where these designated sites are of
European importance, such as the Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Special Protection Area (SPA)
and Ramsar sites, which are located adjacent the Proposed Development, any effects are looked
at in detail in the ‘No Significant Effects Report’, appended to the 2018 PEIR.

1.1.32

The chapter determines if the biodiversity on site will be significantly affected by the Proposed
Development, and, if it does, what measures are to be adopted to mitigate any adverse effects.
The site, comprised largely of mown grassland and tarmac/runway, has limited biodiversity value.
Bat activity on site is limited mainly due to the low value foraging and the lack of shelter as there
are few trees and hedgerows. However, roosts (both summer and hibernation) are present in some
of the buildings, although the majority of these are large and unsuitable for bat roosts.
Replacement roosts, under a licence from Natural England, are to be provided offsite, due to the
activity, noise and lighting associated with the Proposed Development, on land which is to be
enhanced for foraging bats with features to provide better linkage for commuting bats to the wider
environment.

January 2018
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1.1.33

Breeding bird species onsite include several species that have conservation interest including
skylark and grey partridge, which will be affected by the Proposed Development. Compensation
land to the south of the site is to be managed specifically with the nesting requirements of these
species with habitats provided to offset any losses of breeding pairs onsite. Similarly a barn owl
nest on Site is to be relocated in order to remove it from birdstrike risk and collision with traffic from
adjacent roads.

1.1.34

Survey of the site did not reveal any reptiles other than a single lizard seen on the boundary when
placing the refugia of felts and tins used for the survey, however, a few small areas (totalling about
4 hectares) of the site could not be accessed in 2017 with the plan to survey these in 2018. These
areas provide good habitat for reptiles and it has been assumed for the assessment that they likely
contain high populations of common lizard and slow worm, which will be confirmed through the
surveys. Under this worst case scenario these reptiles would be trapped out and moved to a
receptor site that would comprise habitat specifically designed for reptiles.

1.1.35

The mown grassland, tarmac, concrete and buildings which comprise the majority of the site do not
provide much value to terrestrial invertebrates. However, smaller unmanaged areas are expected
to have invertebrate interest and this is to be determined by surveys planned for 2018. However,
under a similar worst case scenario considered for reptiles some of the features onsite that provide
good invertebrate habitat, for example, the stressed vegetation growing along the runways will be
maintained on the operation airport. In addition diverse open mosaic habitats are to be created in
compensation for loss of the unmanaged areas onsite.

1.1.36

These measures prevent contravention of any applicable legislation and provide sufficient
mitigation in order that there are no significant effects to onsite wildlife.

1.1.37

Any effects to notable habitats and designated nature conservation sites offsite from changes to air
quality have been described and these also show no significant effect although further assessment
on the combined aircraft and traffic modelling.

1.1.38

Detailed consideration of potential effects on the European designated sites has been provided in
the No Significant Effects Report (Appendix 7.1). This is a Habitats Regulations screening report
that shows that the Proposed Development is considered not to have a likely significant effect on
the designated sites, hence the title. The Habitat Regulations is the relevant legislation that
governs the assessment process of developments that might affect European sites.

Construction and decommissioning phases
 Removal of habitats within the Proposed Development area to facilitate construction works.
These habitats might be used for foraging/ nesting by qualifying species of birds (e.g. golden
plover), and thus be considered ‘functional’ habitat of the European site;
 effects of aural and visual disturbance on qualifying species due to noise and vibration and
movement of construction vehicles and site operatives;
 loss of pollutants or fine material from the construction site due to surface water flows during
rainfall events. This pollution may then find its way into European sites via watercourses or the
outfall which flows into Pegwell Bay;
 deposition of oxides of nitrogen from engine exhausts from construction vehicles and
generators on habitats within European sites, or functional habitats; and
 deposition of dust from the construction site onto functional habitats and habitats within
European sites.
Operational phase
 Disturbance to qualifying species due to noise and vibration and movement during ground
activities, such as cargo loading, plane maintenance and airfield management;
 disturbance to qualifying species due to the activities associated with bird scaring devices (e.g.
pyrotechnics, distress call broadcast etc.);

January 2018
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 disturbance to qualifying species (including the airport forming a barrier to the movement of
birds between their foraging and roost sites) during aircraft take-off and landing, caused by
noise, aircraft presence and shadow cast;
 deposition of oxides of nitrogen from aircraft and ground vehicle engines on habitats within
European sites, or functional habitats.;
 disturbance to qualifying species by ground vehicle usage outside the Site (e.g. along roads
used by vehicles accessing and leaving the Site); and
 effects on qualifying habitats due to pollutants held within surface water runoff from the Site,
entering European sites via the outfall or natural watercourses.
1.1.39

Search parameters were identified to provide a filter for the identification of European sites. By
applying the search parameters for the potential effects identified previously to an initial search list
of European sites (within 15 km of the Site), a total of four European sites were identified as being
potentially affected by the Proposed Development, as follows:
 Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Ramsar Site;
 Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA;
 Thanet Coast SAC; and
 Sandwich Bay SAC.

1.1.40

1.1.41

A high-level screening assessment was then undertaken on each of the qualifying interest features
of the four European sites, together with the potential effects associated with each feature. These
were then screened in or out, based on whether it was concluded that they are likely to be
significantly affected by the Proposed Development (and other projects and plans, in combination),
whilst taking into account mitigation measures that are included within its design.
For those effects that could not be ‘screened out’ at this ‘high-level’ stage, further detailed
consideration into LSEs on these features of European sites was undertaken. This concluded that
there will be no likely significant effect from any of the effect pathways although further air quality
modelling is required to confirm effects from this pathway on the Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay
Ramsar Site and Sandwich Bay SAC.

Freshwater Environment
1.1.42

Manston Airport is located on the outcrop of the Thanet Chalk, and the majority of the site is
located directly over the Chalk, with patchy overlying areas of more recent deposits, such as sand,
silts and areas of artificial fill associated with the previous use of the site. The Chalk is designated
as a Water Framework Directive Water Body and also supports Southern Water public water
supply abstractions, the closest of which is the Lord of the Manor Source, located just outside of
the sites eastern boundary. The groundwater source protection zone1 associated with this source
lies within the site boundary, and an adit associated with the source lies at 60m below ground level
along the same orientation as the runway.

1.1.43

There are no river watercourses on or adjacent to the site, partly due to the high permeability of the
underlying Chalk. A series of water channels and streams that form part of the Minster Marshes are
located more than 1 km to the south of the main site. Minster Marshes drain south into the tidal
River Stour, 3 km south of the site, which flows east into Sandwich and Pegwell Bays. Together
these bays are part of designated National Nature Reserve (NNR), RAMSAR, SSSI, SPA and SAC
sites.

1.1.44

Environment Agency flood mapping indicates that the whole of the Manston Airport site is located
within an area where flooding from rivers and the sea is very unlikely. The nearest flood risk is
coastal flooding associated with Pegwell Bay, located approximately 2 km south east of the site.

1

These are designated zones around public water supply abstractions and other sensitive receptors that
signal there are particular risks to the groundwater source they protect.
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Flooding from land (rainfall run-off and surface water flooding) is considered to be a potential
source of flood risk to the Proposed Development, in particular in the lower elevation ground across
the middle of the site. The flood risk would occur through rainfall falling directly onto the
development site, particularly when the ground is saturated. The majority of this flood risk has been
identified to be of low risk (each year, the chance of flooding is between 1 in 1000 (0.1%) and 1 in
100 (1%)). There are areas of higher risk (with a greater than 1 in 30 (3.3%) chance of flooding)
which are likely to be associated with localised depressions. It is anticipated that there will be
sewers and associated infrastructure across the site, based on its previous use as an operational
airport. Therefore there is a potential risk of sewer flooding.
1.1.45

The site has a significant north - south fall, with the runway at the site’s highpoint. Site drainage is
collected on site and then pumped through a buried outfall pipe into Pegwell Bay. An existing
pumping station is located adjacent to the passenger apron. This supplies a 300 mm diameter pipe
that runs along the site’s western boundary and enters into a gravity system around the runway
threshold. This then runs along the sites southern edge before discharging into the outfall to
Pegwell Bay.

1.1.46

Chapter 8 relating to the freshwater environment is supported by more detailed technical
assessments. The Flood Risk Assessment (which includes the Drainage Impact Assessment) in
Appendix 8.2 provides information on the risk of flooding at the site from all sources and the
proposed design of the site drainage system to demonstrate no increase in flood risk from any
source from the proposed site operations. The Hydrogeological Impact Assessment in Appendix
8.1 assesses the risk to groundwaters and dependant abstractions from site operations, this is a
detailed technical assessment which has been supported by quantitative modelling to understand
the relationship between the site and the Southern Water abstraction boreholes.

1.1.47

Supported by these assessments, as well as multiple consultations with the Environment Agency,
Southern Water, Thanet District Council and Kent Country Council, Chapter 8 has identified a list
of environmental measures to be incorporated into the scheme design and management plans to
protect the freshwater environment from an adverse impact on the quality or quantity of freshwater
resources, water supply infrastructure and foul sewerage infrastructure. The development of
measures has covered all aspects of the water environment, however especial focus has been
given to measures to protect the Lord of the Manor source (and associated groundwaters) from any
risk of a fuel leak from the proposed fuel farm – to be located at the former Jenetx Fuel site on the
sites southern boundary. Appropriate measures and design standards have been discussed with
both Southern Water and the Environment Agency to ensure that these highly sensitive features
are protected from any breaches or spills. Detailed information is presented in the Hydrogeological
Impact Assessment.

Historic Environment
1.1.48

Chapter 9 of the 2018 PEIR describes the assessment of effects on the historic environment. In
this case, the historic environment comprises scheduled monuments and listed buildings, which are
protected by law, conservation areas and non-designated heritage assets, such as structures of
regional and local significance which, while not listed, are of sufficient heritage significance to merit
consideration in planning as well as known and previously unrecorded archaeological remains
within the ground. No world heritage sites, registered parks and gardens, or registered battlefields
will be affected by the proposal. Historic landscape character and the setting of heritage assets has
also been considered, particularly in respect to noise and lighting.

1.1.49

The purpose of the analysis was to identify and define the potential for effects on heritage assets
as a result of the Proposed Development. This included consideration of heritage assets present
within a study area around the Proposed Development and significant heritage assets located
further from the site where there was a potential for adverse change in their setting to arise as a
result of the proposed development. The assessment establishes the heritage significance of each
type of heritage asset, identifies potential effects, and discusses the mitigation proposed for the
loss of any features or change to setting. The requirements of national and local planning policy,
professional guidance and responses from consultation with various organisations were taken into
account in the assessment.
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The potential for direct effects, which give rise to a loss of heritage significance through physical
change or disturbance, and indirect effects, which result in change to heritage significance without
causing physical damage or disturbance to the asset, identified in the course of the assessment
include:


Potential direct disturbance of sub-surface archaeological remains dating to the Prehistoric,
Roman, Early-Medieval and Modern periods occurring during the construction phase;



Potential direct and indirect effects on the heritage significance of the airport and surviving
assets relating to military uses of the site from the First World War onwards, particularly the
RAF Battle HQ, RAF Control Tower and the runway occurring during the construction phase;



Potential indirect effects arising through change in the setting of non-designated heritage
assets within the Proposed Development boundary, particularly the retention of the historic
association of the museum buildings during the construction and operational phases;



Potential indirect effects arising through change in the setting of designated heritage assets
outside the Proposed Development boundary, primarily affecting the scheduled and Grade I
listed Saxon Shore fort and associated remains at Richborough Castle, and the scheduled
enclosure and ring ditches at Minster Laundry, during construction and operational phases and
on the Grade II listed Cleve Court and Cleve Lodge arising from aircraft noise during the
operational phase.

Archaeological investigation works, to be agreed with KCC’s heritage advisors, will be undertaken
during phase 1 of the development. Scheme design, informed by initial archaeological
investigation, will result in proposals to avoid the most significant archaeological remains, limiting
the magnitude of change on buried heritage assets. In the case of particularly significant heritage
assets, this effect may remain significant even after archaeological mitigation has been carried out,
although it is anticipated that the majority of effects could be effectively mitigated to result in no
significant effects. In the absence of mitigation, the effects may be significant, but the adoption of a
scheme of avoidance and archaeological investigation would confirm the presence or absence of
archaeological heritage assets and would provide mitigation of any loss of archaeological interest
that may arise as a result of development, thereby reducing the impact to not significant.

1.1.52

Further survey of undesignated built heritage assets within the site boundary will be conducted at
the earliest opportunity to establish the condition, desirability and feasibility for their retention in the
final design. Those not retained will be subject to an appropriate level of building recording during
the construction phase. This programme of retention and recording will lead to enhancement or
new knowledge thereby contributing to the mitigation of any adverse effects, and it is not
anticipated that any significant residual effects would arise.

1.1.53

There will be changes to the setting of undesignated heritage assets on the site during the
construction and operational phases. However, reuse of the airfield for aviation purposes reflects
the recent historic use of the site and it is not anticipated that these effects would be significant.

1.1.54

The effect of changes to the setting of designated heritage assets was assessed to be not
significant. Embedded measures which would minimise adverse change to setting, including
acoustic and visual screening will be considered in the ES and will further reduce any effect.

Land Quality
1.1.55

This section provides an overview of existing land quality and aspects of the environment that
could be affected by any potential adverse impacts on land quality as a result of the Proposed
Development. This section also sets out the preliminary findings of the assessment of potential
land quality effects.

1.1.56

Key characteristics of and risks to the existing land resource have been identified as:
 The entire site and surrounding area is underlain by an aquifer that provides approximately
70% of the water to the Southern Water Kent Thanet Water Resource Zone.
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 Pegwell Bay and Sandwich Bay, both of which are valued for their biodiversity and afforded
legal protection, are located approximately 900m southeast of the site boundary.
 There is an area of high quality agricultural land located directly southwest of the site.
 There is the potential for residual buried unexploded ordnance to be present onsite, due to
previous site use as an RAF airfield during World War II.
 The highest risk of contamination is associated with the risk to groundwater from the Jentex
fuel farm site
1.1.57

A preliminary assessment of likely effects of the Proposed Development on land quality has been
undertaken, and informed by a land quality assessment and geo-environmental desk study. A site
visit was also carried out to supplement information of the site’s setting and any potential land
quality issues.

1.1.58

Aspects of the environment that have the potential to be significantly affected by the proposed
development, in the context of land quality, include: humans (site and adjacent site users, and
future site users), buildings and services, soils of high quality agricultural lands located offsite but
directly adjacent to the southwest of the site, and controlled waters (coastal waters: Pegwell Bay
and Sandwich Bay), and groundwater in the Chalk aquifer.

1.1.59

Table B describes the likely effects that may arise as a result of the Proposed Development have
been identified.

Table B

Likely land quality effects

Receptor

Nature of Likely Effect

Humans

Construction Phase
 Disturbance of soils which have the potential to contain contaminants

 Spillages of oils and other chemicals
 Direct contact, ingestion and/or inhalation of impacted soils
 The discovery and potential for explosion of unexploded ordnance
 Decommissioning of existing tanks and infrastructure on the Jentex site
Operational Phase
 Health hazard due to:

 Ingress and accumulation of ground gas resulting in explosion or asphyxiation of users of
site buildings

 Future maintenance works that may disturb any residual contamination
 Spillages during of oils and other chemicals
 Residual contamination from inappropriate reuse/use of contaminated fills and soils during
construction phase

 Removal of tanks and leakage from tanks

Groundwater
(Chalk aquifer),
Coastal Waters,
and Soils
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 Disturbance of soils (earthworks) and mobilisation of existing contamination

 Pollution from spillages of oils and other chemicals
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 Pollution incidents due to the creation of a route/s or mechanism by which a receptor could be
exposed to, or affected by, potential contamination

 Decommissioning of existing tanks and infrastructure on the Jentex site
Operational Phase
 Future maintenance works that may disturb and mobilise any residual contamination

 Spillages during of oils and other chemicals
 Residual contamination from inappropriate reuse/use of contaminated fills and soils during
construction phase

 Pollution incidents resulting from fire-fighting activities, and pesticide use
 Removal of tanks and leakage from tanks

Buildings and
Services

Construction Phase
 The discovery and potential explosion of unexploded ordnance
Operational Phase
 Damage to property due to:

 Ingress and accumulation of ground gas resulting in explosion of site buildings
 Residual contamination from inappropriate reuse/use of contaminated fills and soils during
construction phase

 Permeation of plastic pipes by contaminants

1.1.60

A detailed unexploded ordnance threat and risk assessment will be carried out prior to any intrusive
works. A programme of intrusive site investigation will be undertaken if required to identify and
characterise contamination across the site, and a programme of clean-up agreed with the
Environment Agency and Thanet District Council.

1.1.61

Suitable foundation design and piling methods will be agreed with Southern Water and the
Environment Agency prior to the commencement of works. All materials to be imported for use as
part of the earthworks for the proposed development will be suitable and tested to an agreed
acceptance criteria.

1.1.62

A finalised Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) will be prepared and submitted
with the DCO application, this will include measures to manage any land quality effects during
construction. An aerodrome manual will be produced for the operational phase of the Proposed
Development and will include measures to manage effects on land quality.

1.1.63

Regarding the potential effects from the Jentex site, environmental measures have been suggested
for incorporation into the proposed development including an emergency response plan and
appropriate design to best available techniques of all storage tanks and remediation of residual
contaminants be undertaken, subject to risk-based assessment. Additional measures will be
incorporated into the CEMP. The tank farm will be located outside of the groundwater source
protection zone 1.

1.1.64

With all these measures in place, the potential effects listed above were assessed as not
significant.
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Landscape and Visual Impact
1.1.65

The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) undertaken for the Proposed Development
is described in full in Chapter 11 of the 2018 PEIR.

1.1.66

Landscape effects and visual effects are closely related, but do form separate assessments, the
former relating to landscape and areas of landscape character, and the latter relating to the visual
effects on views and visual amenity as experienced by people.

1.1.67

The LVIA has been undertaken in accordance with relevant guidance for undertaking landscape
and visual assessments in the UK which is provided by the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual
Impact Assessment Third Edition (GLVIA 3). Details of the data gathering and assessment
methodologies employed by the LVIA are set out in Chapter 11 together with descriptions of the
relevant policy and legislative context and the overall landscape and visual baseline. A summary of
the scope and findings of the LVIA is set out below.

1.1.68

The LVIA study area is shown on Figure D. It encompasses all areas within 5 km of the site
boundary and has been used for the purposes of data collection and the subsequent assessment.
The study area has been selected with regard to previous experience of undertaking LVIAs for
similar types of development allied with a review of the landscape context within which the
Proposed Development will operate. This definition of the study area ensures that the LVIA
includes all landscape and visual receptors with the potential to sustain significant landscape or
visual effects as a consequence of the construction and operation of the Proposed Development.

Figure D

1.1.69
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LVIA study area

The landscape and visual receptors included in the LVIA have been further refined through the
production of a suite of the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) maps of the Proposed Development
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and by observations made during field surveys. Field survey work also included the taking of
panoramic photography from 22 photographic viewpoint locations. This panoramic photography
was used as the base for wireline visualisations of the Proposed Development from each of the 22
viewpoints locations which have been used to inform the LVIA.
1.1.70

The spatial scope of the LVIA includes:;
 all national and local landscape character areas located within the boundary of the Proposed
Development;
 all national and local landscape character areas located wholly or partly within both the LVIA
study area and the ZTV of the Proposed Development; and
 all visual receptors located wholly or partly within both the study area and the ZTV of the
Proposed Development that fall within the following categories:
 people at their place of residence;
 people within their community including parks and public open spaces;
 people engaged in outdoor recreation; and
 people using the transport network.

1.1.71

With regard to the timeframe of the assessment, both the construction and operational phases
have been considered based on the following timescales:
 Year 1 which accords with the period when a large proportion of construction activities will be
undertaken;
 Year 10 (winter to account for any increase in visibility due to seasonal leaf loss) at end of
Phase 3 when operational activities will be well-established but some construction activities will
still be taking place and therefore represents a typical ‘snap-shot’ of the 18 year period over
which the Airport will be developed; and
 Year 20 (summer) is when the completed Airport will be operating at its greatest capacity with
regard to traffic and aircraft movements and will therefore be the worst case scenario with
regard to perceptual landscape effects.

1.1.72

An assessment of the sensitivity of each receptor included in the LVIA has been made in
accordance with the guidance provided in GLVIA 3.

1.1.73

The LVIA has assessed the potential for the Proposed Development to result in significant
landscape effects in relation to the following twelve landscape receptors:
 National Character Area 113: North Kent Plain;
 Kent Historic Landscape Character Area 18: Isle of Thanet;
 Thanet Landscape Character Areas:
 The Central Chalk Plateau;
 Pegwell Bay;
 The Former Wantsum Channel;
 The Former Wantsum North Shore;
 Quex Park; and
 The Urban Coast.
 Dover Landscape Character Areas:
 Ash Level;
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 Richborough Castle;
 The Sandwich Corridor; and
 Sandwich Bay.
1.1.74

No significant landscape effects have been predicted to occur at either Year 1, Year 10 or Year 20.

1.1.75

The LVIA has assessed the potential for the Proposed Development to result in significant visual
effects in relation to the following 121 visual receptors and visual receptor groups:
 people at their place of residence (48 individual properties or groups of properties);
 people engaged in outdoor recreation (41 individual recreational facilities or groups of
recreational facilities);
 people using the transport network (10 routes); and
 photographic viewpoint locations (22 locations).

1.1.76

The LVIA has identified that the Proposed Development may have the potential to result in
significant visual effects in relation to visual receptors located at 17 individual properties or groups
of properties; nine individual recreational facilities or groups of recreational facilities; ten transport
routes; and four photographic viewpoint locations. The distribution of these receptors is shown on
Figure D.

Noise
1.1.77

An assessment of the likely significant noise and vibration effects of construction and operation on
noise and vibration has been undertaken in Chapter 12. The assessment considered effects on
occupiers of residential properties and changes in the noise environment of local communities. The
assessment also considered the effects of noise on community facilities such as schools, hospitals,
places of worship and commercial properties such as offices.

1.1.78

No significant construction noise effects, or indirect effects from construction traffic, were identified
on any non-residential receptors or residential communities for day time construction works.

1.1.79

A potential significant effect during construction has been identified at approximately 15 dwellings
on Bell Davies Drive and Spitfire Way during night time construction works. It is however envisaged
that the work could be planned and undertaken so that this significant effect is avoided. Prior to
commencing construction, the contractor will be required to apply to the Local Authority for consent
to undertake the works. The application will include a re-assessment of noise based on more
detailed construction information than is available at this stage of the project and it will include
specific mitigation measures to control noise.

1.1.80

Once operational, in the opening year up to 115 residential dwellings are forecast to be exposed to
significant annoyance and disturbance as a result of aircraft noise. In year 20, when aircraft
operations are at maximum capacity, up to 225 residential dwellings are forecast to be exposed to
significant annoyance, disturbance and sleep disturbance as a result of aircraft noise. These
properties will qualify for noise insulation under the proposed noise insulation scheme. The noise
insulation scheme will reduce noise inside all dwellings such that it does not reach a level where it
will significantly affect residents. However adverse impacts would remain in external areas such as
gardens.

1.1.81

In year 20, when aircraft operations are at maximum capacity, approximately 10 residential
dwellings are forecast to be exposed to unacceptable annoyance and disturbance as a result of
daytime aircraft noise. In line with government aviation policy, homeowners will be eligible for
financial assistance to move away from the airport according to the proposed dwelling relocation
scheme.

1.1.82

Again in year 20, significant adverse effects have been identified as being likely a result of an
increase in noise in the following communities which are in the vicinity of the airport and flight
paths:
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 Ramsgate;
 Manston;
 Wade;
 West Stourmouth; and
 Pegwell Bay.
1.1.83

In these communities aircraft noise would increase to the point where there would be a perceived
change in quality of life for occupants of buildings in these communities or a perceived change in
the acoustic character of shared open spaces within these communities.

Socio-economic
1.1.84

Chapter 13 of the 2018 PEIR contains the socio-economic assessment. Thanet is the most
easterly district in Kent. The economy in the area is based on the coastal towns and Canterbury.
The population has a relatively low proportion of those of working age and a relatively high
proportion of elderly compared both to Kent and to England and Wales. In the future, there is a
predicted aging of the population reflecting the aging of the 50-65s (the ‘post-war bulge’), outmigration of those of working age, and a falling birth rate.

1.1.85

In the latest statistics, Thanet remains the most deprived local authority in Kent and is in the top
10% of England’s most deprived authorities. Health statistics are also worse than average, and
there is a smaller proportion of people in work. Thanet has 20% fewer managerial, administrative or
professional households than the national average.

1.1.86

In relevance to the proposed development, the Thanet Economic and Employment Assessment
notes that key sectors within the business base include wholesale and retail and construction.
There are also over 530 businesses within the tourism sector representing 11% of the business
base. Thanet’s Draft Economic Growth Strategy identifies the ’heritage, culture and visitor
economy’ as a sector with growth potential, with the ambition to “rebuild our reputation as the UK’s
favourite visitor destination. The Thanet Destination Management Plan highlights investment and
promotion of the three towns and the beaches in particular (“Thanet’s strongest natural assets”).

1.1.87

The primary business driver for the proposed development is new demand in the air freight market
and the additional potential to supply passenger services. The employment resulting from the
proposed development from direct, indirect, induced effects is estimated to lead to 9,333 jobs by
2030 and 13,241 by 2038, of which the number of direct jobs (mainly on-site) is 3,011 in 2030 and
4,271 by 2038. Catalytic jobs are associated with more general growth and are inherently difficult to
estimate but could add over 12,000 additional jobs by 2030 and over 17,000 by 2038, all
contributing to increases in economic gross value added (GVA) and national GDP.

1.1.88

The demand for employment can be met from the local population, through reduced outbound
commuting, lower unemployment and increased participation rates. A proportion of their
expenditure will enter the local economy. Local businesses are also part of an existing welldeveloped and historic local economy which can provide services to Manston.

1.1.89

Traffic is the main cause of amenity effects on the population. The increased air freight flows lead
to increased HGV movements on the ground, mainly on road and rail routes to the West, but these
are not a large proportion of existing freight flows. There are minor traffic effects on the local road
networks when shifts change.

1.1.90

Existing noise levels reflect the urban and residential character of the area. Additional aircraft noise
leads to slight rises from current levels. The increased noise levels over populated areas occur in
areas which are currently the least tranquil. These include the centre of Ramsgate, the port and the
main beach. The slight rises expected due to aircraft noise are not expected to affect tourism
businesses in the urban area. Beaches in Kent are expected to experience no equivalent effect of
noise as the changes are minimal in comparison.
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The health-related effects are not assessed here as the HIA analysis has not been finalised and its
results are unavailable. Once included these will reflect the latest EC medical understanding of the
health effects on the population from sources and pathways such as noise and air quality.

Traffic and Transport
1.1.92

The traffic and transport assessment undertaken for the Proposed Development is described in full
in Chapter 14 of the 2018 PEIR.

1.1.93

The proposed develop has the potential to result in traffic and transport environmental effect both
locally and more strategically.

1.1.94

The traffic and transport PEIR chapter has therefore considered a wide scope of assessment,
resulting in the assessment of the environmental impacts at 28 local receptors and 3 strategic
highways network receptors.

1.1.95

The traffic and transport PEIR chapter has identified that in the worst case future year (year 20)
when the proposed traffic generation is at its highest only 7 of the 31 total receptors would as a
result of the anticipated traffic growth for total traffic and HGVs trigger the need for a detailed
assessment. These locations were as follows;
 12 - Manston Road between Shottendane Road and Vincent Road;
 20 - B2190 Spitfire Way between Spitfire Way and B2190 Columbus Avenue;
 23 - B2050 Manston Road between Manston Road and Manston Court Road;
 24 - Manston Court Road, south of the junction with Preston Road;
 25 - Manston Court Road, east of Valley Road; and
 26 - Manston Road, between the centre of Manston Village and the A256.

1.1.96

A detailed assessment of these receptors when looking at detail at severance, driver delay,
pedestrian delay and amenity and accidents and safety has shown that the effects are not
significant.

Risk to Human Health
1.1.97

In keeping with best practice, a Health Impact Assessment (HIA) is being undertaken for the
Proposed Development in Chapter 15 and Appendix 15.1. HIA is a process designed to identify
and assess the potential for negative or positive effects on public health and wellbeing due to a
proposed project. ‘Health’ is defined broadly as physical, mental and social well-being in this
assessment.

1.1.98

The HIA draws from and builds upon the environmental and socio-economic impact assessments
undertaken as part of the EIA process, and applies scientific evidence concerning potential for
health risks. Together with public health statistics and local health priorities identified by Health and
Wellbeing Boards, this allows the current health baseline and how it may be affected by the
Proposed Development to be assessed and reported.

1.1.99

Following the initial assessment of impacts, the HIA will recommend measures where possible to
avoid or reduce any negative effects and maximise any beneficial effects.

1.1.100

In work so far, baseline information has been gathered and the approach to the HIA has been
developed. Local stakeholders and the public have been consulted, and the feedback has been
used to further inform and refine the scope of the HIA. The scope and approach have been
documented in an HIA Scoping Statement produced in consultation with the Kent Director of Public
Health.

1.1.101

Not all environmental or social changes due to a development have the potential to result in
impacts on health and wellbeing. The HIA follows a source-pathway-receptor method to identify
where there is potential for impacts. For there to be a potential health impact, a source (some
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environmental or social change creating a hazard), a pathway (a way for this hazard to reach or
affect people) and a receptor (people who would actually be exposed or affected) must all exist.
Where this source-pathway-receptor linkage does exist, it is then the nature of the specific hazard,
the magnitude of change and the number and sensitivity of people affected that will determine what
level of health risk is predicted, if any.
1.1.102

1.1.103

A baseline is developed to establishing potential ‘receptors’ (people or communities who could be
affected), and also provide context concerning local community circumstance, that might result in
disproportionate outcomes. Age, existing burdens of poor health, lifestyle and socio-economic
circumstance can be contributing factors that may modify how people or a community respond to
impacts of construction and operational activities.
In summary, baseline data and feedback from consultation with health stakeholders indicates that
the population in Thanet district has a number of characteristics that suggest greater potential
sensitivity to health impacts, including:
 fewer working-age people and a larger elderly population than the national average;
 relatively high levels of socio-economic deprivation and higher rates of long-term
unemployment than the national average;
 lower male and female life expectancy than the national and Kent averages;
 generally higher rates of cardiovascular (heart and circulation) disease and cancer than the
national average, but a lower rate of severe respiratory (breathing) diseases than the national
average;
 higher rates of depression, anxiety and dementia than the national average; and
 a lower rate of physical activity and higher rate of obesity than the national and regional
averages.

1.1.104

Consultation with the Kent Director of Public Health highlighted that Thanet has low life expectancy
and high rates of all-age all-cause mortality in comparison to the rest of Kent, and that that the local
health economy is currently struggling to deliver sustainable health care services.

1.1.105

This summary focuses on the baseline in Thanet, as the main local area that would be directly
affected by the Proposed Development’s environmental impacts. Further detail is provided in PEIR
Chapter 15 and in the ‘community profile’ in Appendix 15.1, which also present data about a
broader regional study area that may be affected by wider-reaching impacts such as employment
generation.

1.1.106

The main potential health pathways – environmental or social changes that could affect people and
are relevant to health – have been identified as:
 noise, dust and air pollution during construction;
 construction traffic;
 employment and spending during construction;
 aircraft and airport noise during operation;
 aircraft and airport air pollution during operation;
 road traffic generated during operation;
 employment, investment and economic activity generated in operation; and
 additional employees’ impact on services, housing capacity, or community cohesion.

1.1.107

January 2018

An evidence base and health baseline is being collated to inform the HIA process, and this will be
applied to assess the health pathways identified.
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1.1.108

There is health evidence drawn from the scientific literature that allows potential impacts on
mortality and rates of certain diseases due to changes in noise and air pollutant exposure to be
predicted quantitatively (in numerical terms). The scientific evidence shows that, depending on the
level of noise or air pollution concentration, these may affect diseases of the heart, lungs and
circulation system, mental health and wellbeing, and the overall risk of premature death. Whether
there is a health risk and the magnitude of any impact on public health depends on the size of
change in noise or air pollution and the population affected.

1.1.109

The HIA will use factors for level of risk per decibel of noise and per microgram of air pollutant
concentration, the baseline rate of health conditions and the number of people affected, to
calculate potential public health impacts.

1.1.110

Other potential impacts on health and wellbeing, such as the beneficial effects of increased
employment opportunities or the potential negative effects of road traffic will be assessed in
qualitative terms.

1.1.111

These assessments are being progressed as the outcomes of the other environmental and socioeconomic impact studies become available. The methods and results will be reported in the full HIA
document that will be an appendix to the ES. As part of this process, ways in which any significant
negative impacts can be reduced (mitigated) if possible will be explored; and equally, ways in
which the Proposed Development can take action to provide additional positive health and
wellbeing impacts for local communities will be considered. These recommendations will be
presented in the HIA document.

Climate Change
Chapter 16 contains the assessment on Climate Change. The full assessment of climate change
impacts has not yet been completed, and will be included in the ES. It will consider three subtopics:

1.1.112

 A climate change resilience assessment (i.e. the impact of climate change on the Proposed
Development);
 An in-combination climate change assessment (i.e. the impact of the Proposed Development
and climate change on environmental receptors), and;
 A Greenhouse gas (GHG) assessment (i.e. the impact of the Proposed Development on
climate change).
1.1.113

Each assessment will be carried out in-line with relevant guidance and best practice.

1.1.114

A preliminary climate change resilience assessment has identified the following likely significant
effects, which will be further assessed in the ES:
 Higher average temperatures combined with a potentially increased lightning and drought risk
increase fire risk on site.
 Heat damage to road and apron surfaces caused by temperatures exceeding design standards
(i.e. melting, cracking). Higher average temperatures can result in buckling of pavements (e.g.,
concrete expansion while remaining rigid). Non-concrete pavement integrity can be
compromised (e.g., tarmac melt). Heat-related weathering of fleet, including tyres.
 Overheating of operationally-critical buildings which could impair performance of critical staff or
equipment and breach regulated conditions.
 Increasing variability of snowfall challenges winter contingency plans, de-icing supplies and
staff experience.
 Flooding and storms affecting ground transport access. Flooding of access roads causing a
reduction in airport throughput. Disruptions during airport construction and operation.

January 2018

20

© AMEC Environment & Infrastructure UK Limited

 Flooding and storms affecting provision of utilities. Flooding of critical assets owned by utilities
providers (e.g. water, electricity, telecommunications etc.) compromises the functionality of the
airport.
 Increased frequency and severity of drought conditions, resulting in localised water scarcity
and pollution incidents. Reduced borehole capacity.
 Variable groundwater levels affect asset integrity and could cause subsidence and water
ingress damage to buildings and surfaces. Climate change increases winter precipitation and
reduces summer precipitation events, increasing the seasonality of the rainfall profile. This
potentially reduces throughput and threatens operation, both due to groundwater flooding and
geohazards caused by more variable soil moisture deficit levels.
 Disruption to airfield operations due to stormy conditions.
 Extreme wind damage to assets, standing aircraft, vehicles and injuries to staff.
1.1.115

An assessment for in-combination impacts has not yet been carried out, but professional
experience would suggest receptors with the most exposure to climate change will be in the
freshwater environment, biodiversity, land quality and landscape and visual impact topics.

1.1.116

The GHG assessment identified that the proposed development creates GHG emissions that
contribute to climate change through its construction and operational phases, and therefore, the
effect upon the global climate is considered potentially significant. The full assessment, which is in
consistent with relevant guidance, will be reported in the ES.

Major Accidents and Natural Disasters
1.1.117

The Major Accidents and Disasters assessment for the Proposed Development is described in full
in Chapter 17 of the 2018 PEIR.

1.1.118

As a result of the introduction of the 2017 EIA Regulations it is now a requirement that Major
Accidents and Disasters relevant to the project are included in the preparation of an Environmental
Statement, for this reason they are now included as a new element of the PEIR.

1.1.119

The chapter reported in the 2018 PEIR presents solely the methodology by which Major Accidents
and Disasters will be assessed for the purposes of the ES. It is acknowledged that further work is
required both in terms of the assessment itself and in terms of any methodological development
arising from the current consultation.

1.1.120

The assessment methodology is that of a qualitative desk-based review. The findings that arise
from it will be derived from review and assessment of publicly available information, information
developed as part of the work conducted for other topics of the PEIR and the design basis
contained in Chapter 3 of the PEIR.

1.1.121

The spatial scope of the Major Accidents and Disasters Chapter includes:;
 The DCO red line area plus 1km study outside the DCO for land receptors, including
population, designated land and biodiversity;
 The DCO red line plus 1km study outside the DCO for groundwater receptors, and
 The DCO red line plus 10km study area (downstream) for surface water receptors.
 In addition, for inflight major accidents under the control of Manston and within the design
swathe:
 Passengers and crew on a plane while under the control of Manston Airport will be included.
 Receptors within the design swathe.

1.1.122

January 2018

With regard to the timeframe of the assessment, both the construction and operational phases
have been considered based on the following:
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 Construction: Construction phases are outlined in Chapter 3 of the PEIR: Description of the
Project.
 Operational effects are based on Year 20 after the start of operations, by which time the Airport
will have reached its operational peak (Chapter 3 of the PEIR).
 The Outline Strategy allows for climate change for an airport lifespan of nominally ‘the 2050s’.
1.1.123

As the requirement is new, significant guidance on the assessment of major accidents and
disasters within the context of EIA has yet to be published in the UK. Two clear principles have
however emerged from technical and EIA guidance that will be adopted in the methodology used
here; first the notion of proportionality and second the established principle that only those effects
likely to be significant need to be assessed within the EIA.

1.1.124

As guidance specific to EIA Major Accident and Disaster evaluation is limited, the methodology has
been guided by relevant aspects of existing major accident and disaster approaches and tolerability
criteria developed mainly for other legislative purposes in the UK (eg Chemicals and Downstream
Oil Industries Forum Guideline. Environmental Risk Tolerability for COMAH sites Version 2 and
Reducing Risks Protecting People (R2P2), HSE, 2001). Aspects of this guidance relating to the
tolerability of risk and the level at which an accident would be considered intolerable (significant)
are generally applicable, if proportionately applied to reflect, in this case, the relatively low
quantities of hazardous substances, the full range of theoretically relevant sources for major
accidents and disaster, and the development stage of the proposed scheme.

1.1.125

The Conclusions on the significance of Major Accident and Disaster effects will continue to be
developed and will be made available in the ES.

Summary of effects
1.1.126

At this stage, the majority of assessments have been completed. Significant effects are likely to be
experienced as a result of noise and visual impact and a full explanation of those effects can be
found in the corresponding chapters in the 2018 PEIR. In both cases, it may be possible to
introduce additional mitigation or compensation measures.

1.1.127

As noted above, a number of subject areas still require completion and will be reported in full within
the ES.
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Suite of Consultation Documents
1.1 As part of this second statutory consultation under section 47 of the Planning Act 2008 a suite of consultation
documents relating to the proposal to reopen Manston Airport is available to the public. Together, these documents give
an overview of the development proposals including information on the potential benefits and impacts of the Project.
The documents also provide further information about environmental considerations following further progression of
environmental assessments, as well as a draft Noise Mitigation Plan that has been developed as part of the response
to the 2,200 consultation responses that were received in response to the first statutory consultation held between 12
June and 23 July 2017 (‘the 2017 consultation’). Further information is also provided on how the public can submit their
feedback.
1.2 Similarly to the 2017 consultation, this consultation also forms part of RiverOak’s initial engagement on the design of
airspace and procedures associated with the airport. As such it is a further opportunity for members of the community
to highlight any factors which they believe RiverOak should take into account during that design phase. Having taken all
such factors into account, the subsequent proposals for flightpaths and airspace will be subject to a separate round of
consultation once the DCO application has been made.
1.3 The suite of consultation documents includes:
1.3.1

an introduction to the consultation;

1.3.2

an updated preliminary environmental information report (‘PEIR’);

1.3.3

a non-technical summary of the PEIR;

1.3.4

an updated masterplan;

1.3.5

a Noise Mitigation Plan;

1.3.6

a Statement of Community Consultation;

1.3.7

an updated analysis of air freight and need; and

1.3.8

a feedback form.
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MANSTON AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
Statement of Community Consultation
January 2018

Suite of Consultation Documents
1.1

As part of the statutory consultation process under section 47 of the Planning Act 2008,
RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited (‘RiverOak’) is carrying out a second statutory
consultation, in addition to an earlier statutory consultation carried out between 12 June 2017
and 23 July 2017.

1.2

This second statutory consultation will give the public further opportunity to review RiverOak’s
updated plans for the reopening of Manston Airport (‘the Project’) and to comment on its
proposals. Together with the documentation provided at the first statutory consultation, these
documents will give a further overview of the development proposals including further
environmental information on the potential benefits and impacts of the Project.

1.3

The suite of consultation documents includes:

16275676.4

1.3.1

an introduction to the consultation giving an overview of the proposals and where
additional or updated information can be found;

1.3.2

an updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR); containing
preliminary information on the likely environmental effects of our proposals as we
have ascertained them so far, including noise, transport and air quality, and how we
propose to minimise these effects, as well as how we propose to maximise the
benefits of the Project;

1.3.3

a non-technical summary of the PEIR;

1.3.4

an updated masterplan;

1.3.5

a Noise Mitigation Plan;

1.3.6

this Statement of Community Consultation;

1.3.7

an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need: Manston Airport - a Regional
and National Asset, Volumes I-IV; an analysis of air freight capacity limitations and
constraints in the South East and Manston’s ability to address these and provide for
future growth; and

1.3.8

a Feedback Form, in order to collect responses to the consultation;

About this document
1.4

RiverOak Strategic Partners (‘RiverOak’) is proposing to redevelop and reopen Manston Airport
in Kent, primarily as a cargo airport. This Statement of Community Consultation (‘SoCC’) sets
out how RiverOak will consult on its proposals with the local community.

1.5

Based on the addition of 19 aircraft stands from when the airport previously operated, on the
basis that the airport is currently unable to operate, this would increase the capability of the
airport by well over 10,000 air freight movements per year. This means that the Project is
classified as a ‘Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project’ by the Planning Act 2008 (‘the Act’).
As a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project, we must make an application under the Act
for a permission known as a ‘Development Consent Order’ (‘DCO’) to construct and operate
Manston Airport. The application will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate which will
examine it and make a recommendation to the Secretary of State for Transport, who will then
make a decision on whether the Project is granted consent.

1.6

Section 47 of the Act requires that consultation is carried out with the local community before
an application is submitted. In line with section 47, and further to the first statutory consultation
carried out in 2017, this SoCC sets out how the second statutory consultation of the local
community will be carried out.

1.7

As part of the development of this SoCC, we have consulted Thanet District Council and Kent
County Council on the contents of this document and have taken into account their comments
and accommodated their suggestions where possible. We have also consulted Dover District
Council, Canterbury City Council and 12 nearby parish and town councils as we are aware that
this project is of wide interest

2

The Project

2.1

Manston Airport’s aviation role began in 1916 when it became a Royal Naval Station and, most
recently, it operated as Kent International Airport until it was closed by its current owners in
May 2014. We are proposing to secure the future of this valuable national asset by redeveloping
and reopening it as a successful hub for international air freight which also offers passenger,
executive travel and aircraft engineering services.

2.2

The application site is situated to the west of Ramsgate in Kent and comprises approximately
296 hectares (732 acres). RiverOak’s plans to redevelop and reopen Manston as a mixed-use
airport are anchored by a significant and much-needed air freight hub able to handle at least
10,000 air freight movements a year.
To achieve this, RiverOak is proposing a multimillion-pound, four-phase construction and
redevelopment plan, which will be delivered across an estimated 15 years.
The proposals include both the use of the existing airport infrastructure and the introduction of
new facilities. In summary, our proposals include:
•

upgrading the runway and improving the parallel taxiway;

•

constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
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•

constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a new passenger terminal;

•

completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;

•

refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a new fire training
area;

•

building new air cargo facilities;

•

developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current Air Traffic Control
tower;

•

an aircraft recycling facility;

•

a flight training school;

•

a fixed-base operation for executive travel;

•

building new aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of the ‘Northern
Grass’ for airport related businesses; and

•

highway improvement works to ensure improved access to and around Manston
Airport, including a new, permanent, dedicated airport access on Spitfire Way which
will help to reduce airport related traffic on the local road network.

2.3

RiverOak’s proposals also retain and enhance the existing Spitfire & Hurricane Memorial
Museum and the RAF Manston History Museum by creating a museum quarter on the site of
the former Air Traffic Control tower.

2.4

RiverOak’s proposals include passenger and apron facilities for at least one passenger carrier,
although the aim will be to attract a number of low cost carriers as well as charter and scheduled
flights. We are also keen to work with Dover Harbour Board to receive passengers destined for
cruise ships

2.5

The development of passenger services will be distinct and separate from our focus on building
the air freight operation. This will ensure the cargo carriers are provided with a dedicated and
swift service to maximise the economic potential of Manston Airport.

2.6

Manston Airport no longer has an aerodrome licence. The Airport will need a new EASA
Certificate from the Civil Aviation Authority, and potentially other consents, to be brought back
into aviation use. The process of obtaining these consents will run alongside the DCO
application process and a decision on them will be made by the Civil Aviation Authority rather
than the Secretary of State.

3

About RiverOak

3.1

RiverOak is a UK-registered company which owns all rights and interests and has assumed
financial and operational responsibility for the DCO in respect of Manston Airport and the
anticipated reopening and operation of the airport.
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3

RiverOak is fully resourced and funded to accommodate all costs arising from the DCO
application to acquire and reinstate Manston as a fully operational airport

4

Consultation

4.1

Statutory consultation under section 47 of the Act will take place between Friday 12 January
and Friday 16 February 2018.

4.2

This covers a period of five weeks. The minimum required under the Act is 28 days

4.3

This statutory consultation is open to everyone. It will provide an opportunity for both
organisations and the general public to scrutinise and comment on our proposals, which include
more detailed information than was available during our earlier first statutory consultation held
between 12 June and 23 July 2017. It will include details of the proposed noise mitigation plan,
as well as further information on environmental matters and how the proposals have developed.

4.4

We are not consulting on the Government’s policies regarding airports as set out in the revised
draft Airports National Policy Statement, or the policies of Thanet District Council and Kent
County Council.

4.5

In line with Regulation 12 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017, the Project team will need to carry out an environmental impact assessment.
We will therefore be including preliminary environmental information as part of the consultation
documents.

4.6

Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this consultation will be treated
confidentially and processed and handled in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.
The information may be disclosed to or shared with RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors who provide services to RiverOak in connection with the preparation
of an application for development consent under the Planning Act 2008. This will allow
RiverOak to fully consider the responses and use them in the preparation of application
materials. Upon submission of our application for development consent under the Planning Act
2008 or in connection with our application for any consents or licences from the Civil Aviation
Authority, the Secretary of State or the Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply
copies of all consultation responses received. If a request is made, RiverOak is under a legal
obligation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of State. By submitting a
consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees that we may supply a copy of their
response to the Secretary of State via the Planning Inspectorate if required to do so, or to the
Civil Aviation Authority if requested.

5

Publicity

5.1

We will promote the consultation in a number of different ways, including:
•

sending the suite of consultation documents to all those properties in the following
categories:
•

those whose land would be subject to compulsory acquisition powers in our
application should agreement not be reached on acquiring the land
voluntarily;
4
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•

those whose land would be subject to the compulsory acquisition of existing
interests in their land or the creation of new interests in or restrictions over
it, should agreement not be reached on acquiring or creating these
voluntarily; and

•

those whose land is not subject to acquisition but we have been advised that
the landowners may be entitled to make a claim for compensation due to
either the construction or operation of the project;

•

advertising in the East Kent Mercury, Dover Mercury, Canterbury Gazette, Herne
Bay Gazette, Whitstable Gazette, Faversham News, and Thanet Gazette during the
two weeks before the first week of the consultation;

•

sending postcards advertising the consultation to all properties within 3km of the
airport boundary and also all properties in the towns of Ramsgate and Herne Bay;

•

sending emails to those who have previously expressed an interest in the Project or
responded to either of the previous consultations and provided us with an email
address;

•

sending letters and/or emails to elected representatives in the area including MPs,
MEPs, Thanet District and Kent County councillors;

•

sending letters and/or emails to local community groups and organisations who we
are aware are active in the area and for whom we have contact details. A list of these
community groups can be found in Appendix 1;

•

providing information about the consultation on our website, www.rsp.co.uk;

•

issuing press releases to local press. This will be done once at the start of
consultation and once later in the consultation to encourage people to get involved;
and;

•

using Twitter (@RSPManston) and Facebook (www.facebook.com/RSPManston) to
send out updates during the consultation period. Please note, feedback will not be
accepted through social media.

More details of how to provide feedback can be found in section 9 of this SoCC.

6

How we will make the documents available

6.1

The consultation documents will be made available in the following ways:
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•

published on our website, www.rsp.co.uk for the duration of the consultation, 12
January 2018 to 16 February 2018;

•

printed copies will be available at consultation events to review. Copies of the
Feedback Form and Introduction to the consultation will be available to take away;
and
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•

printed copies of consultation documents will be placed in the libraries listed below
for review, for the duration of the consultation period. Due to the size of the PEIR, it
will only be available to review at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries as well as
online and at the consultation events. The other libraries will include all other
consultation documents, including the non-technical summary of the PEIR. We will
check on a weekly basis that the full suite of consultation documentation remains
available and intact at each of these locations.
Libraries with consultation documents
Address

Name

Opening hours

Note: All libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000 41 31 31 and are closed on public
holidays. Opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Note: Due to the size of the PEIR, it will only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate
libraries.
Birchington
Library

Broadstairs
Library

Cliftonville
Library

Deal Library

Herne
Library

Bay

Margate
Library

Minster-inThanet Library

Newington
Library

Alpha Road, Birchington CT7 9EG

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-6pm
Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed, Sun:
closed

The Broadway, Broadstairs CT10 2BS

Mon, Tue, Wed, Fri: 9am-6pm
Thu: 9am-8pm, Sat: 9am-5pm,
Sun: closed

Queen Elizabeth Avenue, Margate CT9
3JX

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-5pm
Wed, Sat: 9am-1pm, Sun:
closed

Broad Street, Deal CT14 6ER

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am5pm Sun: 10am-4pm

124 High Street, Herne Bay CT6 5JY

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am5pm Sun: closed

Thanet Gateway Plus, Cecil Street,
Margate CT9 1RE

Mon, Tue, Wed, Fri: 9am-6pm
Thu: 9am-8pm, Sat: 9am-5pm,
Sun: closed

4A Monkton Road, Minster, Ramsgate
CT12 4EA

Mon, Tue, Thu: 9am-1pm &
2pm-5pm, Fri: 9am-5pm, Sat:
9am-1pm, Wed, Sun: closed

Marlowe Academy, Marlowe
Ramsgate CT12 6NB

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-6pm
Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed, Sun:
closed
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Way,
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Ramsgate
Library

Sandwich
Library

Westgate
Library

Guildford Lawn, Ramsgate CT11 9AY

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am5pm, Sun: closed

13 Market Street, Sandwich CT13 9DA

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-5pm,
Wed: 9am-1pm; Sat: 10am1pm Sun: closed

Minster Road, Westgate-On-Sea CT8
8BP

Mon, Wed: 9am-5pm, Tue, Fri:
9am-6pm, Sat: 10am-2pm,
Thu, Sun: closed

6.2

One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the PEIR, will be made available,
free of charge, by emailing manstonconsultation@bdb-law.co.uk or by telephoning 0800 030
4137 Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can be provided
but this will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and delivery. A USB copy of all consultation
documents, including the PEIR, can also be provided free of charge.

7

Consultation events

7.1

During the consultation period we will hold two further events, which anyone who is interested
in the Project can attend, read the consultation documents, see visual displays of our proposals,
talk to our professional team, and leave feedback. These events will be staffed by members of
the RiverOak team and their professional advisors.
The events will take place as follows:

Location

Address

Accessibility

Date & time

Ramsgate

Comfort
Inn
Victoria
Parade, Ramsgate,CT11
8DT

Ramsgate harbour is served by the 9,
38 and 39 bus routes and also the
Thanet Loop bus service, with a short
walk to the venue from the closest bus
stop. There is one disabled parking
space available at the rear of the venue.
There is step free access into the hotel
and event room. Please note there is no
disabled toilet at this venue.

Tuesday 23
January
2018

Herne Bay
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The King’s Hall Beacon
Hill, Herne Bay, CT6 6BA

The Kings Hall is served by the number
6 and TRIAN route bus services. There
are disabled spaces available in the car
park a short distance from the venue
and a drop off point directly outside.
There is step-free access to and within
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12noon
8pm

-

Wednesday
24 January
2018
12 noon
8pm

-

Location

Address

Accessibility

Date & time

the venue and accessible WCs for sole
disabled use.
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How to respond to the consultation

8.1

There are various ways that you can respond to the consultation. All consultation responses
must be received no later than 11.59pm on Friday 16 February 2018, or we may not be able to
take them into account.
Online: A copy of the Feedback Form will be available to fill in at the Project website,
www.rsp.co.uk;
By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to manstonconsultation@bdb-law.co.uk ;
By post: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses can be posted to Manston
Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell, 50 Broadway, London, SW1H 0BL; and
At the consultation events: Feedback Forms will be available at the consultation events and
can be left at the event or returned by post to the address stated above.

8.2

Please note that unless there are exceptional circumstances, the Project team will not accept
oral feedback given either at events or via our helpline. All feedback must be provided in writing
as set out above.

8.3

We will provide an acknowledgement for consultation responses that include an email address
or postal address.

9

Hard to reach

9.1

We have identified a range of community organisations with a potential interest in the Project,
including representatives of local ‘hard to reach’ people. To ensure that ‘hard to reach’ groups
are encouraged to get involved in the consultation, the materials will be prepared to be
accessible and clear.

9.2

In addition, we will ensure that:
•

The contact telephone number and email address are prominent on all published
material (including this SoCC) and enable individuals to contact the team directly
with questions or requests;

•

The Introduction to consultation and Feedback Form can be made available in
alternative forms on request (e.g large print, braille, languages other than English);
and

•

representatives of the identified community groups and organisations will be
contacted directly with details about the consultation.

8
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We have sought to ensure that venues are accessible and can be reached by public as well as
private transport. For anyone with specific additional requirements in relation to consultation
events, please email manstonconsultation@bdb-law.co.uk or call 0800 030 4137.

10

Next Steps

10.1

We will also be carrying out statutory consultation with statutory consultees and those with an
interest in the land under sections 42, 43 and 44 of the Act; and publicising the Project in local
and national publications under section 48 of the Act.

10.2

We will carefully consider all of the issues raised in the feedback and will take this into account
when finalising the DCO application. Issues identified from feedback will be included in a
detailed Consultation Report submitted as part of the DCO application, where RiverOak will
show how each issue has been considered and if it has led to a change in the proposals

10.3

If, as a result of the feedback, the Project changes to the extent that it is necessary to undertake
further statutory consultation or it is decided to undertake further consultation for any other
reason, this will be undertaken, with those likely to be affected, in accordance with the principles
set out in this SoCC.

10.4

We intend to submit our DCO application after having regard to the responses we receive. The
application would be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate who will examine it by seeking
evidence from us and other interested parties over a period of six months. The Planning
Inspectorate will then make a recommendation to the Secretary of State for Transport, who will
make a decision on whether the Project can go ahead

10.5

Further information about the DCO process is available on the Planning Inspectorate’s website
at http://infrastructure.planningportal.gov.uk

10.6

If there are any queries about this consultation they can be made to our email address,
manstonconsultation@bdb-law.co.uk, or call us on 0800 030 4137.

16275676.4
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Appendix 1
Below is a list of community groups and organisations, over and above statutory consultees, that we
are contacting directly with details of the consultation.
Manston Airport interest groups

Further/Higher Education

Kent Needs Manston Airport

Canterbury Christ Church University

Kent
International
Committee

Airport

Manston Pickle

Consultative

Canterbury College
East Kent College
Kent University

No DCO for Manston
No Night Flights Over Ramsgate
Save Manston Airport
Save Manston Airport association
Supporters of Manston Airport
Think Support Manston
Why Not Manston?

Parish/Town Councils
Acol Parish Council
Ash Parish Council
Birchington Parish Council
Broadstairs and St Peters Town Council
Cliffsend Parish Council
Manston Parish Council
Mayor and Charter Trustees of Margate
Minster Parish Council
Monkton Parish Council
Preston Parish Council
Ramsgate Town Council
Sandwich Town Council
St Nicholas-at-Wade with Sarre Parish Council
Westgate-on-Sea Town Council
Wingham Parish Council
Business organisations
Coastal Community teams
Broadstairs and Margate

10
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Suite of Consultation Documents
1.1 As part of this second statutory consultation under section 47 of the Planning Act 2008 a suite of consultation
documents relating to the proposal to reopen Manston Airport is available to the public. Together, these documents give
an overview of the development proposals including information on the potential benefits and impacts of the Project.
The documents also provide further information about environmental considerations following further progression of
environmental assessments, as well as a draft Noise Mitigation Plan that has been developed as part of the response
to the 2,200 consultation responses that were received in response to the first statutory consultation held between 12
June and 23 July 2017 (‘the 2017 consultation’). Further information is also provided on how the public can submit their
feedback.
1.2 Similarly to the 2017 consultation, this consultation also forms part of RiverOak’s initial engagement on the design of
airspace and procedures associated with the airport. As such it is a further opportunity for members of the community
to highlight any factors which they believe RiverOak should take into account during that design phase. Having taken all
such factors into account, the subsequent proposals for flightpaths and airspace will be subject to a separate round of
consultation once the DCO application has been made.
1.3 The suite of consultation documents includes:
1.3.1

an introduction to the consultation;

1.3.2

an updated preliminary environmental information report (‘PEIR’);

1.3.3

a non-technical summary of the PEIR;

1.3.4

an updated masterplan;

1.3.5

a Noise Mitigation Plan;

1.3.6

a Statement of Community Consultation;

1.3.7

an updated analysis of air freight and need; and

1.3.8

a feedback form.
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RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS
MANSTON AIRPORT NOISE MITIGATION PLAN

RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited (‘RiverOak’) has always been aware that the issue of noise created
by the operation of a redeveloped Manston Airport would be one of the issues of principal concern for
the residents of Thanet. This has been borne out in both informal and statutory consultation to date.
RiverOak understands those concerns and wishes to offer a range of commitments on future noise
related activities at the airport in the form of a Noise Mitigation Plan. The commitments are designed to
provide clarity to residents and reduce their concerns to the extent possible. While it is not obligatory to
offer a Noise Mitigation Plan at either the consultation stage or when an application for a Development
Consent Order is made, it is RiverOak’s belief that it is right to do so. It is also right that those potentially
affected by noise should be given a chance to comment upon the provisions of the plan before it is
finalised in RiverOak’s application. The following text represents the consultation draft of the Noise
Mitigation Plan upon which RiverOak would welcome comments.
The main measures, in section 1 below, use ‘quota counts’, common at other UK airports, where aircraft
are given an independently assessed score known as a quota count according to how noisy they are,
and then a total quota count is imposed. Thus there is a control of the total amount of noise from aircraft
rather than the total number of aircraft. The noisiest aircraft (with quota count 8 or 16) are also banned
from night flying altogether. The night time quota figure and that for passenger flights during the morning
Shoulder Period have been arrived at based on a typical mix of aircraft operating within the noise levels
that have been environmentally assessed rather than taking the noisiest possible aircraft, and then
adding some headroom above that figure.
Twelve further measures are then proposed, including an insulation scheme for residential and noisesensitive commercial properties likely to be affected by noise, and fines for individually noisy aircraft or
those that stray from approved flightpaths without good reason, to be spent by the Community
Consultative Committee that will be set up. RiverOak would welcome proposals from local
environmental, residential, business, tourism and other organisations who might wish to be represented
on the committee.
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NOISE MITIGATION PLAN
1

Aircraft quota count restrictions

1.1

Aircraft taking off or landing at the airport are described in this plan as follows:
1.1.1

Exempt aircraft;

1.1.2

Aircraft having a quota count of 0.25;

1.1.3

Aircraft having a quota count of 0.5;

1.1.4

Aircraft having a quota count of 1;

1.1.5

Aircraft having a quota count of 2;

1.1.6

Aircraft having a quota count of 4;

1.1.7

Aircraft having a quota count of 8;

1.1.8

Aircraft having a quota count of 16.

1.2

Exempt aircraft for the purposes of paragraph 1.1.1 are those aircraft which on the basis of their
noise data are classified at less than 84 EPNdB and indicated as exempt in Part 2 of Appendix
1 to this Plan. The provisions of paragraphs 1.4 – 1.8 inclusive do not apply to the taking off or
landing of such aircraft.

1.3

Subject to paragraph 1.2, the quota count of an aircraft on taking off or landing is to be
calculated on the basis of the noise classification for that aircraft on take-off or landing as
appropriate as follows:

Noise Classification

Quota Count

84 - 86.9 EPNdB

0.25

87 – 89.9 EPNdB

0.5

90 - 92.9 EPNdB

1

93 – 95.9 EPNdB

2

96 – 98.9 EPNdB

4

99 – 101.9 EPNdB

8

Greater than 101.9 EPNdB

16

2
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1.4

An aircraft cannot take-off or be scheduled to land during the Night Time Period where:
1.4.1

the operator of that aircraft has not provided (prior to its take-off or prior to its
scheduled landing time as appropriate) sufficient information to enable the airport
authority to verify its noise classification and thereby its quota count; or

1.4.2

the operator claims that the aircraft is an exempt aircraft within paragraph 1.2, but
the aircraft is not indicated as such an aircraft in Part 2 of Appendix 1 to this plan.

1.5

Any aircraft which has a quota count of 8 or 16 cannot take-off or land at the airport during the
Night Time Period.

1.6

The airport will be subject to an annual quota during the Night Quota Period of 4000. Each takeoff or landing at the airport during the Night Quota Period is to count towards this annual quota.

1.7

No passenger aircraft will be scheduled to take-off or land during the Night Quota Period.

1.8

The scheduling of passenger aircraft during the Shoulder Period will be subject to an annual
quota of 2000. Each take-off or landing of a passenger flight during the Shoulder Period is to
count towards this annual quota.

2

Noise insulation scheme – residential properties

2.1

A noise insulation scheme for residential properties will be offered by the airport authority to
help avoid significant adverse effects on health and quality of life. The scheme will take into
account both day time and night time noise exposure. Eligibility for the scheme is consistent
with current and emerging Government policy.

2.2

Where, upon application to the airport authority, the freehold owner of a residential property is
deemed eligible for assistance under the noise insulation scheme, they will receive £4,000
towards acoustic insulation.

2.3

Only one application will be considered per property.

2.4

Residential properties with habitable rooms within the 63dB LAeq (16 hour) day time contour
will be eligible for the payment detailed in paragraph 2.2

2.5

Residential properties which are not eligible under paragraph 2.4 but which have bedrooms
which fall within the 55dB LAeq (8 hour) contour will be eligible for the payment detailed in
paragraph 2.2.

3

Noise insulation scheme – noise-sensitive buildings
The airport will provide reasonable levels of noise insulation and ventilation for schools and
community buildings within the 60 dB LAeq (16 hour) day time contour.

4

Training flights
Other than General Aviation training that is based at Manston Airport, there will be no routine
training flights.
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5

Engine testing
There will be no open field testing of jet engines during the Night Time Period except where
operationally urgent and carried out within a designated test area.

6

Reverse thrust
The airport will establish a policy which minimises the use of reverse thrust except where
operationally essential.

7

Aircraft approach
Aircraft operators will be encouraged to keep noise disturbance to a minimum by operating a
low power/low drag procedure subject to ATC speed control requirements and the maintenance
of safe operation of the aircraft.

8

Runway Operation
When weather conditions allow, and taking into account other operational and safety
considerations including runway utilisation, the airport authority will seek to operate take-offs
from Runway 28 and landings on Runway 10 subject to such operations being in accordance
with CAA guidance and the aircraft operator’s own limitations and safety management systems.

9

Wake turbulence
The airport operator will implement the Wake Turbulence Policy at Appendix 2 to this plan.

10

Aircraft noise monitoring

10.1

Permanent fixed noise monitoring terminals will be located under each of the aircraft departure
flight paths at a distance of 6.5km from the start of take-off roll.

10.2

During the Day Time Period the operator of any departing aircraft that exceeds 90 dB LASmax
at the relevant noise monitoring terminal will be subject to a penalty of £750 and a further
penalty of £150 for each additional decibel exceeded above 90 dB LASmax.

10.3

During the Night Time Period the operator of any departing aircraft that exceeds 82 dB LASmax
at the relevant noise monitoring terminal will be subject to a penalty of £750 and further
penalties of £150 for each additional decibel exceeded above 82 dB LASmax.

11

Off-track Flight

11.1

The airport operator will install a NTK system which will track aircraft in flight.

11.2

Through the Airspace Change Process the airport authority will seek to establish NPRs which
will be designed to avoid overflying of densely populated areas.

4
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11.3

The airport will require each aircraft operator to ensure that 95% of all departures within a
calendar year remain within the NPR.

11.4

Any aircraft operator which fails to meet the target in paragraph 11.3 and subsequently fails to
work collaboratively with the airport after being notified of persistent departures outside of the
NPRs will be subject to a track keeping penalty of £500 per aircraft departure.

12

Community Consultative Committee

12.1

The airport operator will establish a Community Consultative Committee in accordance with
section 35 of the Act and with the guidance contained in “Guidelines for Airport Consultative
Committees” (Department for Transport, 17 April 2014).

12.2

The Community Consultative Committee will have an independent chair and secretary who will
be paid by the airport operator.

12.3

The Community Consultative Committee will meet quarterly in suitable premises on the airport
and the agenda and minutes of each meeting will be published.

13

Community Trust Fund

13.1

The airport operator will establish a Community Trust Fund into which all penalties applied
under paragraphs 10 and 11 of this plan will be paid.

13.2

The proceeds of the fund established under paragraph 13.1 will be applied to community
projects within the 50 dB LAeq (16 hour) day time contour and 40 dB LAeq (8 hour) contours
by the Community Consultative Committee established under paragraph 14 of this plan.

14

Interpretation

14.1

For the purposes of this plan:
‘the Act’ means the Civil Aviation Act 1982;
‘the airport’ means Manston Airport’
‘airport authority’ means the person for the time being having the management of Manston
Airport;
‘Airspace Change Process’ means the process by which airspace change sponsors apply to
the Civil Aviation Authority for a permanent change to UK airspace design;
‘ATC’ means air traffic control;
‘Annex 16’ means Annex 16 (Volume 1 – Aircraft Noise) to the Convention on International Civil
Aviation signed on behalf of the United Kingdom at Chicago on December 1944;
‘appropriate air traffic control unit’ has the meaning ascribed to it by the Air Navigation Order
2009;
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‘Day Time Period’ means the period from 0700 hours to 2300 hours;
‘EPNdB’ means effective perceived noise in decibels;
‘General Aviation’ means all civil aviation operations other than scheduled air services and nonscheduled air transport operations for remuneration or hire;
‘LAeq (8 hour) contour’ means equivalent continuous sound level of aircraft noise during the
average ‘summer night’. This is based on the daily average aircraft movements that take place
between 2300 and 0700 local time during the 92-day period from 16 June to 15 September
inclusive;
‘LAeq (16 hour) day time contour’ means equivalent continuous sound level of aircraft noise in
the 16 hour average ‘summer day’. This is based on the daily average aircraft movements that
take place between 0700 and 2300 local time during the 92-day period from 16th June to 15th
September inclusive;
‘LASmax’ means the maximum A-weighted sound level measured during an aircraft fly-by
event;
‘low power/low drag procedure’ means a noise abatement technique for arriving aircraft in which
the pilot delays the extension of wing flaps and undercarriage until the final stages of the
approach;
‘maximum certificated landing weight’ means the maximum landing weight authorised in the
certificate of airworthiness;
‘maximum certificated take-off weight’ means the maximum take-off weight authorised in the
certificate of airworthiness;
‘NPR’ means a specific flight path which aircraft with a maximum take-off weight in excess of
5700 kg are to follow up until an altitude of 4,000 ft or as directed by ATC;
‘Night Time Period’ means the period from 2300 hours to 0700 hours;
‘NTK’ means Noise and Track Keeping System;
‘Night Quota Period’ means the period from 2300 hours to 0600 hours;
an aircraft is deemed to have taken off or landed during the Night Time Period, Night Quota
Period or Shoulder Period, as the case may be, if the time recorded by the appropriate ATC
control unit as ‘airborne’ or ‘landed’ respectively falls within that period;
‘noise classification’ means the noise level band in EPNdB, for take-off or landing, as the case
may be, for the aircraft in question, as defined in Part 2 of Appendix 1 to this Notice;
‘passenger aircraft’ means an aircraft operated principally for the purposes of carrying
passengers;
‘quota’ means the maximum permitted sum of the quota counts of all aircraft taking off from or
landing at the airport during the relevant period;

6
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‘quota count’ means the amount of the quota assigned to one take-off or to one landing by the
aircraft in question, this number being related to its noise classification as specified in paragraph
2.3 of this plan;
‘Shoulder Period’ means the period from 0600 hours to 0700 hours; and
‘start of take-off roll’ means the point at which an aircraft which is aligned with the runway
centreline begins to move forward with the intent to take-off.
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APPENDIX 1

NOISE CLASSIFICATION

PART 1
1

The noise classification for an aircraft on take-off or landing as appropriate means

1.1

for the purposes of landing:

1.2

1.3

1.1.1

in the case of an aircraft certificated to the standards of Chapter 2, 3, 4 or 5 of Annex
16 (or the equivalent standards): the certificated approach noise level of the aircraft
at its maximum certificated landing weight, minus 9 EPNdB; and

1.1.2

in the case of a propeller aircraft with a maximum take-off weight not exceeding 5,700
kg and any other aircraft not certificated to the standards of Chapter 2, 3, 4 or 5 of
Annex 16 (or the equivalent standards): the noise level indicated in relation to that
aircraft in the noise data supplied for this purpose to the CAA.

for the purposes of take-off:
1.2.1

where the aircraft is certificated to the standards of Chapter 3, 4 or 5 of Annex 16 (or
the equivalent standards): half the sum of the flyover and the sideline noise levels in
EPNdB as measured at the certification points specified in that Annex during the
noise certification of the aircraft at its maximum certificated take-off weight;

1.2.2

where the aircraft is certificated to the standards of Chapter 2 of Annex 16 (or the
equivalent standards): half the sum of the flyover and the sideline noise levels in
EPNdB as measured at the certification points specified in that Annex during the
noise certification of the aircraft at its maximum certificated take-off weight, plus 1.75
EPNdB; and

1.2.3

where the aircraft is a propeller aircraft with a maximum take-off weight not
exceeding 5,700 kg or any other aircraft not certificated to the standards of Chapter
2, 3 or 5 of Annex 16 (or the equivalent standards): the noise level indicated in
relation to that aircraft in the noise data supplied for this purpose to the CAA.

Subject to paragraph 1 of this Schedule, the current noise classifications for aircraft on take-off
or landing as appropriate are indicated in the tables in Part 2 of this Schedule, which are not
exhaustive.

8
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1.4

In paragraph 1 of this Appendix, 'the equivalent standards' means:
1.4.1

in the case of Chapter 2 of Annex 16: FAR 36, Stage 2;

1.4.2

in the case of Chapter 3 of Annex 16: FAR 36, Stage 3;

1.4.3

in the case of Chapter 4 of Annex 16: FAR 36, Stage 4;

1.4.4

in the case of Chapter 5 of Annex 16: FAR 36, Stage 2 and 3.

PART 2
Note: Aircraft are listed alphabetically in the following arrivals and departures tables according to type.
The engine type and any acoustical or other treatment necessary to enable the aircraft to achieve its
noise classification are also indicated. Each of the entries in the columns headed EXEMP (i.e.
EXEMPT), QC/0.25, QC/0.5, QC/1, QC/2, QC/4, QC/8 and QC/16 indicates the maximum certificated
landing or take-off weight (as appropriate) for that aircraft which will meet the QC rating. For example,
a B747-400 with PW4056 engines and no acoustical treatment will be classified for departures as QC/2
if it has a maximum certificated take-off weight of up to and including 292.19 tonnes. However, it will be
classified as QC/4 if its maximum certificated take-off weight is more than 292.19 tonnes but not more
than 370.57 tonnes; or as QC/8 if its maximum certificated take-off weight is more than 370.57 tonnes
but not more than 394.63 tonnes.
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Part 2

-

Noise classification according to type ARRIVALS
-
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—
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—
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—
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NORDAM hushkit see STC SA573XNM

48 53

—

8737-200/-2000(ADv)

JTBD-91-iS)-i7 & A cogs at-S (hr

006DAM hushhs Sen STC SAS73XNM

48 53

8737-20012002 NON ADV

JTSD-15/-17 66 cogs at -1560

NORDAM huskS/I see SIC 5A57300M

8737-201ADV

1792-15 er-iSA
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—

—

—

—

—

—
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—

—

—
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—

—

—
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—

—

—
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—

—

—
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—

—
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—

—
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—

—

—
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—

9737-62-3

CFM55-3-81(R)

4982

—

—

—
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—
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—
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—
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—
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—
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CFMO6-7927

With Winglets arid with Flaps 40 degrees

6532
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8747-200

JTSD-70A

8747-200
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—
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—
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—
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—
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—
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—
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—
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-
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—
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285 76

—

—

—

5747-400

P004056 (-3)

Phase III (P502)

28576

—

—

—

8747-400

PW4056

28569

—

—

—

8747-400
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8747-400

P004056 (-3)

8oio rahng 667501b Phase (/l(652C)

23574

—

—

—

5747-40-3

P004056 (-3)

Phase II) (FB2C( & Nese reducton in/el

285 76

29574

—

—

—

8747-400

P004056 (-3)

289 76

30209

—

—

—

8747-40-3

68211-5242

25574

—

—

—

8747-400

95211-524H2

25574

—

—

—

B747-4500

CF6-BOC2B1F

270 80

—

29565

00th Ni Modifer

—

—

—
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ARRIVALS

Manerrum oert/t/natad land/ag we/WI tcnaes
Neae Level Baad IEPNd9)
Quota Caunt

Aircraft

Eng/ne

<54

94-869

97-899

90-929

93-559

96-989

99-1019

EXEMP

00/0 25

00005

00/1

0C12

QC/4

QCI8

QC/16

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

Remarks

B767-4005R

CF6-807288F

15876

8777-200

GE90-769

201 70

9777-200

VEga-SOB

20865

9777-200

GESO-909

20865

9777-200

0890-948

20865

9777-200

PW4077

9777-200

Treat 877

20185

9777-200

Tract 884

21319

8771-200

Tract 855

21319

9777-200

P004090

21315

8777-200

Trenr 850

20965

9777-300

Tract 892

23768

8777-300ER

0560-1 15811 158L

9787-8

Tract 1000-A

9787-8

Tract 1000-0001

8787-8

Treat 1000-NOt

9787-5

Treat 1000-C/al

8787-8

Treat 1000-C/Or

8787-8

Tract 1000-6/01

8787-8

Treat 1000-5/01

Ar 77,00015 sea level srar/o thrust

201 85

251 29
17237
17237
Vl/th main landing gear

p1<96

172 37

V/Oh main lead/n9 gear p1<55

17237

aITh ma/n Had/ag gear plugs

17237

172 37

772 37

5787-8

GEnn-1664003

9787-8

0000-1804004

5757-8

GEa<-1854004

9787-8

GEao-1 870004

9787-8

0000-1870004

9797-9

Treat 1000-02

8787-9

Treat 1000-62

19278

9787-9

GEne-i 870/P2GOI

19278

SAc I-li Ocr/es 200

Spay 505-14, A, AW nr 0

/00th mod 5320 Pads A,D & 5

3221

BAa 1-11 Sacas 300

Spay 511-14cc -14W

V/Oh mod 5320 Ports A B, D&E

3288

SAc 1-11 Oeaes 400

Spay 911-14 or -74W

Va//h mod 5320 Parts A, B, 0&E

3255

BAa 1-11 Oaaes 475

Opey 512-14000

04th mad 5320 Parts A, 8,068

3910

SAc I-Il Saves 500

Spay 512-140W

00/rh mod 5320 Parts A, 9,066

3940

SAc 1-lI Oar/es 510

Spay 512-145

V//IS mod 5320 PaSs A. 5 056

SAc t25-l000yJ-1000S

FW305/PW3059

BAa 120-70000-7008 (401

TFE-731-3-IH

SAc 125-70000-7008 (HO)

TPE-731-3-tH

BAa 125-7009

TFE-731-5R-1H

SAc 125-800

TPE-731-SR-1H

17237
77237
WOh ma/n land/ag gear plugs

172 37

With main land/ag gear plugs

17237

17237

19278

3900
11 34

R averse thrvst mod 255991

958
9 98
SOS

W/th OH ReverserMod 259293

1089

w/th OH Reverser mod 259283

1059

BAa 128-800

TFE-731-5R-1H

SAc 125-80000-8008

TFE-731-SR-1H

BAa 125-80000-8009

TFE-731-SR-IH

gao 125-800XP

TFS-731-SBR-1H

BAn 125 Ocr/es l-(521 1 (HO)

V/par 521

Flap mod 252672

BAa 125 Ocr/es 1(801

V/per 520

Flop crud 252672

SAc 120 Oar/es IA (HO)

TFE-731-3-1H

Mad 252605

8 87
887

1099

1055
1059
921
821

BAe 125 Series 1A (HO)

TFE-731-3-1H

Mod 252606

BAa 129 Oar/as 18 (HO)

V/per 521

Plap mad 252672

9 97

8Ae 125 5cr/es 19/9-522 (HO)

Viper 522

Flap mod 252672

897

BAa 129 Series 19/0-522 (HO)

V/per 522

Flap mod 292072

8 87

BAe 125 Ocr/as 19-522 (HO)

V/per 922

Flap mod 252672

BAa 125 Oar/es 3A (HO)

TFE-731-3-1H

Mod 252603

887
907

BAe 125 Series 3NRA (HO)

TPE-731-3-1H

Mod 252600

BAe 125 Sea/es 3B (55)

V/per 522

Plop mod 252672

507

SAc 125 Oar/es 3B/RA (HO)

V/per 522

Plop mod 252672

9 07

BAe 125 Oar/es 3B/RC (HO)

Viper 522

Flap mod 292672

BAa 125 Series 400th )HS)

TFE-731-3-1H

Mod 252650

BAe 125 Ocr/es 4009 (HO)

V/per 522

Flap mod 252672

BAa 125 8cr/es 4038 (HO)

Viper 522

Flap mod 252672

BAe 125 Series 600A (HO)

TPE-731-3-tH

Mod 252468

BAe 125 Oar/es 600A and B (HO Viper 601-22

<101 9

907

907
907
807
907
998

S/lancer mod 252405

SSB

BAe 125 Series 600B (HO)

Viper 601-22

BAa 125 Series P39 (HO)

TFE-731-3-1H

Sag mod 252603

BAa 125 5cr/es P39/gA

TFE-731-3-IH

Eag mod252551

9.07

BAa 125 Series P400 (HO)

TPE-731-3-IH

Eng mod 252551

907

9 SB
907

Part 2 Noise classification according to type ARRIVALS
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ARRIVALS

Mammum certtlinated landurg weaht
Noise Level Band (EPNUB)
Quota Count

Aircraft

84-808

87-899

50-929

93-959

96989

99-101 9

EXEMP

CC/S 26

CC/U 5

CCII

CCC

CC/4

CCI8

Sngne

Remarks

BAe 126 Senos FROGS (HO)

TFE-731-3-1H

Engmod 262469

SAc 746-100

ALF 502R-3

SAc 146-100

ALF 502R-4

SAc 146-100

ALP 6026-5

Plus epban 71/1

BAe 148-100-20

ALP 6026-3

Plus eptioe7lll

3327

RAe 146-100-20

ALP 502R-3

BAa 146-100-20

ALP 502R-3A

Plus optian7lll

3327

BAe 148-100-20

ALP 502R-4

Plus optron7l/1

SAc 146-100-20

ALP 502R-4

BAa 146-100-21

ALP 502R-5

BAa 146-100-31

ALF 502R-5

Plus option7l/1

BAa 146-bOA

ALP ftO2R-3A

Plus ophoe7b/1

3327

BAa 146-200

ALP 5025-3

Plus eptmn7b/1

3515

BAe 146-200

ALP 502R-3A

Plus eptine7lll

3515

BAa 146-200

ALP 5029-ft

Plus ophnn7b/I

3674

She 146-300

ALP 5029-5

Plus ep5007lll

3833

BAa 146-300

CF 507-iF cr-H

BAa 145-RJ100

CF 507-iF

(AVRO i40-RJIO0I

4014

BAa 14ft-R170

CF 507-iF

(AVRC 146-5170)

3788

BAa 146-RIBS

CF 507-iF

(AVRO 146-RIBS)

3856

SAC 748 Genes 1 (Aura)

RR Dart 514

BAa 740-2A

RR Dart 532-2

BAa 748-2A

SR 004534-2

7Vth a/her RAe mad 5408 or 5617

BAa 749-25

55 Dart 534-2 535-2 or 536-2

V/h erther BAa mod 64GB or 6517

SAc 748-2B

SR Dad 534-2, 535-2 or 536-2

RAe ATP

POW FW12S

BAa ATP

POW PW125A

BAe ATP

P6W PW 126A

BAa Jetstroam 3100

Garret TPE 331 series

BAa Jetstreem 3200

TP5331-12UA)R)-70rH

Dowty propeller R33314-82-F/12

BAa JeIstream 3200

TP5331-I2UA(R5702H

McCauley prnpeller 4HPR34C6S3IL106PA

BAa ]etstream 41

TPE331-I4GR-801H(L)I14HR-B01H(R

Beech 200

PW PTSA-4I

HarGell propeller HC-D4N-3 410-9383K

567

Beech 200 or CI2F

PW PTSA-41

McCauley prnpeller 4HFR34 C754104L6-0

567

Beauh 200 or 200C

FW PT6A-41

HerGell propeller HC-B3TN-3Gar-3N

667

Beauh 350

PW FT6A-60A

HoWell propeller HC-B4MP-3C/M10476N

680

Boech 400

17150-5

Baach400A

JT15D-5

Beech B200, B200C,B200CT

PW PT6A-42

Harloell propeller HC-B3TN-3GffIOI7BHB-3R

567

Beech 8200, B200C,B200CT

PW PT6A42

McCauley prepetar 3GFR-34C7021100LA-2

567

Baeuh B300

PW PT6A-60A

HartZell propeller HC-B4MP-3/M10476K

680

Beech 1500C

P6W PT6A-BSB

HaWaII propeller HC-B4MP-3A/M10B77K

Beech P33

Conttneetal 10-520-B

McCauloy propeller 3A32C75/B2NB-2 (Boeanoe)

Boech MU300

17160-4

559

Beech MU300-10

JTI5D-5

644

Beechcraft Ktng Air CR06

PW PT6A -21

458

Beechcreft 0/8mg Ae 200

PW PT6A -130

Ball 206B3

Al/son 250-0208 or C20J

-

<84

— — — — —

— —

<101 9
OCt16

—

066
32 82

—

32 82
—

3327

33 27

—

33 27

—

—

—

—

—

—

33 27

—

3327
—

—

—

3516

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

4014

1051
1951
1500
1951
2225
2225
Hamrtton 615500/Fl props, Mod 10271F

2313
650
736
736
1012

—

644
712

—

—

7 30

—

—

—

—

494
Jetftenger

—

1 64

—

Bell 420

PWC2O7D1

Bell 430

Allison 250-C40B

Bombardier B0-100-iAiO

Henatunall A0907-1-IA

Challenger 300

Bombardier BD-100-1A10

Honetunell A5907-2-1A

Challenger 350

1549

Sombardier 50-500-lAID

PWI524G

CSenes CObS

6230

Bcmberdiar B0-700-IAb0

BR700-710A2-20

Global Eopreas

3565

Bombardier 80-700-1611

BR700-71DA2-20

Global 5000

3565

Bombardier CL-600-2E25

CP34-gC5

CR11000

Boo-Norm Islander

LYC 0-540-E4C5

Cenadeir CL-650

ALF-502L-2

Canadair CL-600-2B16

CP34-3A2

Challanger B01-3A

Cenadeir CL-600-2B16

CF34-3B

Challenger 604 6040X, 605

1724

Cenadair CL-6D0-2B1B

CF34-3B1

CR1 100/200

21 32

Canadair CL-ROb

CP34-1A

Canadoir CL-SOS

CP34-3A

1633

Cenadair Regional let

CF34-3A1

2132

CA0AC-212-CB

Garret OPt 331-5-251C

626

—

S
318

—

—

—

—

421
1531

—

—

3687

—

299
16 33
1724

—

—

—

1633
—

—

—

—
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ARR/VALS

Mammrrm cerSflcated Iand<r9 werght tennes
Noae Level Band (276dB)
Qrrcta Ceant

Aecraff

Engine

Remarks

<64

64-999

57-899

90-929

93-558

56-555

99-101 9

<101 9

EXEMP

QC/0 25

DC/S 5

DC/i

QC/2

QC/4

DC/S

DC/iS

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

CASA C-212-CC

Garret TPE 331-10-5010

735

CASA CN-235

GE CT7-7A

1420

CASA C-295M

PW127G

Cessna 3109

Censnenta) )O-520-M

—

Cessna 404

Prarr & WhOney PT6A-34

Glen

Cessna 404

TCM-GTS/0-520-M

Glen

391

Cessna 421C

TCM-GTS/D-520-L

Golden Eagle

336

Cessna 000/501 CoaSon I

JT15D-l/-IA

513
5 95

Cessna5lo

PW6I5F-A

363

Cessna 525/5

Wi//rams PJ44-2C

522

Cessna 525A

/55//rams F144-3A-24

923

Ceesna 5259

W/Sams PJ44-3A

5 78

Cessna 550 Cftarron II

JTI5D-4

6 12

sor

CIa/on /

—

—

391

W//ams P144-2A

cessna

2320

2 50

Cessna 550 CSaSoo Brave

PW53OA

6 12

Cassn a 590 COat/en V

JTI5D-5A

6 90

Cessna 560 Crtatron S/Ga

JTI5D-50

690

Cessna 650 Cr90509 XL

7W 640/5

Cessna 560 Crtatran XLS

7W 5459

848

Cesnna 060 Cr90500 Enoorn phrn PW 5368

550

—

—

849

Cessna 950 Crtason V/

T7E731-3B-1000

Cessna 650 CrtaSon VS

TFE731-4R-25

Cassnas80

PW3OSC

Cessna ROSA

7W 3060

Cessna 750 C/taSon X

A//rson AE30676

1442

Cessna 7406 Caravan 1/

7W PT6A-112

447

Censna 73156

ConS/rental T5/O-520-B

250

Cenvarn 580

Airsen 501-0136

DC1O-10

CF6-601A

CC1O-rO/-r5

CF6-50C2-F

16450

DC1O-10/-15

CF6-6K

16490

DC1O-30/307

Cr6-SOC

18643

DclO-30/20F

CF6-5001

18643

DCO-30/30P

C76-5002

15760

OC1O-30/30F

CF6-5002-R

15232

0C15-36/306

CFS-SOC2B

19232

DCrO-40

JT8D-20

18280

907
907
1229
COar6n La5tvde

1251

2399
18488

OCIO-40

JT9D-20J

E

DCIS-40

JT9D-59A

18280

0C3

PWR-1830

E

DCS

PWR2BOO-CB3

2

DC8-71

CFMS6-2-C1

11703

DCB-7r

CFM55-2C5

108 89

DCB-72

CFM56-2-C1

19340

DCB-72

CFM56-2-C3

158 86

DCB-73

CFM58-2-Cl

0C9-30

JT8D-7

ABS Hrsshk/l (SOC SAI613GL)

4581

0C9-51

JTBD-51A

ABS Partnanshrp Chaprer 3 Hrtshkrt

4950

DHC-6 Twrn 09/er

7W PISA -20

525

DHC-7-iSr

P&WPTSA-50

1880

DHC-7-1S3

PEW PT8A-50

1905

DHC-B-101

UACL PEW PW12O ar PW12OA

1838

DHC-8-102

UACL P8W PWI2O en PW12OA

15 38

DHC-B-31 1

UACL PEW PW123

DHC-B-4S2

PEW 150A

Dramond GA 42

TAE 125-02-59

1 79

Darnrar 328-100

PWII9B an PWI 19A

1323

er C47 Dakota)

—

12474

—

1905
2809

Darn/er 328-lOS

PW11SB

Darn/ar 328-300

PW3068

14 39

Ec/pse EASOS

PW61OF-A

254

EH /ndustr/es EHIOI

GE CT7-SA

Embnaer Bandeesnte 6MB-il S

7W PT8A -34

Embraer EMB-120

PEWPW-115 er-118

Embreer EMB-t21

Praft & Whrtney PTSA-2B

Embraen EMB-135

Re//s Reyce AE3067A1

328-100 wrth Mcd IS and 2180 SHP engrna

9323

9480
567
1083
X/ngu

6
1 850

Part 2
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ARRIVALS

Mawmum certynated andcrg weight
Neon Level Band (EPN9B)
Quota Count

84-869

87-869

90-929

93-969

96-989

99-101 9

>1019

EXEMF

QCSO 25

DC/S 5

QCII

QCQ

QCI4

CC/S

OCt16

Ancraft

Engrne

Remarks

Embreer EMB-13561

R000 Royce AE3007A2

Legacy 650

Embraer 5M8-145

Allison A53007A

1870

Embraer EMB-145 CR

A/leon AE3057A1

IS 30

— —

Embraar EMS-SOS

Pratt & Whrtney FW61 7F-E

Phenom tOO

443

Pratt & Wlctnay PW535E

Phenom 300

765

Embraer SRI 170-100 LR

General ElectrA CF34-8E5

Embraer SRI 170-200 CR

Generat Elect>> CF34-8E5

Embnaer SRI 190-tOO CR

General Electric CF34-1055

—

General Electro CF34-10E5
General Slectro CF34-10E7

EurecoptarAS3s5Fl

Al/son 25S-C2OF

Eurocopter AS355N

Arrvs 1A

Eurocopter 80 105DB

A/loon 250-C208

Eurooopter 80 lOS D85-5

Allison 255-C205

Eurocopter SCI3ST1

Turbomeca Arnus 291

Eurocoptar EC135T20

Turbomeca Arnus 282

Eur000pter ECI55B

Turbcmeca Arrrel 2Ct

—

Fairchild SA227-AC

Gerrett TFE-331-t 1 U

6 35

Wvngletc and Improved Aoeusho Chevron Nozzle (Block S2(

4505

656
562

Fa:rch/d SA227-AT

Garrett TFE-331-1 1U-SO1G

Mel/n MC

635

Faovhrld SA227-AT

GorneSrPE-331-ltU-SIIG

Goody R321/4-52-P/8 propeller

658

MvCauley 4HFR34C652(y( /L705LA-S propeller

CF700-20-2

Falcon 2005

CFE 735-1-18

Falcon 2000

CFE 738-1-lB

Falcon 2000S

POW FW3O8C

Falcon 2000EX Easy

POW PW3OSC

Falcon 55

IFS 731-3

Falcon 50

TFE73t-3-IC

—

S

284

—

291

Merlw MC

ATF3-6-4C

—

240

S
—

McCouiey 4HFR34C6S2EI//-((105C() propeller

Falcon 200

—

—

—

Garrett TFE-33t-1 1 U-V12G

Falcon 25

—

33 30

264

Garrett TPE-33t-t 1U-6OtE

IFS 731-58R-2C

—

—

—

Fonchtid SA227-AT

Falcon 20

—

—

4500

Fairch/d SA227-AC

GorreO TFE-33t-12UHR-701G

—

34 10

Embraer SRI 190-200 CR

IFS 731-2

— — —

4300

Embraer SRI 160-200 CR

FaonhSd SA227-DC

— —

20 00

Embraer EMB-505

Falcon 15

-

<84

—

490

—

—

7 45
—

—

—

750

—

1310
1235

—

1252
With Dee Howard TA 6000 thrust reverser

14 97
1497

—

1783

—

—

—

—

—

SF1 Take off performance

1783

16 19

Faluon 5OEX

TFE73I-40(-tC(

FalconSOS

TFS731-5A

1905

Falcon 600

TFE 731-5AR-IC

1900

Falcon 5558/9650

IFS 731-5BR-IC

1905

Falcon 505EX

IFS 731-55-iC

2518

Falcon 7X

Pratt & Whoeey PW 3S7A

28 30

Fokkar P27 Mk555

Pratt & Whttney 1258

Fokker F27 Mk255405505 600

RR Dart 505 senos

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

16 15

1620

—

18 95

—

Wtth huehkrt mod I 800

—

1973

Fokken F27 Mk2004ES500605 RR Dart 505 nones

19 73

Fokker F28 MkS7S

RR Toy 820-15

FokkenF2BMkStOO

RRTayS2S-15

FokkenF28MkSlSS

RRTayRSO-15

Fokker F28 Mkt000

Spay Mk595-15

5 chute nozzle plus tailppe Seer

2676

Fokker F28 Mk1500

Spay MkSSS-15NIP

S chute nozzle plus tatptpe (tIer

29 76

Pokker P28 Mk2555

Spay Mk555-15

S chute nozzle plus tailpipe hoer

26 76

Fokker F28 Mk2505

Spey Mk555-1SN/F

5 chute nozzle plus tatpipe hner

2678

Fokker P28 Mk3005

Spay Mk555-1SH

5 chute nozzle plus taripipe Irner

2903

Fokken P28 Mk3055

Spay Mk555-15H

Unsilenced

29 03

Fokker P28 Mk4555

Spoy Mk555-15H

5 chute nozzle pius tar/pipe liner

2903

Pokkor P28 Mk4555

Spey Mk555-15H

Unsilenned

2903

Fokkar F28 Mk4555

Spey Mk955-1SP

5 chute nozzle pius tailpipe Itner

Pokkar P28 MkS005

Spay Mk555-15H

5 chute nozzle plus tatpipe liner

Gultotream G-l

RR Dart Mk 529

Gullstream G-ll

RR Spay 51 1-8

Gultstream G-ll

SR SPEY 51 I-B

Gultstraam G-llB

RR Spoy 911-8

Gulfotream G-lll I-I/B

RR SPEY 511-8

Gulfstraem G-tll

RR Spay 911-8

3674
3876
3992

31 93
31 30
—

—

S

—

—

26 54

wrth Ep taeko

S

Quiet Technology Stage 3 hush kV(STC S2S18AT(

—

2854
2664

—

Quiet Technology Stages hush kit (SIC 5053S21AT(

—

—

Guffstream G-IV

lAY 610-8

2854

GullotreamG-IV

TAO 811-8

2694

Gullstream G-IV (G45S(

Tap Si i-8C

2993

Gulfstream G-IV SP

TAY 61 1-8

2993

—

2654

—

—

—

-
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Noise classification according to type ARRIVALS
-

ARRIVALS

Maermunr sertr5cated landmg weight
No/se Level Band (EPN4B)
Ovola DevIl

AIrcraft

Engrce

87-899

95-929

93-959

96988

99-101 9

EXEMP

00/0 25

DC/S 5

00/1

adO

0-214

OC/8

00116

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

6R700-7/OA/-/O

3416

BR700-7/0C4-//

3416

Gv/fstream /2-SI )G650)

6R700-726A/-/2

3788

0-Slstream 200

P6W PW3O6A

1381

Gal/dream 0/SD

HonooaeiI TFE73140-AR-200G

984

Galfsrrearrr /2260

#enaywe/l 60507-2-10

14 83

Vvppy

Al/son 521 D22C

Hawker 750

TFE73/-SBR

1089

Hawker 650XP

TFEZ31-5BR

1059

Hawker 800XP

7FE731-60R

Hawker 40-20

PW3ORA

1520

kle96 Ice SracdardhtHso-/23171 1182 prope/er

1069

5/ 1124

TFE 731-3-10

862

6/ Astra SEX

TEE 73/105-2000

530

IL-/RD

VAt 2014

IL-62M

D- 30Kv

5-620

0-305<

L-75T)TD)

D-30K7 )D-305P 28<1)

/L-76TD-VOVD

PS-50A-76

5260
75/h nose svppressors

10700
10700
15150
15500

5-50-300

PS-OOA

Learjet 23

116/0-11-4

RaisbeCk 51k/I

540

Raisbesk Mk II

540

CJ6/0--1l-4
CIR I 0-6

Lear1e/245

11510-6

Learlet 246

01510-6

17500

540
540

—

540

tear/el 24F

01610-6

543

Lear/ar 24F-A

C16/0-6

5 as

tearjet 25

CJ610-C

6 03

Lear/ar 25 96db/F OR

dlS/0-969A

803

hear/er 28/23

0161085

Lear/er 31A

TEE 731-2-38

645
726

Learer 3500

IFS 731 -229

Lear/el 35A

TEE 731-2-29

taarjer 35PG5A

TEE 731-2-28

654

tear/Ft 35A

TFE 731-21

726

645
-

645

Learjet 45

TFE731-20

8 70

Lear)o/45

TFE73/-206

870

Lear/ct 45

TFE731-2OAR-/6

8 70

Lear)et 46

TFE73/-209R-18

870

Learjet 95

IFS 73/-3A-25

Learjet 60

PW305A

Laar(at M55

TEE 731-3A

</0/ 9

Remarks

Gullstream /2-V

Lear/ct 24

<<ens

84889

/2<1/stream /2-V OP (0680)

Lear/ct 24/240

-

<84

771
8 85
Aeronca thrast reverser

771

Learjet M55

TEE 73/GA

S/U necole

817

Lear)et M560

IFS 73/-3A-3AR

96th roaerser

8 17

Learjer 0550

TEE 731-36-369 -36

aS//h reverser

917

te<kheedL/011-r

RBO/1-229

Lc<kheedLlOll-IDO

R92/1-229

Lockheed L10/1-200

R921r-9249

16239
/6692
16692

LoCkheed L/0/1-388-/-14 & -15 R92/1-22B)eSB 72-870-3)

18682

LeokheedLlo/1-385-/ -15

RB21/-229

/5692

Le<kheed L/Dt/.386-/ -/9 1537 R921/-228

18240

LeekheedLlo/1-385-3

RBOr /-924B4

LeckheedL/0l/-50

R92/1-229

16239

Lo<kheedLlo/1-500

R92//-924B

/6692

Lockheed Lb/I-SOS

692/1-52493

16692

Leckhaed L/011-900

692/1-62494

LoCkheed /329-236 (lateral)

TEE 731-3/6

Lockheed L /88A

A/Seen 50 /0-13

43 35

Leckheed L 1880

A//idol 5010-13

4450

18892

18692
1633

Lockheed L382G Herca/es

A//sen 501-0226

MD-/i

CE6-80C2D/F

2/3 67

MD-//

PW4450

2/3 97

MilItary <cr5101 C/30

6/ 24

MD-I/ Prel9nter

PW4462

MD-80

1780-209

MD-8D

JT8D-2r7

680-3

MD-SO

IT8D-2/7A

68 03

2194/
6597

—
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Noise classification according to type ARRIVALS
-

ARRIVALS

Maximum certOcated landing weght Genes
-

Sown Level Rand EPNdB

AIrcraft

c84

84-869

87-899

90-929

93-959

56-569

99-101 9

QOaC6untEXEMP

QC/0 25

DC/S 5

DC/i

QC/2

00/4

Dc/s

00/16

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

Remer8s

Engine

.10-80

118D-2i7C

5800

MD-82

JTSD-217C

6800

MD-82

JTBD-219

6800

MO-83

JT50-215

6800

MD-87

JTBD-217A

5857

M0-87

JTSD-217C

5900

9.10-87

JT8D-219

5900

MO-as

JT8D-219

MD-9S-35

lAS V2525-D5

5441

MD 900 Explorer

PW2S6A

284

Mooney M2SJ

LycominO l0-350-A3650

1 22

Mooney M2OK

Teledyne TSIO-360-G8i

1 32

6328

Padenavia P686

LYC l0-350-A1B6

/59

Pioggio P-isO

PW PTSA-66

4 54

Pletus P0-12/45

PT6A-67B

With Har/Oell Prep HC-E4A-30/E1C4776

450

Prarus P0-12/47

PT6A-676

/96th Hertzeil Prep HC-E4A-301E104776

4 50

Plper PA-23-25V

LYC /0-540-0465

°per P96523-25-2

LID 10-043 0455

Fper PA 20-15/

LTD 0-322-DOG

Sensetot. 74DM6-0-E-2

P,yer PA-28-235

LYC o-543-J35y0

Herrn.i HD-F2YR-1F/FS4SSA3R Propel/er

Plper PA-3r-300

LYC Tl0-540-J26D

Pper PA-31

LYC TrD-540-2A0

Pper PA-34-270T

LyoomngTSrQ-250-E

Seneca/I

Pper PA-34-202T

Teledyne /5/0-25/-S

Senece II

203

Pper PA-34-220T

Cent/rex/al TSIO-260-K8

Seneca III

213

P.perPA-51-SCCP

LYC l0-540-SIAS/-POAS

Purtra (ECF/SA333rr/G

Turbem-ena IVA

Rayrheen 302 Pnem-/or 1

WI/am-s-Re/c 5144-2A

Ronkvvo/ Oem--ne//er 6530

Garret/IPE 33/-625-4K

0MB SF34SA

GE CT7-5A

236
220
1 DV
1 35
318
295
200

272
S
525
Turbo Cornim-ender

58
/202

0MB SF34XA

GE CT7-5A2

0MB SF34/A

C-S CTT-7E

/202

0MB 2000

AIisen AS 21 DOA

2200

Oabte/InetSS

TFE 731-39

080

Sabre/net 85

CF700-2D-2

Sheds S033S

PEW PT6A-45R

Shells 00250

PEW PT6A-S5AR

Ii 84

Sheds 60365

P6W PT6A-65R

11 84

Sheds 00360-300

P6W PT6A-67R

Sikorsky S7EA

Al/icon 250-COOS

Sikorsky 5758

PEW P166-36A

Sikorsky 0760+

Turbenneca AmId 261

Siketsky S-92A

GE-CT7-B

05-60/ Corvette

JT/SD-4
SaM146-1S17

Sweeringen Mm-i/n III

TPE33/-115-6S1G

TranceO 0162

SR lyne MK22

TU-154M

0-30 Ku-154 (SAM/

TU-2S4-IC-V

PS-BOA

TU-2S4-1200

SR RB2I
PS-BOA

Yak-40

A1-25

Yak-42

0-26

S DC ed/i/area
-

1234

0 55
1025

/202

5 31
1202
600

Oukhei RRI-556

TU-204C

0101 9

Super/el 100

4100

4700
With nese suppressors

6S0S
8820
8950

1-53564

9/ 50
1470
With noise suppressors

—

5000
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Noise classification according to type DEPARTURES
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DEPARTURES

Mexrmvm cerhhcated take-aftwemht
Noise Level Sarrd )EPNdB)
/00870 Covnt

Aircraft

Engtne

Agvita AIO5S

P7v207C

Agvsta AIOSA II

Al/son 250-C205

Agvsta A1OSE

PW206C

rtgustaAiiS

PT6S-37A

Azbvs A30052-IC

CF6-50CC2R

Azbus A30052-203

CPS-60C2

Atrbvs A30052-203

CF6-50C2

-

<84

84-668

87-899

97-919

93-559

96-989

89-101 5

EXEMP

DC/S 25

DC/S 5

DC/i

DC/2

DC/4

DC/S

DC/iS

—

—

—
317

—

—

—

—

—

<151 8

Remarks

260
300
272
14200
lcd 2160 short nozzle)

14200

Mad 33052150 shorn nozzle)

14200

Air/us A30052-203

CPS-50C2

Atrbus A30082-320

ITSO-55A

Az/vs A30052-320

JT9D-55A

A<bvs A30052K-3C

CF6-S0CC2R

dm585 A30052K-3C

CF6-50CC2R

Avbus A30054-153

CFR-60C2

Mcd 2160

16700

Azbvs A30054-103

CF6-50C2

Mcd 3305 3373

15750

Azbus A30054-703

CPR-50C2

15700

A:rbus A30054-120

JT50-59A

16000

Ac/vs A30094/C4/F4-203

CF6-00C2

Mod 2150 )sho9 nozzle)

76500

Am/vs A300941C41F4-203

CF6-50C2

/lcnt nozzle)

76500

000<5 A38084-220

1T90-55A

Az/us A30084-2C

CFS-50C2C2R

Mod 33052100 s/cd ncozln)

Az/us A30054-2C

CF6-50C2C2R

Mcd 3373

hz/us A30054-2C

CF6-50C2C2R

157 SO

Az/vs A30054-601

CFS-80C2A1

76500

dmbus A30054-R03

CF6-50C2A3

16500

Az/vs A30054-R05R

CFS-60C2A5

17170

Ar/us A30054-R20

JT5D-7R4H1

‘Urbus A30094-622

P004168

AtrbusA300B4-622

PW4158

Ac/vs A30054-622R

74200
Mod 3305

157 50
14200

Mcd 33052150 short nozzle)

13700
14200

165 00
700 00
10000

16500
Mod 6560 )JA0-kt)

17770

PW4158

5-pavksge eqvrtpnd A300-622 are eqmv

171 70

Mad 8560 lAS-ks)

16849

Mod 53275771 & 604

12975

742 00

77770

Arrbus A30094-R22R

PW4159

A,rbvsA3iO-203

CF6-80A3

Arrbus A310-203C

CP6-60A3

Atr/usA3i0-203C

CF6-80A3

13315

74200

Ar/us A310-204

CPS-50C2A2

144 79

16000

Ar/us A310-221

JT5D-7R4D1

147 59

14200

Az/us A310-222

/790-75461

147 59

Air/us A310-304

‘DF6-50C2A2

14469

Ac/us A310-306

CF6-80C2A8

16400

Arrbus A310-322

JT50-7R4E1

15300

Az/us A310-324

PW4152

Am/us A310-324

PW4152

Air/us A31S-325

PW415RA

AirbusA3iS-112

CPM55-589/P

Air/vs A315-i11

CFM56-5B5

A,rbus A315-i Ii

0PM56-595/P

McA No 25800-SAC

Aobus A31 5-Ill

CFMS6-595/P

Mod Nas 25800-SAC and 27772

Air/us A31 5-712

CPM06-586

7200

Az/us A319-112

CPM56-558/P

7350

Air/us A31 9-174

CPMSS-SAS

Ar/us A319-115

CPM5S-587

Ar/vs A319-132

IAE 02524-AS

Airbus A319-133

lAB V2527M-A5

rsrbvs A320-1 ii

CPM5S-5-AI

67 IS

7700

Az/us A32S-21 I

CPM5R-5-AI

6779

7800

ur/us A320-212

CFM5S-5-A3

Png mads 2077521476

7048

7600

Air/us A320-214

CPMS6-594/P

Engine Mad No 25800 SAC

7380

830S

17170
74200

Mod9921 )5-package)

15700

15700
75700
164 05
6450
7200
7200
6650

7550

6400
6200

74 00

7850
7550

56 00

7550

Am/us A32S-216

CPMS6-596/P or CFMS5-5B5/3

Ar/us A320-231

V2555-A1

Airbus A325-231

V2505-AIM58 22467

Amrbus A320-232

02527-AS

Air/us A325-251e

CPM LEAP-1A2R

7900

Amrbus A320-271n

P041 127G-JM

7700

dir/us A321-ll I

CPMS6-551 or CPMSS-SBID

7605

Am/us A321-112

CPMS6-562

7535

ROSS

Arbus A321-131

V2530-AS

6130

9000

7700

BUMP Raftng

7489

7700

7570

7800

7700

7900
9000
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Noise classification according to type DEPARTURES
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DEPARTURES

Max/mum cer/troated teke-otlwe,ght tonnes
-

Neoe Level Bard (OPNdB)
QuotaCount

<84

84-869

87-899

90-029

93-998

06-999

99-1019

>101 9

EXEMP

00/025

DC/OS

CCII

QC/2

QCI4

CC/B

CC/OS

Airorafl

Engine

Remarks

ACbus A32t-21 1

CPMS6-SS3lP

Engore Mod 28800 SAC

8500

5000

Airbus A321-21 1

CFM5S-5B31P

Engine Mods 25800 SAC end 27772

8900

9500

AC/us A321-214

CPM56-58-4

Sngle or doable annular combustens

— —

— — —

7530

— — —

8300

Airbus A321-231

02533-AS

7500

SODS

Airbus A321-232

V2530-AS

8300

9350

An/us A330-202

CPO-0001A4

Engore rated at 70000 lb

230 DO

AC/us A330-202

CFO-BOEIA4

Wocgiets and wlh cutback

233 DO

AC/us 7030-202

CPO-BOEIA4B

Wmglots and carp Mod 92776- Thrust Bump

23300

Airbus A330-223

PW41OBA or PW41 70

23800

Air/us A330-301

CF6-8001A2

23000

A:rbus A330-302

CFS-BOE1A4 or CF6-006tA4lB

ACbus A330-243

SR Trod 7728

Alrbus A330-342

SR Trent 772

Avbus A330-343

OR Trent 772-60, 7720-80 or 772C-60

Air/us A330-322

PW4160

ACbus A340-2t 1

CFMS6-5C2

23t 50

27000

AC/us A340-3t 1

CFM50-5C2

23399

27000

Air/us A340-3t2

CFMO0-5C3

Air/us A340-31 3

CFMOS-5C4

Air/us A340-31 3

CFMEO-5C4

AC/us A340-54I

SR Trent 553

37200

AC/us A340-542

SR Tront 556A2-0I

30000

Air/us A340-642

RR Tront 556

AC/us A350-541

89 Trod XWS-04

AC/us A380-541

SR Tront 570

40000

56900

Air/us A380-B42

SR Trod 572

40000

56900

AC/us A380-661

PA GP7270 or GP72700

40000

56500

Airbus He/copters A0305N2

Arriel 1C2

Anlonou 12 CUB

luchenho Al 20%

Anlcnou 12 BK

lvohenbo Al 20M

Antonov 129

luohenbo Al 2DM

AB-OBl propeller

Antonoa 22

NK-12MA

AV-00 prupellnr

Actonov 26

luchenko Al 247

AdtonoC 72

0-38-lA

Antoncu 124-100

0-1 ST wiSAW

Actonou 225

0-1ST

06th eoous/o treatment

ATR42-200

POW PW12O

Pull Power

1875

ATR42-300

POW PW12O

Pull Power

0700

AT942-320

POW P71121

Pull Power

1090

AT972-t 011-1 02

POW PW124

Full Power

1959

AT972-2D1/-202

POW PW124

Full Power

21 50

ATR72-210

POW PW127

Pull Power

21 50

ATR72-212A

POW PW127P or PWI27M

Hamdton Standard 56SF-I propeller

2350

87070009 ADVIC

/730-7

Quiet Skies Staga 3 Hushkit

9717-200

9R700-715A1-30

18,5001/ SLOT

5489

8717-200

BR700-7tSCI-30

21,0001/ SLOT

5489

B727-100 (FED EX I

JTBD-7/A/B

06th Boeorg eeoc lie

B727-100 (FED EX I

JT8D-9 or -9A

8727-lOOSE

2o JIBD-2t7 / to JTSD-5/SA

VALSAN hushkC

R727-I7RE

2o ]TBD-217 (10 1780-9/gA

CALSAN hushbd

8727-200

]TBD-1SIA

FedEo Hushho

55 30

8727-200 (FED EX.(

JTBD-7/NB

06th Burbank Aeronautical Corp nao

0093

R727-200 (FED OX I

IT5D-7B(A( (B(

B727-205 (FED OX I

JTSD-7B(A( (B)

Wok Burbank Aeronautical Corp nao.

5727-200 (FED EX (

JTBD-OlA

rulth Burbank Aeronautical Corp nec.

B727-205

ITBD-7

STC 5A4533NM

8074

8727-200

JTBD-9

STC SA4B33NM

7846

B727-205

1790-17

°TC STOO350AT & SASB39NM

8836

8727-200

ITBD-17R

STC SA5B3BNM

B727-200RE

20 JTBD-2t7C Ito JTBD-l 5

CALSAN hushkS

0641

B727-200RE

20 JTBD-217C /10 IT8D-I 7

VALSAN hushke

9004

B727-200RE

20 JTBD-217C Ito JTBD-17A

VALSAN hushk/t

r727-200RE

2o ]TBD-219 / tO JTBD-77A or7B

B727-200RE

20 JTBD-2t7 / 10 JTSD-1 S

Bprpoodr/ch Super27 madiloe/on

SB 6B

8727-200

2o JTBD-217C 010 JTBO-17

STC 0A4363NM

8867

23500
18500

25000
23000

21200

23500
21700

27000
27600
Engine Mcd 44200- Thrust Bump

27500

28000

36500
24000

27900

428
-

CUB

/0

the NATO dos5n000n

6100
61 00

-

-

61 00
25000
2400

-

3480
352 03
54000

15273

7680

11th Burbank Aeronaut/cal Corp nec

7688
9570
7501

4th Boo/CO nacelle

ALSAN hushke

7830
7830
76 BB

8641

8503
7688

Pa 2 Noise Classification according to type DEPARTURES
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Noise classification according to type DEPARTURES
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CEPARTURES

llaoirnunr cert7/oated take-oR wemht tanne
-

Ne/se Ceuel Bend /295/49)
C/iota Count
Aircraft

Engine

Remarks

9747-4050

CPE-900291P

With Ni modifier

9747-4700

CP6-80C291P

5747-403F

CP6-930291F

5747-4COF

DFE-800265P

9747-400P

0F6-SSC2B5F

ERF, Eogioe includes Ni modihnr

5747-40/F

PW4655 (-IC)

9kg 419 Ph I (P920) & Noise reduction )n:et

5747-495p

p7/2705 -iC)

B747-400F

P04055 (-3)

9747-40/P

PW4062A

9747-400/P

PW4056 (-3)

>84

84-666

87-899

93-929

93-959

95-989

99-1019

EXEMP

007-325

00/0 5

CC/i

06/2

0014

CD/S

—

— — —

>101 9
00/15

—

— — —
31339

37780

31229
39583
306 83
41277
39589
35099
Phase/I P920)

39453

0hase III P920)

39463

41277

9747-SF

0900-2957/579

9747-SP

ITSD-7A

31795

9747-OP

1T80-7F/-7J

255 37

41277

44770

9747-OP

55211-52492

31070

8747-OP

59211-52404

37942

9747-SP-Z5

R92ti-524D4

31932

9747-SR

J750-7A

276 70

31943

9747S5/-tC0

CF6-45A2

With -20/2/241 race//es

67475R/-i070CC/370

J790-3A

Ci>. tOD0Niace:/nn

32205

574705/-i /0/2/0/300

1T50-3A

With 02005 nace/er

32209

974709/-; /0/2/0/300

1090-7

With ‘t00041 nace//es

9747S5/-100/200/300

1797-7

WOO 2/CON naue7nr

9747SR/-i/0270/370

]T90-/A

00th iCDCtinace:/es

67470R/-I0/2202370

1T50-7A

WOh2CCDN neoe7ns

9747SR/-100000/370

1T90-7F

00th i/CON naoe/ies

97470R/-t00000/305

]TO0-7F

With /206000 eeoc/es

32599

340 19

974700/2100/200/300

1050-71

0/h 270070 nace//os

32469

351 /3

9757-270

P02037

9707-270

P1004-2

9757-200

R92t -5350

10170
11590

31193

33294

11550

tt793

9767-203

CFS-83A

15409

9707-2C0

1090-7945

Packa3e A Eng InstallS> 9G702 5cr/cs

13900

10900

0797-200

ITOD-7R4D

Package 9 Eng Install NO 9/2970/9/2900 serlea

13405

15995

13519

16650

OCEC6 rating

14439

10021

9767-200/200 ER

CF6-80C29

5757-207/760 ER

CPE-900292

19329

9797-2007-200 ER

0P6-900292P

15390

9707-2007-200 ER

0P6-800254

9757-200/200 ER

CFE-800294F

14029

17094
Ni MedIer

14329

15390

1T90-4RE

13519

9797-200/-200 ER

1790-7940

12917

9797-2007-20/ER

1T90-7R4E

13019

9767-2001-200 ER

1T90-7R4E4

135 19

9797-2007-20068

P004000

8757-2001-205 ER

PW4052 )P92T)
P04075 (P929)

9767-2007-200 ER

PW4056 PHASE 7/ (P920)

9767-2007-200 ER

PW40E0

9767-200/-2C0 ER

P004060 PHASE III (P920)

15921

15321

9767-200/-200 ER

9747-200/26096

19330

16550
10920
17020

15920
16279
00th noise raductian inlet

15205

t79 17

nmse reducren inlet

t47 00

17917

1St 44

17200
/05

9767-2051-20/ER

PW4060A

9797-305

0F6-900295P

8767-300 6 -30066

0P6-900292P

151 90

9767-300 & -300ER

0P6-800294

17549

18460

9757-3C5 6 -30CER

0P6-900295

17509

14460

17769

18460

16930
00th_Ni meddler

17928

95 tO

6787-3009 -30069

0P6-900289 (lade>)

5757-3006 -30068

0F6-800297F 1109cc)

196 99

9767-300 & -300ER

P004006 (P928)

19460

9767-300 8-30066

nW40S6 PHASE//I (P920)

9767-300 & -300ER

P04060 (P829)

B767-300 8 -300ER

33254

10900

99211-53594

1790-7R4E

324 50

11240

99211-535940

0F6-9042

33294

34020

9757-260

9767-200

304 00

33250

0757-3c-3

9797-2t0/-200 ER

34019

00/h Ni nod/i/er

‘-‘4th ne/se reduct/en inlet

14900

198 89

P004060 PHASE/ti (P920)

With ne/se reduction inlet

14400

18205

18689

8767-300 & -30099

tW4062 PHASE/Il (P8201

With ne/se reduotien inlet

17400

19688

8787-300 & -300E9

R82i i-524G

17599

18461

18480

-

-

Part 2

-

Noise classification according to type DEPARTURES
-

DEPARTURES

Maoinrun’ -mrE0oated take-ollwerght tonnes
-

Neoe Level Band (EPNdB(
Quote Covet
Aneraft

Engine

<84

84-869

87-899

90-929

93-959

96-969

99-101 9

EXEMP

QC/O 25

QCIO 5

QCI1

QC/2

QCI4

0018

QCI1E

—

—

—

—
17069

—
18461

—

—

—

2292

24267

Remarks

8767-300 & -360ER

9821 1-624H

B787-400ER

CF6-80C2B8F

6777-200

10660-766

6777-200

10080-656

6777-200

0690-906

9777-200

10650-949

6777-200

PW4077

6777-200

Trent 977

24721

9777-200

Trent 864

29933

6777-200

Trent 896

25766

6777-200

PW4060

8777-200

Trent 690

204 12

28690
28650
26308
At 77000 sea level claIm thrust

24267

237 97

24675

29393

Irent 692

29937

6777-30068

1009-3-1156111 5BL

391 63

6787-8

Tract 1000-A

6787-B

Trent 1000-4101

6787-8

Trent 1000-4101

9787-8

TrerU 1000-Clot

9787-8

Trent 1000-C/ot
Trenl 1000-6101

6787-8

Trent 1000-6101

29484

29766

26690

8777-300

9787-8

192 56

22793
27964

Wlh mom landmg gear plugs

73958

66th mom landng gear plugs

1999

‘10th mom landing geor plugs

19266

22793

22793
21904

22793

22793
19266

6787-8

GEnv-1 6641003

9787-B

106<0-1 6641004

6787-B

GEno-1 6641004

6797-8

GEno-I 9701004

8787-B

GEno-1B7OGO4

9787-9

Trent 1000-12

16278

26206

8767-9

Trent l000-K2

18278

25265

9787-9

GOnn-1 B70/P21001

BAa i-il Serbs 200

Spey 006-14. A, AW or D

Wth mod 5320 Pa6s A,D 66

3630

BAe 1-it Sores 300

Spay 511-14 or -14W

W8h mod 5320 Ports A, 9,005

4060

RAe I-ti Seres 400

Spey 511-14 or-14W

66th mod 5320 Parts A, B, DOE

4060

BAe I-li Seres 475

Upey 512-140W

66th mod 5320 Parts A, B DOE

4468

SAc 1-Il Series 500

Spey 512-14 OW

V/Oh mod 5320 Parts A. B, DOE

4740

BAe 1-ti Seres 610

Spey 512-146

W1h mod 5320 Pane A, B, DEE

BAe 125-1 0000/-1 0008

PW3061PW3058

BAe 125-70041-7006(601

TFE-731-3-1H

BAe 125-70041-7006 (HO(

TFE-731-3-1H

SAc 125-7008

TFE-73i-6R-H

BAe 126-BOO

TFE-731-5R-1H

SAc 125-BOO

TFE-731-6R-IH

WOh OH Reverser mod 289263

BAe 125-600418006

TFE-731-5R-iH

/th OH Reverser mod 259283

16144

22763
20869

Wlh mern larrthng gear plugs

181 44

Wrh mom landing gear plugs

18144

22753

22763
20865

22793

22793

238 74

23265

4355
1406

Reverse thrust mod 296991

11 57
1157
Ii 57
1243
1243
12.43

BAe 125-BOOAI800B

TFE-731-8R-IH

1243

BAe 125-800XP

TPE-731-SBR-1H

1270

BAe 126 Serres 1-16211(8S)

Vrpnr 521

BA5 125 Oeres 1 (89)

Viper 520

BAa 125 Series 1A (HO)

TFE-73t-3-1H

Mod 252608

BA5 125 Oeres IA (HO)

TPE-731-3-1H

Mod 252606

BA0 125 Serres 1816-522 (HO)

rUpee 522

1007

BAe 125 SerIes 19/0-522 (HO)

rUper 822

984

BAe 125 Series 18-522 (HO)

Viper 522

962

BAe 129 Senes lB (HO)

ViperS2l

BAe 125 Sense 3A (HS(

TPE-731-3-1H

Mod 252603

864

8Ae 128 SerIes 30/RA )HS(

TFE-731-3-IH

Mod 252600

1071

SAc 125 Series 39(85)

Vper 522

984

BAa 128 SerIes 38/94 (HO)

Viper 522

1034

BAe 125 Series 39/BC (HO)

Viper 822

BA5 125 Serres 400A (HO)

TFE-731-3-1H

BAe 125 SerIes 4009(HS(

VIper 522

BAe 125 Series 4539 (HO)

Viper 522

BAe 125 SerIes BOSA (HO)

TFE-731-3-1H

BAe 125 Series 605A and 9(80 Vrper E51-22

<101 9

962
944
984
-

962

902

1071
Mod 252550

1071
1057
1071

Mod 282468

11 57

Mod 252405

9Ae 128 Series 65GB (85)

Viper 601-22

BA5 125 genes P39 (HO)

166-731-3-18

Eng med 252603

flAe 125 Sense F3B/RA

TFE-731-3-1H

Peg ma 252551

1157
1187
9 84

Part 2

-

Noise classification according to type DEPARTURES
-

Maotmum cerEScated rake-off wetght fences

DEPARTURES

-

No/ce Leue/ Band (EPNdB)
Quota Count
ArreraS

Engme

Remarks

..

BAa 125 Senes P400 /HS(

TPE-731-3-1H

Eng mod 252551

RAe rIO Senes P6888 (HO)

TFE-73f-3-1H

Eng mod 252469

BAe 149-f 08

ALP 5029-3

<84

84-86 g

87-899

80-928

93-998

90-889

99-1019

<1Sf 9

EXEMP

DC/S 25

DC/S S

DC/f

QCD

007/4

DC/B

DC/f 6

— —

— —
1071
11 57

3447

BAe f 46-100

ALF 5029-4

BAe 146-100

ALE 5029-5

Rue ens optton7f/f

37 35

BAe 146-100-20

ALP 9029-3

P/us eng optton7//1

37 31

BAe 146-100-20

ALE 5029-3

8Ae 1 46-100-20

ALP 502R-3A

P/us eng op/ton7f/f

3731

8Ae 146-100-20

ALP 5029-4

P/us eng op/toc7f/f

37 31

8Ae 146-f 00-20

ALE 5029-4

BAef46-f00-21

ALES02R-5

RAe 1 46-100-31

ALE 5029-5

P/us ecg op/toc7f/1

3610

BAe 146-bOA

ALE 582R-3A

P/us ens eptten7l/1

373;

BAe 1 46-200

ALE 602R-3

P/us ens ep//on7f/f

4060

RAe 146-200

ALE 5029-IA

P/uo ens op/tnn7Gf

4060

BAe 146-200

ALE 5029-5

P/us ens eptton7f/f

42 18

BAe 140-388

ALE 5029-5

P/uo eng op/tnn7//7

4423

BAe 145-370

LE607-IF on 1H

BAe 145-RIf 00

LE587-IP

/AVRO 146-91/88)

BAa 146-9/70

LE507-fF

/AVRO /4S-RJ70(

4082

BAe 146-9185

LE587-f F

/AVRO 746-9185)

44 00

RAe 748 Sense 1 (Auto)

99000514

BAe 748-2A

99 DotS 532-2

8Ae 745-25

99 Dart 534-2

00th ct/her BAe mod 6488cr 5577

2109

RAe 748-28

TR Dos 534-2. 535-2 or 536-2

0/7/h ct/her BAa mod 6408 or 6517

2189

SAc 748-28

99 DotS 534-2, 535-2 or 536-2

BAn AlP

PEW PW125

RAe ATP

POW PW12SA

BAn ATP

POW PW126A

RAe 10/0/teem 3780

Garret TEE 337 senee

BAe Je/otreem 3280

TPE33I-/2UA(R)-70/H

Dovu/y prope//er R333/4-82-E/12

7 35

BAe JetS/ream 3200

TPE33I-I2UA(R/-702H

McCau/ey prepe//et 4HFR34C653/L106FA

735

3447

37 31

3731
3731

4504
4604

E
20 19

21 89
2293
2283
Ham/ton 6/5500/Fr props Mod 1027fF

2368
6 95

RAe Ic/c/room 4/

rPE331-r4GR-sOrH(L(/14HR-SS1H(R’

Beech 280

PW PT6A-41

Hart9e// prope//en HC-D4N-3 A/0-6383K

567

6eeoh 200 or C2E

PW PT6A-4f

MoCoutey prope//er 4HFR34 C754/S4LA-0

567

Beech 200 or 280C

PW PT6A-4r

HorDe)) prepe//er HC-B3TN-300r-3N

567

Beech 350

PW PT6A-60A

Harfze// prepe//er HC-B4MP-3C/M10476N

680

Reech 400

IT; SD-S

Beenh 400A

11150-5

Beech 8200 B280CB200CT

PW PT6A-42

Beech 8200 B280C6200C1

PW PT6A-42

McCau/ey ptope//en 3GFR-34C702/SS8LA-2

567

Beech 8380

PW PT6A-68A

HerOeS prope//er HC-B4MP-3/Mf 0476K

6 60

Beech

SSSC

— — — —

7043

7 16
7 38
Harta// prepe//er HC-B3TN-3G/T1017BHB-3R

POW PT6A-66B

Harte// ptepe//ct HC-B4MP-3NMI 0877K

Beech P33

Centtnen/a/ /0-520-B

MoCau/ey prose//er 3A32C76/82NB-2 (Bonanza)

BeechMU300

JT1SD-4

Beech MU300-/0

JT1SD-5

Beeuhnraft Ktng Ac C88A

PW P766 -21

567

753
1 54
640
715

HarOe// HC-B3TS-2(B) prope//er

458

Teeohcraft 6/5mg Ac 200

PW PT6A -135

Be)) 20683

A//teen 250-C28B or -C20J

Ba//425

PWC2S7D

Be)) 430

A//teen 258-C4OB

Bombard/er 80-1 DO-fAr S

Hone/cnn)) A0657-f-1A

Cha//enger 300

Bembatdtet 80-100-f AlO

Heeeyce// AS507-2-f A

Cha//eeget 350

1842

BombardterBD-580-1A10

PW1524G

COat/es COlDS

6078

4 94
Je/Rongen

E
318
421
1762

BembardtenBD-705-IAIO

69700-71 SA2-2S

G/oba/ Eepress

4513

Pembard)er 60-700-1 All

BR780-710A2-20

G/obc/ 5000

39 78

Bombard/er CL-600-2E25

CE34-8C5

CR11000

Cc/S-Norm /5/anden

[CC 0-640-E4C5

Canada/r CL-600

ALE-SS2L-2

Canada/t CL-680-2B16

CE34-3A2

Cha//anget 6S1-3A

2057

Canadetr CL-600-2B16

CE34-3B

Cha//erger 504. 684DX, 605

21 69

Canada/c CL-680-2B18

CE34-3B1

CR1 100000

2404

Canedetr CL-601

CP34-f A

2046

CanadatnCL-6S1

CE34-3A

2046

Canada/c Reg/one/ let

CE34-3A1

2404

4000

4164

2 99
1671

Part 2

-

Noise classification according to type DEPARTURES
-

DEPARTURES

Marvmum oert0oeted rake_off weight
Nawe Level Sand EPN48I
Quota Caunt

-

<94

64-666

67-699

90-929

93-559

96-969

99-101 9

EXEMP

DC/S 25

DC/U 5

00/1

QCI2

0014

00/8

00116

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

Aooraff

EngLne

Remarks

CASA C-212-CB

Garret TPE 331-5-251 C

Fu/ Power

649

CASA 0-212-CC

Garret TPE 331-10-5010

Pu/ Power

771

CASA CN235

GE CT7-7A

Ful Power

1442

CASA C-296M

PW127G

Cessna 3109

Conbnental l0-620-M

2320
200

Cessna 404

WaS & WhOney PT6A-34

TOan

361

Cessea 404

TCM-GTS/O-620-M

Than

381

Cessna 421C

TCM-GTSIO-520-L

Go/den Eagle

336

Cessna 500/501 Citation I

IT1SD-1/1A

535

Cessna 501 Crtehan I

W//ams F144-2A

567

Cessnaslo

PWS1SF-A

392

Cessna 525A

Wd/ams P14420

5 61

Cessna 525A

WI/ems F144-3A-24

5 67

Cessna 5258

W//ems FJ44-3A

6 29

Cessna 550 C/cOon /I

1T150-4

6 40

Cessna 550 Crtason Bravo

PW53OA

6 71

Cessna 560 C/a/mn V

JTI5O-5A

Cessna 560 Cilalon UTra

17150-50

Cessna 550 CSaSon XL

SW 545A

Cessna 560 Citason XLS

PW 5455

515

Cessna 550 COcOon Enoore PIus P06 0355

763

721
7 35
9 07

Cessna 650 Crt050n VI

1FE731-35-1000

999

Cessna 650 Cftation VII

TFE731-49-25

1043

Cessna 580

P063050

Cessna 680A

PW 3060

Cessna 750 COaSon 0

Al/son AE3007A

Cessna P406 Caravan II

P06 PT6A-1 12

447

Cessna T31OR

ConOnenlal TSI0-520-S

2 50

Canoe> 580

A//son 509-Dr 35/

0010-10

CF5-6DIA

0010-10/15

CFE-5002-F

0010-10/15

CF6-6K

0010-30

CF6500

25946

0010-30/-305

CP6-500t

26762

0010-30/-305

CF65002

26750

DCIO-30/-30F

CFS-5002-R

20945

DC1O-30/-30P

CF6-50025

28040

0010-40

JTSD-20

24040

0010-40

1790-201

1374
COcOon Latlude

93 97
16 19

2640
20638
20640
20040

0010-40

1T90-SSA

0C3 (en 047 Daketa)

PWR-1830

E

006

PW92500-C83

E

008-71

CPM56-2-Ct

148 78

008-71

CFMS6-2C5

147 42

0C8-72

CPMSS-2-C1

15876

008-72

CFM56-2-C3

15676

23439

008-73

CFMS6-2-C1

DC9-30

JT8D-7

ASS 90555/I (STC SA1613GL)

009-St

1T80-17A

ASS Pertnershp Chapter 3 Hushkl

DHC-6 Twin Oner

PW PTSA -20

DHC-7-1Sl

PEW PT6A-60

Pu/I Pewen

DHC-7-103

PEW PT6A-50

Fu/l Power

DHC-8-lOt

I

16103
4763
5488
5 25

IACL PEW PW12O an PWI2OA

1950
IS 56
1497

DHC-8-102

UACL PEW PW12O an PW12OA

1565

050-8-311

UACLP&WPW123

1950

090-8-402

PEW tSOA

2926

Diamand 0A42

TAE 125-02-59

179

Dormer 328-900

PW119A or PWI19B

1364

Denniar 328-100

P061199

Oennier 328-300

PW3069

1566

Eohpse EA500

PW6IOF-A

2 72

EH Industnes EHISI

GE CT7-6A

tmbraer Bandeinante EMB-1 10

PW PT6A -34

Embraen EMS-120

PEW PW-1 15 ar-118

Fmbraer EMB-121

PraS & Thritney PT6A-28

328-100 w4h Med tO and 2180 SHP engine

1390

1490
967
1150
X>gu

E

25950

>101 9

Part 2
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Noise classification according to type DEPARTURES
-

Maximum oediticatad rekeoff weight tanner

DEPARTURES
Noise Level Band IEFNdBI
Quota Count
Aircraft

Engine

Embreer EMW139

Rolls Royce AE3007AI

Remarks

Legacy 560

v84

84469

87499

9042 B

93959

95489

99i0l 8

EXEMP

DC/a 25

QCIO S

QCI1

QCI2

QCI4

QC/8

DC/is

—
2220

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

Embraer EMW1358J

Rolls Royce AE3007A2

Embraer EMWi45

Allison AE3007A

2430

Embraer EMBi46 LR

Al/icon AE3007A1

Embreer EMB-500

Pratt & Palcitney PWBI7F-E

Phenom iSO

475

Embraer EMB-SOS

Pratt & Whitney PWS3SE

Ph009m 300

8 i5

Embroer ER] t70-iSU LR

General Electrio CF34-8E5

3960

Embraer ER] t70-200 LR

General Electric CF34-8E5

4037

Embraor ER] iSO-iSO LR

Taneral Electric CF34-1SE6

Embraer ER] t 90-200 LR

General Electric CF34-tSE5

Embreer ER] 190-200 LR

General Elactric CF34-1S67

Eurocopten AS355Ft

Allison 250-C2SF

EurccopterAo35SN

Anrius IA

Euronepten 80 iOS GB

Allison 250-C2SB

Eurevnpter 80 t55 DBS-5

Al/san 2S0-C2OB

Eur000pton EC135Tt

Turbomena Arrius 28t

284

ftvncvnpter ECt 35 T2o

nurbemeca Arrius 292

291

Eurovnptar ECiSUB

Turbumeve Arriel 2C1

Fairchild SA227-AC

Garrett TPE-33t-i 10

Deu/y propel/ar R32t/4-62-F/8

Farchcd SA227-AC

Garrett IPE-33i-i 7U-612G

McCauley 4HFR34C652E/(l-(IIS6LII propeller

Fairchild SA227-AT

GarrenlPE-33t-tlU-6OtE

Merlin MC

662

Fairchild 5A227-AT

Garrett TPE-33i-I 10-Cot G

Merlin MC

6 35

Fairchild SA227-AT

GarrettTPE-33t-ilU-5itG

Quwty R32i14-62-F/8 prcpelier

659

Fairchild SA227-DC

Garrett TPE-331-I2UHR-7StG

McCou/ey 4HFR34CE52iII(l-L1S6LA-0 propeller

748

Falven to

IFE 731-2

Falvon 20

TFE 73i-58R-2C

Falcon 20

CF700-20-2
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Part 2 Noise classification according to type DEPARTURES
-

-

DSPARTURES

—

No>> L>val 80>4 (EPN48)
0>01>

CoorS

Moo>rrorr r rrhliooter l->ke-off w-

—

84-850

87.899

50-925

93-959

96-989

99-1019

>101 9

EXEMP
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APPENDIX 2
WAKE TURBULENCE POLICY
Wake Turbulence is caused by spiralling movements of air from each wingtip on an aircraft. These
movements are known as wake vortices and they trail behind the aircraft and descend as they rotate.
Normally vortices will dissipate in the air. However on very rare occasions the vortices can strike roofs
causing tiles to become displaced in the immediate vicinity of the airport.
Wake turbulence damage is usually verified by its pattern of damage. Only traditional slate or tiled roofs
can be damaged and this damage is usually in the centre of the roof. The tiles are usually lifted and
rotated, unlike damage usually caused by bad weather or winds.
The policy to be adopted for the airport will operate in the same way as established wake turbulence
policies at other UK airports and can be summarised as follows:
•
•
•
•

Anyone suspecting their property has been damaged by wake turbulence should call the
airport authority immediately and if possible make a note of the time and date that the incident
occurred. This will help to confirm whether the damage was caused by an aircraft.
Within two days of the call, an independent surveyor accompanied by an experienced airport
expert will visit to assess the damage.
If urgent repairs are required immediately the property holder should take photographs of the
damage to provide to the airport authority and the independent surveyor.
If the damage is verified as being a result of wake turbulence caused by operations at the
airport, arrangements will be made for repairs and in appropriate instances, for the roof to be
strengthened.
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List of Section 42 consultees (prescribed consultees local authorities & PILs)
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Section 42 Consultees
Relevant Local Authorities
Thanet District Council
Kent County Council
Dover District Council
Canterbury City Council
East Sussex County Council
Surrey County Council
London Borough of Bromley
London Borough of Bexley
Thurrock Council
Medway Council
The Health and Safety Executive
Health and Safety Executive
NHS Commissioning Board and relevant
clinical commissioning group
NHS Commissioning Board
NHS Thanet Clinical Commissioning Group
Natural England and Historic England
Natural England and NE Sustainable
Development Team - Sussex and Kent
The Historic Buildings and Monuments
Commission for England
Historic England and HE (South East Region)

The relevant fire and rescue authority
Kent Fire and Rescue Service
The relevant police and crime commissioner
Police & Crime Commissioner for Kent
The relevant Parish Council
Acol Parish Council
Ash Parish Council
Birchington Parish Council
Broadstairs & St Peters Town Council
Cliffsend Parish Council
Manston Parish Council
Minster-in-Thanet Parish Council
Mayor and Charter Trustees of Margate
Monkton Parish Council
Preston Parish Council
Ramsgate Town Council
St Nicholas at Wade with Sarre Parish Council
Sandwich Town Council
Westgate-on-Sea Town Council
Wingham Parish Council

The Environment Agency
Environment Agency and EA South East Region
The Maritime and Coastguard Agency
The Maritime and Coastguard Agency
Civil Aviation Authority
Civil Aviation Authority
Secretary of State for Transport
Secretary of State for Transport
Integrated Transport Authorities and
Passenger Transport Executives
Transport Focus
The Relevant Highways Authorities
Kent County Council Highways Authority
The Relevant Strategic Highways Company
Highways England and HE OD South East Spatial
Planning Team
The Coal Authority
The Coal Authority
The Relevant Internal Drainage Boards
River Stour (Kent) Internal Drainage Board
Public Health England
Public Health England and PHE Environmental
Hazards and Emergencies Dept, Centre for
Radiation, Chemical and Environmental Hazards
The Crown Estate Commissioners
Crown Estate
The Forestry Commission
The Forestry Commission
The Secretary of State for Defence
Ministry of Defence
Other stakeholders sent s.42 consultation
materials
Ambulance Service NHS Trust (South East
Coast)
National Air Traffic Services
Homes and Communities Agency
Trust for Thanet Archaeology

Relevant Statutory Undertakers
Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd
Network Rail
Highways England Historic Railway Estate
Royal Mail Group
South East Water
Southern Water / Southern Water Services
Limited
Affinity Water (South East region)
National Grid Gas Distribution Ltd
National Grid Gas plc
Northern Gas Networks Limited
Scotland Gas Networks plc
Southern Gas Networks plc
Wales and West Utilities Ltd
Energetics Gas Ltd
Energy Assets Pipelines Ltd
ES Pipelines Ltd
ESP Connections Ltd
ESP Networks Ltd
ESP Pipelines Ltd
Fulcrum Pipelines Ltd
GTC Pipelines Ltd
Independent Pipelines Ltd
Indigo Pipelines Ltd
Quadrant Pipelines Ltd
Energetics Electricity Ltd
Energy Assets Power Networks
ESP Electricity Ltd
Fulcrum Electricity Assets Limited
G2 Energy IDNO Limited
Harlaxton Energy Networks Ltd
Independent Power Networks Ltd
Leep Electricity Networks Ltd
Murphy Power Distribution Limited
The Electricity Network Company Ltd
UK Power Distribution Ltd

Utility Assets Ltd
Utility Distribution Networks Limited
South Eastern Power Networks PLC
UK Power Networks; UK Power Networks
(South East Services) Limited
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
National Grid PLC
National Grid Holdings One PLC
National Grid Nemo Link Ltd
Blue Transmission London Array Ltd
Thanet OFTO Ltd
SSE Pipelines Ltd
Southern Electric Gas Limited
Kent and Medway NHS and Social Care
Partnership Trust
Kent Community Health NHS Foundation Trust
South East Coast Ambulance Service NHS
Foundation Trust
East Kent Hospitals University NHS Foundation
Trust
NHS Thanet Clinical Commissioning Group
NHS South Kent Coast Clinical Commissioning
Group
NHS Digital
Health Education England
Health Research Authority
National Institute for Health and Clinical
Excellence
NHS Commissioning Board Special Health
Authority
National Treatment Agency
NHS Blood and Transplant
NHS Business Services Authority
NHS Litigation Authority
NHS Trust Development Authority
NHS Improving Quality
NHS England South East- Kent & Medway
regional team

PILs
Address Line 1

Address Line 2

Trident Place
Trident Place
Tamblin Way
51 Homer Road
51 Homer Road
Paragon House
51 Homer Road
P.O. Box 88
Croft Road
The Watermill
Southern House
Southern House
Civic Centre
Monks Orchard Road
3 Temple Quay
P.O. Box 3191
18 Kelvin Close
St John's Street
St John's Street
53 High Street
1 Central Square
P.O. Box 89
PO Box 89
3 Prenton Way
Unit 1
Bona Vacantia
Division
37 St. Margarets
Street
37 St. Margarets
Street
Camburgh House
Camburgh House
Camburgh House
Camburgh House
184 Windermere
Avenue
184 Windermere
Avenue
12 Kings Avenue
3 Lloyd Road
3 Lloyd Road
8 Cliffside Drive

Address Line 3

Address Line 4

Mosquito Way
Mosquito Way
Solihull

West Midlands

51 Homer Road
Croft Road
Crossflatts
Broughton
Yeoman Road
Yeoman Road
Stockwell Close

Solihull
Crossflatts
Bingley

Temple Back East
One Temple Quay
Cambridge

Cheveley
South Glamorgan
Principality
Buildings
Principality
Buildings
North Cheshire
Trading Estate
The Depot

Bristol
Bristol

Queen Street

Postcode
AL10
Hatfield
9BW
AL10
Hatfield
9BW
Hatfield
AL10 9EZ
B91 3QJ
Solihull
B91 3QJ
West Midlands B91 3QJ
Solihull
B91 3QJ
Bingley
BD16 2UA
BD16 2UA
Skipton
BD23 3AG
Worthing
BN13 3NX
Worthing
BN13 3NX
London
BR1 3UH
Beckenham
BR3 3BX
Somerset
BS1 6DZ
BS1 9HY
CB1 8DN
Cambridge
CB2 1TP
Cambridge
CB2 1TP
Newmarket
CB8 9DQ
Cardiff
CF10 1FS

Cardiff

Queen Street

Mayes Lane

Address Line 5

Sandon

PO Box 2119

CF10 1UA
Cardiff

CF10 1UA

Prenton

CH43 3ET

Chelmsford

CM2 7RP

London

CR90 9QU

Canterbury

CT1 2TU

Canterbury
27 New Dover Road
27 New Dover Road
27 New Dover Road
27 New Dover Road

CT1 2TU

Canterbury

Canterbury
Canterbury
Canterbury
Kent

CT1 3DN
CT1 3DN
CT1 3DN
CT1 3DN

Ramsgate

CT10 0NU

Ramsgate

CT10 0NU
CT10 1DJ
CT10 1HY
CT10 1HY
CT10 1RX

Broadstairs
Station Gates
Broadstairs

Broadstairs
Broadstairs

8 Cliffside Drive
34 Cliffside Drive
34 Cliffside Drive
7 Dumpton Gap
Road
Rum Point
Manningham
7 The Broadway
37A St. Mildreds
Avenue
41 Swinburne
Avenue
35 The Hawthorns
35 The Hawthorns
142 Rumfields Road
3 Sacketts Hill
Cottages
Hornet Close
6A Grafton Road
27 Grange Road
27 Grange Road
95 Percy Avenue
95 Percy Avenue
45 Southwood
Gardens
17 Warwick Drive
17 Warwick Drive
43 Canterbury Road
East
15 Canterbury Road
East
15 Canterbury Road
East
1 Senlac Close
4 Kirkstone Avenue
16 Kirkstone Avenue
9 Kirkstone Avenue
4 Kirkstone Avenue
9 Kirkstone Avenue
10 Kirkstone Avenue
14 Kirkstone Avenue
Queaux
12 Kirkstone Avenue
8 Kirkstone Avenue
12 Kirkstone Avenue
Queaux
10 Kirkstone Avenue
8 Kirkstone Avenue

Broadstairs
Broadstairs
Broadstairs

Kent
Kent

Broadstairs
7 Dumpton Gap
Road
15 Western
Esplanade

CT10 1RX
CT10 1RX
CT10 1RX
CT10 1TA

Broadstairs

CT10 1TA

Broadstairs

CT10 1TD
Broadstairs

CT10 2AD

Broadstairs

CT10 2BX

Broadstairs

CT10 2DP

Broadstairs

Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT10 2NG
CT10 2NG
CT10 2PG

Broadstairs

CT10 2QS

Broadstairs

CT10 2YD

Kent

Sacketts Hill
Pysons Road
Industrial Estate
Broadstairs
Broadstairs
Broadstairs
Broadstairs
Broadstairs

CT10 3DU
CT10 3EP
CT10 3EP
CT10 3LD
CT10 3LD
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0BG
CT11 0JP
CT11 0JP

Ramsgate

Kent

CT11 0JX

Ramsgate

Kent

CT11 0JX

Ramsgate

Kent

CT11 0JX
Ramsgate

2 Kirkstone Avenue

2 Kirkstone Avenue

Kent
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0LR
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT
CT11 0NT

Petros

182 Windermere
Avenue

178 Windermere
Avenue
180 Windermere
Avenue
180 Windermere
Avenue
3 Drybeck Avenue
11 Drybeck Avenue
3 Drybeck Avenue
10 Drybeck Avenue
8 Drybeck Avenue
Jayellen

9 Drybeck Avenue

Orlando
Orlando
1 Drybeck Avenue

Drybeck Avenue
Drybeck Avenue

Jayellen

9 Drybeck Avenue

10 Drybeck Avenue
5 Drybeck Avenue
8 Drybeck Avenue
15 Drybeck Avenue
1 Drybeck Avenue
5 Drybeck Avenue
15 Drybeck Avenue
6 Drybeck Avenue
Avalon
7 Drybeck Avenue
27 Grasmere Avenue
29 Grasmere Avenue
23 Grasmere Avenue
20 Grasmere Avenue
20 Grasmere Avenue
22 Grasmere Avenue
22 Grasmere Avenue
24 Grasmere Avenue
29 Grasmere Avenue
24 Grasmere Avenue
18 Grasmere Avenue
23 Grasmere Avenue
27 Grasmere Avenue
26 Grasmere Avenue
18 Grasmere Avenue
26 Grasmere Avenue
21 Grasmere Avenue
28 Grasmere Avenue
50 Grasmere Avenue
30 Grasmere Avenue

Nethercourt Estate
4 Drybeck Avenue

Nethercourt
Estate

Nethercourt
Estate

Ramsgate

CT11 0NU

Ramsgate

CT11 0NU

Ramsgate

CT11 0NU

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0NU
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0NX
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP

34 Grasmere Avenue
44 Grasmere Avenue
32 Grasmere Avenue
36 Grasmere Avenue
46 Grasmere Avenue
48 Grasmere Avenue
42 Grasmere Avenue
38 Grasmere Avenue
40 Grasmere Avenue
17 Grasmere Avenue
15 Grasmere Avenue
15 Grasmere Avenue
13 Grasmere Avenue
25 Grasmere Avenue
17 Grasmere Avenue
19 Grasmere Avenue
13 Grasmere Avenue
33 Borrowdale
Avenue
16 Borrowdale
Avenue
19 Borrowdale
Avenue
36 Borrowdale
Avenue
27 Borrowdale
Avenue
22 Borrowdale
Avenue
17 Borrowdale
Avenue
26 Borrowdale
Avenue
19 Borrowdale
Avenue
26 Borrowdale
Avenue
31 Borrowdale
Avenue
21 Borrowdale
Avenue
36 Borrowdale
Avenue
22 Borrowdale
Avenue
25 Borrowdale
Avenue
28 Borrowdale
Avenue
23 Borrowdale
Avenue

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PP
CT11 0PR
CT11 0PR
CT11 0PR
CT11 0PR
CT11 0PR
CT11 0PR
CT11 0PR
CT11 0PR

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

18 Borrowdale
Avenue
16 Borrowdale
Avenue
34 Borrowdale
Avenue
32 Borrowdale
Avenue
29 Borrowdale
Avenue
24 Borrowdale
Avenue
31 Borrowdale
Avenue
17 Borrowdale
Avenue
20 Borrowdale
Avenue
20 Borrowdale
Avenue
28 Borrowdale
Avenue
23 Borrowdale
Avenue
34 Borrowdale
Avenue
30 Borrowdale
Avenue
18 Coniston Avenue

24 Coniston Avenue
59 Rydal Avenue
59 Rydal Avenue
17 Derwent Avenue
34 Derwent Avenue
26 Derwent Avenue
37 Derwent Avenue
25 Derwent Avenue
36 Derwent Avenue
20 Derwent Avenue

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

CT11 0PS
CT11
0PW
CT11
0PW
CT11
0PW
CT11
0PW
CT11
0PW
CT11
0PW
CT11
0PW
CT11
0PW
CT11 0PX
CT11 0PX
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA

Ramsgate
Nethercourt

18 Coniston Avenue

22 Coniston Avenue

Ramsgate

Ramsgate

26 Coniston Avenue

20 Coniston Avenue

CT11 0PS

Ramsgate

22 Coniston Avenue

20 Coniston Avenue

Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Nethercourt

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

21 Derwent Avenue
14 Derwent Avenue
33 Derwent Avenue
32 Derwent Avenue
23 Derwent Avenue
31 Derwent Avenue
35 Derwent Avenue
14 Derwent Avenue
36 Derwent Avenue
24 Derwent Avenue
33 Derwent Avenue
16 Derwent Avenue
15 Derwent Avenue
25 Derwent Avenue
34 Derwent Avenue
24 Derwent Avenue
20 Derwent Avenue
19 Derwent Avenue
22 Derwent Avenue
22 Derwent Avenue
30 Derwent Avenue
35 Derwent Avenue
12 Derwent Avenue
18 Derwent Avenue
28 Derwent Avenue
17 Derwent Avenue
31 Derwent Avenue
29 Derwent Avenue
23 Derwent Avenue
37 Derwent Avenue
21 Derwent Avenue
27 Derwent Avenue
16 Derwent Avenue
172 Windermere
Avenue
174 Windermere
Avenue
176 Windermere
Avenue
168 Windermere
Avenue
164 Windermere
Avenue
162 Windermere
Avenue
83 Windermere
Avenue
166 Windermere
Avenue
81 Windermere
Avenue

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA
CT11 0QA

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

164 Windermere
Avenue
77 Windermere
Avenue
87 Windermere
Avenue
174 Windermere
Avenue
85 Windermere
Avenue
77 Windermere
Avenue
87 Windermere
Avenue
176 Windermere
Avenue
89 Windermere
Avenue
79 Windermere
Avenue
162 Windermere
Avenue
89 Windermere
Avenue
170 Windermere
Avenue
81 Windermere
Avenue
166 Windermere
Avenue
170 Windermere
Avenue
85 Windermere
Avenue
95 Windermere
Avenue
101 Windermere
Avenue
95 Windermere
Avenue
97 Windermere
Avenue
93 Windermere
Avenue
91 Windermere
Avenue
93 Windermere
Avenue
97 Windermere
Avenue
99 Windermere
Avenue
7 Whinfell Avenue
1 Whinfell Avenue

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QB

Ramsgate

CT11 0QD

Ramsgate

CT11 0QD

Ramsgate

CT11 0QD

Ramsgate

CT11 0QD

Ramsgate

CT11 0QD

Ramsgate

CT11 0QD

Ramsgate

CT11 0QD

Ramsgate

CT11 0QD

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0QD
CT11 0QE
CT11 0QE

3 Whinfell Avenue
5 Whinfell Avenue
2 Whinfell Avenue
5 Whinfell Avenue
2 Whinfell Avenue
7 Whinfell Avenue
3 Whinfell Avenue
4 Whinfell Avenue
1 Kentmere Avenue
15 Kentmere Avenue
3 Kentmere Avenue
Rifka
3 Kentmere Avenue
14 Kentmere Avenue
Caprice
19 Kentmere Avenue
14 Kentmere Avenue
Lochinver
26 Kentmere Avenue
Rifka
19 Kentmere Avenue
26 Kentmere Avenue
17 Kentmere Avenue
5 Kentmere Avenue
Lochinver
16 Kentmere Avenue
2 Kentmere Avenue
1 Kentmere Avenue
12 Kentmere Avenue
5 Kentmere Avenue
10 Kentmere Avenue
Caprice
12 Kentmere Avenue
18 Kentmere Avenue
Emily
2 Kentmere Avenue
10 Kentmere Avenue
24 Kentmere Avenue
11 Kentmere Avenue
7 Kentmere Avenue
3 High Street
3 High Street
10 Manston Road
1 Nethercourt Hill
32 Margate Road
32 Margate Road
22 Winterstoke
Crescent
22 Winterstoke
Crescent

Kentmere Avenue

Kentmere Avenue

4 Kentmere Avenue
Kentmere Avenue

4 Kentmere Avenue

Kentmere Avenue

6 Kentmere Avenue

St Lawrence
St. Lawrence
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Folkestone
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 0QE
CT11 0QE
CT11 0QE
CT11 0QE
CT11 0QE
CT11 0QE
CT11 0QE
CT11 0QE
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QF
CT11 0QL
CT11 0QL
CT11 0RB
CT11 0RX
CT11 7SG
CT11 7SG

Ramsgate

CT11 8AH

Ramsgate

CT11 8AH

Kent
Kent

12 Brindle Grove
The Old Station
1 Church Hill
The Hub
The Hub 77
12 Cliff Street
12 Cliff Street
12 Cliff Street
1 Paragon Street
Flat 2
22 Grange Road

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

12 Charlotte Court
77 Queen Street
Queen Street
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Ramsgate

48 Royal Road
Ramsgate

CT11 8BN
CT11 8HE
CT11 8RA
CT11 9EJ
CT11 9EJ
CT11 9HS
CT11 9HS
CT11 9HS
CT11 9JZ
CT11 9LF
CT11 9LR

Flat 4

Regency Court

134A Grange Road
Heimetli
Heimetli
14 Duncan Road
8 Kentmere Avenue
64 High Street
Tan-Et Lodge
Tan-Et Lodge
Cleve Lodge
Cleve Lodge
2 Cleve Court
2 Cleve Court
Cleve Court
Cleve Court Farm
House
Cleve Court Farm
House
Garden Cottage
Cleve Court Farm
House
Cleve Cottage
Cleve Cottage
Cleve Cottage
7 St. Mildreds Road
1 Channel View Road
Unit B1/B2
Telegraph Hill
Industrial Estate
Telegraph Hill
Industrial Estate
Minster House
Minster House
Abbey Farm
Abbey Farm
Abbey Farm
Wren Cottage
Wren Cottage

Ramsgate
Arundel Road
Arundel Road

St. Augustines
Road
Kent
Cliffsend
Cliffsend

Minster
Mount Pleasant
Mount Pleasant
3 Cleve Court
3 Cleve Court
Minster Road
Minster Road
Minster Road

Minster
Minster
Minster Road
Minster Road
Monkton
Monkton
Monkton

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Monkton
Monkton
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Minster Road

Monkton

Ramsgate

CT12 4BA

Minster Road

Monkton

Ramsgate

CT12 4BA

Minster Road

Monkton

Ramsgate

CT12 4BA

Minster Road

Monkton

Ramsgate

CT12 4BA

Minster Road
Minster Road
Minster Road
Minster
Minster
Channel View Road

Monkton
Monkton
Monkton

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Kent
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT12 4BA
CT12 4BA
CT12 4BA
CT12 4DE
CT12 4EX
CT12 4EX

Minster

Kent

CT12 4HL

Minster

Kent

CT12 4HL

The Lanes
The Lanes
Bedlam Court Lane
Bedlam Ct Ln
Bedlam Court Lane
Wayborough Hill
Wayborough Hill

Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Minster

Thanet
Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Kent

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Kent
Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Ramsgate

CT11 9PN
CT11 9PT
CT11 9RZ
CT11 9RZ
CT11 9SU
CT110QF
CT12 4AB
CT12 4AU
CT12 4AU
CT12 4BA
CT12 4BA
CT12 4BA
CT12 4BA
CT12 4BA

CT12 4HN
CT12 4HN
CT12 4HQ
CT12 4HQ
CT12 4HQ
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR

1 Dellside
1 Dellside
2 Dellside
Wayborough House
Wayborough House
Wayborough House
Wayborough House
Way House
Way House
Ashenmeade
Ashenmeade
The Annexe, 1
Dellside
Larksfield
Larksfield
Mill Cottage
The Mill House
The Mill House
Telegraph Hill
Industrial Estate
Hoo Farmhouse
Spratling Court Farm
Manston Court
3 Manston Court
Cottages
3 Manston Court
Cottages
4 Manston Court
Cottages
4 Manston Court
Cottages
6 Manston Court
Cottages
6 Manston Court
Cottages
2 Manston Court
Cottages
2 Manston Court
Cottages
1 Manston Court
Cottages
1 Manston Court
Cottages
Park Lodge
Park Lodge
5 Manston Court
Cottages
5 Manston Court
Cottages

Wayborough Hill
Wayborough Hill
Wayborough Hill
Dellside
Dellside
Wayborough Hill
Wayborough Hill
Wayborough Hill
Wayborough Hill
Dellside
Dellside

Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Wayborough Hill
Wayborough Hill

Wayborough Hill

Minster

Way Hill
Way Hill
Way Hill
Way Hill
Way Hill

Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster
Minster

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Kent
Kent
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Minster
Minster

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Laundry Road
147 Monkton Road
Spratling Street
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road

Kent
Kent

Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent

CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR
CT12 4HR

Ramsgate

CT12 4HR

Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent

CT12 4HU
CT12 4HU
CT12 4HU
CT12 4HU
CT12 4HU

Minster

CT12 4HY

Ramsgate

CT12 4JB
CT12 5AN

Kent
Kent

Minster
Manston

Ramsgate

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston Court
Manston Court
7 The Courtyard
7 The Courtyard
18 Manston Court
Road
17 Manston Court
Road
17 Manston Court
Road
10 Manston Court
Road
10 Manston Court
Road
2 Manston Court
Road
2 Manston Court
Road
8 Manston Court
Road
8 Manston Court
Road
9 Manston Court
Road
9 Manston Court
Road
6 Manston Court
Road
12 Manston Court
Road
14 Manston Court
Road
7 Manston Court
Road
3 Manston Court
Road
3 Manston Court
Road
16 Manston Court
Road
16 Manston Court
Road
11 Manston Court
Road
1 Manston Court
Road
14 Manston Court
Road
13 Manston Court
Road

Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road
Manston Court
Road

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Kent

CT12 5AU

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

CT12 5AX

13 Manston Court
Road
15 Manston Court
Road
15 Manston Court
Road
1 Manston Court
Road
18 Manston Court
Road
5 Manston Court
Road
12 Manston Court
Road
12 Manston Court
Road
18 Manston Court
Road
18 Manston Court
Road
Blackberry Farm
Blackberry Farm
Hangar 1
Bush Farm
Willow Bank
Willow Bank
Willow Bank
Willow Bank
Rowan Cottage
5 Pouces Cottages
5 Pouces Cottages
8 Pouces Cottages
6 Pouces Cottages
6 Pouces Cottages
1 Pouces Cottages
4 Pouces Cottages
4 Pouces Cottages
2 Pouces Cottages
2 Pouces Cottages
7 Pouces Cottages
3 Pouces Cottages
3 Pouces Cottages
Unit 4
Rose Farm
Alland Grange
Alland Grange
Alland Grange
3 Alland Grange Lane
5 Alland Grange Lane
Acol Hill Stables

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston

Ramsgate

CT12 5AX

Manston Road
Manston Road
Kent International
Airport
High Street
High Street
High Street
High Street
High Street
High street
Minster Road
Minster Road
Manston
Manston
Manston
Spitfire Way
Manston Road
Manston Road
Spitfire Way
Spitfire Way
Spitfire Way
Spitfire Way
Spitfire Way
Spitfire Way
Spitfire Way
Manston
Manston
Alland Grange Lane
Manston
Manston
Alland Grange Lane

Manston
Manston

Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Manston
Minster
Minster
Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Manston
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Manston Minster

CT12 5AY
CT12 5AY
Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Kent
Kent

Manston
Ramsgate
Kent
Kent
Ramsgate
Kent
Kent
Kent

CT12 5BL
CT12 5BQ
CT12 5BQ
CT12 5BQ
CT12 5BQ
CT12 5BQ
CT12 5BQ
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BU
CT12 5BX
CT12 5BX
CT12 5BX
CT12 5BX
CT12 5BX
CT12 5BX

4 Alland Grange Lane
6 Alland Grange Lane
6 Alland Grange Lane
8 Alland Grange Lane
Units 1 And 2
Units 1 And 2
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Thorne Farmhouse
The Chapel House,
Thorne Farmhouse
Chapel House
Canterbury Road
West
Canterbury Road
West
50 Canterbury Road
West
50 Canterbury Road
West
54 Canterbury Road
West
54 Canterbury Road
West
42 Canterbury Road
West
46 Canterbury Road
West
52 Canterbury Road
West
52 Canterbury Road
West
40 Canterbury Road
West
48 Canterbury Road
West
48 Canterbury Road
West
40 Canterbury Road
West
40 Canterbury Road
West
22 Canterbury Road
West
22 Canterbury Road
West

Manston
Manston
Manston
Manston
Invicta Way
Invicta Way

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5BX
CT12 5BX
CT12 5BX
CT12 5BX
CT12 5DD
CT12 5DD
CT12 5DF
CT12 5DF
CT12 5DF
CT12 5DF
CT12 5DF
CT12 5DF
CT12 5DF
CT12 5DF
CT12 5DS

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5DS

Thorne Farm

Minster

Manston Park
Manston Park
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Manston
Manston

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5DS

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Ramsgate Kent

CT12 5DU

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5DU

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12 5DU

Ramsgate Kent

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

20 Canterbury Road
West
20 Canterbury Road
West
50 Canterbury Road
West
50 Canterbury Road
West

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

CT12 5DU

Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Kent
Kent

Ramsgate

Kent

CT12
5DW
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX
CT12 5DX

Kent

CT12 5DX

Sevenscore House

Sevenscore

Ransgate

Kent

24 King Arthur Road
7 King Arthur Road
7 King Arthur Road
5 King Arthur Road
Ingestre
Ingestre
13 King Arthur Road
13 King Arthur Road
Kinross
12 King Arthur Road
12 King Arthur Road
17 King Arthur Road
17 King Arthur Road
19 King Arthur Road
6 King Arthur Road
6 King Arthur Road
Seacroft
Seacroft
21 King Arthur Road

Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Ramsgate
King Arthur Road
King Arthur Road
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
9 King Arthur Road
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
2 King Arthur Road
2 King Arthur Road
Cliffsend
21 King Arthur
Road
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
10 King Arthur
Road
Cliffsend
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Cliffsend

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Kent
Cliffsend
Cliffsend
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Cliffsend
Kent
Kent
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate Kent

Kent

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

Ramsgate
Kent
Kent
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate
Ramsgate

Kent

Glenbeigh
28 King Arthur Road
28 King Arthur Road
4 King Arthur Road
4 King Arthur Road
26 King Arthur Road
26 King Arthur Road
Highlands
8A King Arthur Road
3 King Arthur Road
3 King Arthur Road
14 King Arthur Road
14 King Arthur Road
8 King Arthur Road
8 King Arthur Road
1 King Arthur Road
1 King Arthur Road
16 King Arthur Road
16 King Arthur Road

Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent

Kent
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Kent
Canterbury
Canterbury

Kent
Canterbury

CT14 0AD
CT14 0AR
CT14 7PN
CT14 7PN
CT16 1BL
CT16 1BY
CT16 7SL
CT18 8HU
CT2 0AD
CT2 0RA
CT2 0SF
CT2 7QX
CT2 7QX
CT20 1HF
CT3 1AB
CT3 1JA
CT3 1NS
CT3 2AP

Ash
Canterbury

22 Island Road
The Haven
Little Swallows
Little Swallows

CT12 5ZD

Upstreet
Church Lane
Beech Hill
Beech Hill

Canterbury
Chislet
Bridge
Bridge

Kent
Canterbury
Canterbury

CT3 2AP
CT3 4DA
CT3 4EB
CT4 5AU
CT4 5AU

Sarness Farm
11 Riverside
Cottages
139A Tankerton
Road
1 Summer Court
1 Glenside
11 The Leas
11 The Leas
99 Canterbury Road
99 Canterbury Road
59 Saddleton Road
149-151 Mortimer
Street
37 Beacon Hill

Waltham Road

Waltham

Riverside

Chartham

Canterbury

Kent

CT4 5SA

Canterbury

CT4 7JR

Whitstable
Whitstable
Whitstable
Chestfield
Chestfield

CT5 2AW
Kent
Whitstable
Whitstable
Whitstable
Whitstable

CT5 2LS
CT5 3DT
CT5 3QQ
CT5 3QQ
CT5 4HG
CT5 4HG

Whitstable

CT5 4JJ

Herne Bay

CT6 5HA

Herne Bay

CT6 6JP

1 Goldfinch Close

Herne Bay

CT6 7DB

Birchington

CT7 0DZ
CT7 0DZ
CT7 0EJ

Kent

CT7 0JL

1A Quex View Road
1 Quex View Road
14 Sherwood Road

Birchington

Monkton Road Farm

Seamark Road

Brooksend

Birchington

Flat D
Cedar House
Cedar House
Monckton Road
Farm
Monckton Road
Farm
Nether Hale Farm
Nether Hale Farm

Sarre Court
Old Road
Old Road

Sarre
Sarre
Sarre

Birchington
Birchington
Birchington

CT7 0LA
CT7 0LB
CT7 0LB

Seamark Road

Brooksend

Birchington

CT7 0LJ

Seamark Road

Brooksend

Birchington

CT7 0LJ

4 Upper Hale Court

Canterbury Road

4 Upper Hale Court

Canterbury Road

Wendycot

Canterbury Road

The Brick Barn

Court Road

1 Chapel Yard

Downbarton Road

1 Chapel Yard

Downbarton Road

Birchington

St Nicholas At
Wade
St Nicholas At
Wade

Birchington
Birchington

CT7 0LX
CT7 0LX

Birchington

Kent

CT7 0LY

Birchington

Kent

CT7 0LY

Birchington

CT7 0PG

St Nicholas At
Wade

CT7 0PT

St. Nicholas At
Wade

St Nicholas At
Wade
St Nicholas At
Wade

Kent
Birchington

CT7 0PZ
Kent

CT7 0PZ

Down Barton Farm
114 Alpha Road
3 Colemans Stairs
Road
3 Devon Gardens
Sanz
Sanz
Crown Chambers
95-97 High Street
PO Box 9, Cecil
Street
274 Northdown
Road
11 Madeira Road
7 Rutland Gardens
403 Northdown
Road
Updown Farmhouse
Unit 17 Westwood
Business Park

Down Barton Road

Manston Road
Manston Road
Broad Street
Margate

St. Nicholas At
Wade

Margate
Margate
Margate

Birchington

CT7 0QQ

Birchington

CT7 9EA

Birchington

CT7 9HJ

Birchington

CT7 9SR
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 1BN
CT9 1JT

Kent
Kent

Margate

CT9 1XZ
Margate

CT9 2PT

Cliftonville
Cliftonville

Margate
Margate

CT9 2QH
CT9 3AY

Cliftonville

Margate

Kent

CT9 3PF

Updown

Margate

Kent

CT9 4DT

Strasbourg Street

Margate

CT9 4JJ

2 Chalkhole Cottages

Flete Road

Margate

CT9 4LL

Manston Road

Margate

Kent

CT9 4LT

Lion Rock Cottage

Manston Road

Margate

CT9 4LT

Lion Rock Cottage
The Coach House
The Coach House

Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road

Margate
Margate
Margate

Kent
Kent

CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT

Steinkerque

Manston Road

Minster

Kent

CT9 4LT

Shanklin
The Chippings
Northcote
Rosemary
Rosemary
Plain View
Plain View

Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road

Margate
Margate
Margate
Margate
Margate
Margate
Margate

Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent
Kent

CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT

Per Ardua

Manston Road

Margate

Kent

CT9 4LT

Per Ardua
Fairways
Penelope
Penelope
Nieulands

Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road

Margate
Margate
Margate
Margate
Margate

Kent

CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT

Kent
Kent
Kent

Dromeside
Glenstone
Dromeside
Manston Lodge
158 Westbrook
Avenue
Royal Sea Bathing
PO Box 9
Oakfield House

Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road
Manston Road

Kent
Kent
Kent
Margate

Margate

Cotton Court
38 Lewis Road
25 Partridge Road
4th Floor

Lloyds Chambers

CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 4LT
CT9 5HN

Canterbury Road
Harry Weston Road
Binley Business
Park
Middlewich Road
Istead Rise
Sidcup

Saint-Gobain House

Margate
Margate
Margate

Coventry

Margate
CT9 5NT
Coventry
CV1 5QN
West Midlands CV3 2TQ

Coventry
Gravesend
Sidcup

CW4 7ET
DA13 9JG
DA14 6RS

London

E1 8LW

1 Churchill Place

London

E14 5HP

8 Canada Square

London

E14 5HQ

25 Canada Square
25 Canada Square
3 Kildare Walk
Dockmasters House

London
London
London
London

E14 5LQ
E14 5LQ
E14 7DB
E14 8JJ

London

E14 9GE

London

EC1A 4AB

81 Newgate Street
81 Newgate Street

London
London

EC1A 7AJ
EC1A 7AJ

Colt House

20 Great Eastern
Street

London

EC2A 3EH

7th Floor Dashwood
House

69 Old Broad Street

London

Suite C, Third Floor
150 Aldersgate
Street
BT Centre
BT Centre

Holmes Chapel

CV3 2TT

1 Portsoken
Street

Poplar
1 Hertsmere Road
3 Harbour
Exchange Square

135 Bishopsgate

Crewe

London

5th Floor

110 Bishopsgate

One

Coleman Street

EC2M
1QS
EC2M
3UR

London
London

EC2N 4AY
EC2R 5AA

London

EC2V 6EE
EC2V 7EX
EC2V 7HN
EC2V 7HN
EC2Y 5DN
EC3A 7NH

80 Cheapside
Fifth Floor
25 Gresham Street
25 Gresham Street
140 London Wall
4th Floor

100 Wood Street

40 Duke Place

London
London
London
London
London

6th Floor

60 Gracechurch
Street

London

EC3V 0HR

London

EC3V 0HR
EC4A 3TR
EC4M
7AW

60 Gracechurch
Street
Hill House
One New Ludgate,
9th Floor

1 Little New Street

London

60 Ludgate Hill

London

3rd Floor,
Paternoster House

65 St. Paul's
Churchyard

London

EC4M
8AB

Bow Bells House
Sixth Floor

1 Bread Street
110 Cannon Street
68 Upper Thames
Street
London

London
London

EC4M 9BE
EC4N 6EU

London

EC4V 3BJ

Vintners Place
C/O 65 Carter Lane
65 Carter Lane
First Floor
The Mound
30 Lothian Road

London
1 Tudor Street

Edinburgh
Edinburgh

36 St. Andrew
Square

Edinburgh

Henry Duncan House

118-124 George
Street

5-7 Lonehead Drive
50 Lothian Road

London

EH2 2YB

Festival Square

Festival Square

2b Highstone House

165 High Street

167 Turners Hil
FitzRoy Road
Westcott Park
Westcott Park
30 St. Vincent Place
17 Blythswood
Square
Scottishpower
House
Scottishpower
House
3 Cadogan Street
3 Cadogan Street

Cheshunt

International House

Stanley Boulevard

International House

Stanley Boulevard

Westcott
Westcott

EC4V 5HF
EC4V 5HF
EC4Y 0AH
EH1 1YZ
EH1 2DH

Edinburgh

EH2 4LH

Newbridge
Edinburgh

EH28 8TG
EH3 9WJ

Edinburgh

EH3 9WJ

Barnet

EN5 5SU
Hertfordshire
Exeter

Lanarkshire

EN8 9BH
EX1 3PB
EX15 1SA
EX15 1SA
G1 2HL

Glasgow

G2 4AD

Glasgow

G2 5AD

Glasgow

G2 5AD

Glasgow
Glasgow

Lanarkshire
Lanarkshire

G2 6QE
G2 6QE

Blantyre

Glasgow

G72 0BN

Blantyre

Glasgow

G72 0BN

Cullompton
Cullompton
Glasgow

320 St. Vincent
Street
320 St. Vincent
Street

Hamilton Intnl
Technology Park
Hamilton Intnl
Technology Park

Ochil House

10 Technology
Avenue

Springwood
Admiral House
Redwood House

7 Guildown Avenue
Harlington Way
St Julians Avenue

Hamilton
International
Technology Park
Guildford
Fleet
St Peter Port

PO Box 141

La Tonnelle House

Les Banques

202 Northolt Road
Russell House
6 Anglo Office Park
Trinity Road
Sterling House
153 Princes Street
Unit 23
c/o Company
Secretary
c/o Company
Secretary
c/o Company
Secretary
Energy House
Energy House
Liberte House
Liberte House

Blantyre
Surrey
Hampshire

GU2 4HA
GU51 4YA
GY1 1WA

St Sampson
South Harrow
140 High Street
67 White Lion Road

Edgware

Langston Road

Loughton

Woolpit Business
Park
Energy House
Woolpit Business
Park
Energy House
Woolpit Business
Park
Energy House
Woolpit Business
Park
Woolpit Business
Park
Woolpit Business
Park
19-23 La Motte
Street
19-23 La Motte
Street

Windmill Avenue

Woolpit

G72 0HT

Amersham
Halifax
Essex
Ipswich
Bury St.
Edmunds

GY1 3HS
HA2 0EX
HA8 7LW
HP7 9FB
HX1 2RG
IG10 3FA
IP1 1QJ
IP30 9UP

Windmill Avenue

Bury St.
Edmunds

IP30 9UP

Windmill Avenue

Bury St.
Edmunds

IP30 9UP

Bury St.
Edmunds

IP30 9UP

Windmill Avenue

Woolpit

Bury St.
Edmunds
Bury St.
Edmunds

Woolpit
Woolpit

IP30 9UP
IP30 9UP

St Helier

Jersey

JE2 4SY

St Helier

Jersey

JE2 4SY

Surrey

KT16
8QW

14 Thames Avenue

Penton Park

Chertsey

1st Floor, Bluebird
House

Mole Business Park

Randalls Road

Leatherhead

KT22 7BA

Mole Business Park

Randalls Road

Leatherhead

KT22 7BA

Mole Business Park

Leatherhead

KT22 7BA

Mole Business Park

Leatherhead

KT22 7BA

Mole Business Park

Leatherhead

KT22 7BA

Mole Business Park

Leatherhead

KT22 7BA

Leatherhead

KT22 7BA

1st Floor, Bluebird
House
1st Floor, Bluebird
House
1st Floor Bluebird
House
1st Floor Bluebird
House
1st Floor Bluebird
House
Unit 22

Mole Business Park

Randalls Road

11-13 Pacific
Chambers
26 Northcote Road

Victoria Street

Barratt House

Cartwright Way

1100 Century Way
2200 Century Way
2200 Century Way
Houghton Hall
Business Park

Thorpe Park
Thorpe Park
Thorpe Park

Eversheds House
Eversheds House
1 Angel Square
P.O. Box 101
Box 22

Whitbread Court
70 Great
Bridgewater Street
70 Great
Bridgewater Street
Manchester
1 Balloon Street
Medway Bridge
Marina

Forest Business
Park

Bardon Hill

Porz Avenue

Manor Lane

County Hall

Maidstone

Kent

Room S3.21

Sessions House

County Road

Liverpool

L2 5QQ

Leicester

LE2 3FH

Coalville

LE67 1UF

Leeds
Leeds
Leeds

LS15 8TU
LS15 8ZB
LS15 8ZB

Dunstable

LU5 5XE

Manchester

M1 5ES

Manchester

M1 5ES

Manchester

M60 0AG
M60 4EP

Rochester

ME1 3HS

Maidstone

County Hall

Maidstone

Thurnham Court

Thurnham Lane

Bearsted

Mundella

Church Lane

Harrietsham

Maidstone

Mundella

Church Lane

Harrietsham

Maidstone

Mundella

Church Lane

Harrietsham

Maidstone

Mundella

Church Lane

Harrietsham

Maidstone

4 Reservoir Cottages
4 Reservoir Cottages

Barn Meadow
Barn Meadow

Upper Halling
Upper Halling

Unit 1B

Cobalt House

Centre Court

Reliance House

Sun Pier

Medway Street

Reliance House
Reliance House

Sun Pier
Sun Pier

Chatham

1-3 Manor Road
South East Water
Limited, Rocfort
Road
17 Balmoral Road
17 Balmoral Road
20-22 Wenlock Road

Gillingham
Gillingham

Maidstone

Rochester
Rochester
Sir Thomas
Longley Road

Kent

ME14
1XQ
ME14
1XQ
ME14
1XQ
ME14 3LG
ME17
1BA
ME17
1BA
ME17
1BA
ME17
1BA
ME2 1JY
ME2 1JY

Strood

ME2 4BQ

Chatham

ME4 4ET

Chatham

ME4 4ET
ME4 4ET

Chatham

ME4 6AE

Snodland

ME6 5AH

London

ME7 4PY
ME7 4PY
N1 7GU

Kent
Kent

Solar House
11-59 High Road
24 Lyndhurst
Gardens

282 Chase Road
East Finchley

London
London

London

N3 1TB

Gable House

239 Regents Park
Road

Portland House

New Bridge Street

Jubilee House

Gosforth

Nottingham House
Wales & West House
The Hall
1 Eversholt Street
1 Eversholt Street
2 Triton Square
New Burlington
House 1075 Finchley
Road

Huntingdon Court
Spooner Close
Church Street

Newcastle Upon
Tyne
Newcastle Upon
Tyne
3 Fulforth Street
Coedkernew
Horsford

Regents Place

London

1St Floor Block B

Western House

Peterborough
Business Park

1st Floor Block B
Western House
PO Box 347
Vodafone House
Vodafone House
10-14 Bartley Wood
Business Park

Peterborough
Business Park

Lynch Wood

The Connection
The Connection

Newbury
Newbury

Unit 8-9
Vale House
St. Lawrence House
St. Lawrence House
1 More London Place
Newington House
Newington House
Newington House
Newington House
Newington House

London

N3 3LF
NE1 8AL
NE3 4PL
Nottingham
Newport
Norwich
London
London

Lynch Wood

Newington House

237 Southwark
Bridge Road

One Kings Hall Mews
Cambridge House
Tempsford Hall
Lake View

Lewisham
Unit B, Campus 6
Sandy
Lakeside

Peterborough

PE2 6FZ

Peterborough
Plymouth

PE2 6FZ
PL1 1WZ
RG14 2FN
RG14 2FN

Hook

RG27 9UP

Berkshire
Berkshire

Bartley Way

237 Southwark
Bridge Road
237 Southwark
Bridge Road
237 Southwark
Bridge Road
237 Southwark
Bridge Road
237 Southwark
Bridge Road

NG1 3DL
NP10 8FZ
NR10 3DB
NW1 2DN
NW1 2DN
NW1 3AN
NW11
0PU

London

The Green Easter
Park
Roebuck Close
Station Approach
Station Approach

N14 6NZ
N2 8AW

Benyon Road

Silchester

Reading

RG7 2PQ

Bancroft Road

Reigate

Surrey
Horley
Horley
London

RH2 7RU
RH6 9HJ
RH6 9HJ
SE1 2AF

London

SE1 6NP

London
Caxton Way

Stevenage

Cheadle

Cheshire

London

SE1 6NP

London

SE1 6NP

London

SE1 6NP

London

SE1 6NP

London

SE1 6NP

Hertfordshire
Bedfordshire

SE13 5JQ
SG1 2XD
SG19 2BD
SK8 3GW

Lake View
260 Bath Road
Millstream
Star House

Lakeside
Slough
Maidenhead Road
20 Grenfell Road

Nationwide House

Pipers Way

Swindon

Nationwide House

Pipers Way

Swindon L

Swatton Barn
Crawley Court

Badbury
Crawley

Winchester

Netherhill House

Netherhill

Botley

Charlton Place

Charlton Road

Andover

Dunns House
Unit 8 Washington
Business Centre
8 Condray Place
St Christopher's
House

St. Pauls Road

Salisbury

SP2 7BF

2 Turbine Way

Sunderland

SR5 3NZ

Property Legal Team
Ministerial
Correspondence
Unit
Department for
Transport

Cheadle
Windsor
Maidenhead

Swindon
Southampton

SK8 3GW
SL1 4DX
SL4 5GD
SL6 1EH
SN38
1NW
SN38
1NW
SN4 0EU
SO21 2QA
SO32 2BP
SP10 1RE

London

SW11 3PE
Tabor Grove

Wimbledon

Ministry Of
Defence

Defence
Infrastructure
Organisation

Main Building
Horse Guards
Avenue

Whitehall

SW1A
2HB

5th Floor, Zone A

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A
2HB

Great Minster
House

SW19 4EX

London

SW1P
4DR
SW1X
7EN

40 Grosvenor Place

London

40 Grosvenor Place

London

SW1X
7EN

Kungstradgardsgatan
2
113A St. Johns Hill
Sevenoaks
Bellbrook Industrial
8 Bell House
Estate

S-106 70
Stockholm

Sweden
TN13 3PE

Uckfield

TN22 1QL

C/O Stourside Place

Station Road

Ashford

Kent

TN23 1PP

Henwood House
Henwood House
97 Hurst Road

Henwood
Henwood
Kennington

Ashford

Kent

TN24 8DH
TN24 8DH
TN24 9RL

1 The Old Stables

Eridge Park

Bridewell House

Bridewell Lane

Ashford
Ashford
Tunbridge
Wells
Tenterden

Kent

TN3 9JT
TN30 6EY

Bridewell House

Bridewell Lane

Tenterden

TN30 6FA

Bridewell House

Bridewell Lane

Tenterden

TN30 6FA

Bridewell Lane

Tenterden

Kent

TN30 6FA

Bridewell House

Bridewell Lane

Tenterden

Kent

TN30 6FA

Bridewell House

Bridewell Lane

Tenterden

Kent

TN30 6FA

Bordyke End

East Street

Tonbridge

Baldwins Wynyard
Park House

Wynyard Avenue

Wynyard

60 Foads Hill

Cliffsend

Ramsgate

TW12
5EW

Friendship House

49-51 Gresham
Road

Staines-uponThames

TW18
2BD

49-51 Gresham Road

Staines

Kent

TN9 1HA

TS22 5TB

TW18
2BD

Middlesex

52 Cambridge Road
15 Dufours Place
33 Margaret Street
Suite 163
7 Down Street
Nightingale House
4th Floor
1 James Street
Runcorn Site HQ
1 Doughty Street

2 Lansdowne Row
65 Curzon Street
Stanhope House
London
South Parade

Hounslow
London
London
London
London
London

Berkeley Square

47 Park Lane

London
Runcorn

London

28 Lincolns Inn Fields

London

28 Lincolns Inn Fields

London

28 Lincolns Inn Fields

London

15 Bedford Street

London

47 Whitcomb Street

London

TW4 7BS
W1F 7SW
W1G 0JD
W1J 6HL
W1J 7AJ
W1J 8PE
W1K 1PR
W1U 1DR
WA7 7JE
WC1N
2PH
WC2A
3HH
WC2A
3HH
WC2A
3HH
WC2E
9HE
WC2H
7DH

71-75 Shelton Street

Covent Garden

London

1-3 Strand

London

1-3 Strand

London

Grand Buildings

1-3 Strand

London

Grand Buildings

1-3 Strand

London

440 Strand

London

Grosvenor House
Elstree Road
Sanctuary House

25-27 School Lane
Elstree
Chamber Court

Bushey
Borehamwood
Worcester

Castle Street

Wellington Row
5650 Yonge Street
27 Yehuda

York
Toronto
Halevi Street

Ontario

Canada
Tel Aviv

WC2H
9JQ
WC2N
5EH
WC2N
5EH
WC2N
5EH
WC2N
5EH
WC2R
0QS
WD23 1SS
WD6 3EA
WR1 3ZQ
YO90
1WR

THE MANSTON AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
CONSULTATION REPORT APPENDICES
DOCUMENT REFERENCE TR020002/APP/6.2

Appendix 43

List of non-prescribed consultees (including community groups and elected
representatives)
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43

Non-Statutory Consultees (Community Groups, Hard to Reach Groups, Local Elected
Representatives, MPs and MEPs)
Community Groups and Hard to Reach Groups
Acol and District Women's Institute
Birchington Village Centre Association
Broadstairs and St Peter's Morning Women's
Institute
Broadstairs Women's Institute
Business Networking International
Business over Breakfast
Canterbury Christ Church University
Canterbury College
Care Navigation Service
Cliftonville Women's Institute
Coastal Community teams in Ramsgate,
Broadstairs and Margate
CROP Kent
Disability Drop-in Centre
East Kent College
East Kent Mencap
East Kent Stroke
Federation of Small Business
Footprints Bereavement Club
Greenbridge Caravan Site
Grenham Bay Women's Institute
Headway East Kent
Hi Kent
Kent and Medway Federation of Small Business
Kent Association for the Blind
Kent International Airport Consultative
Committee
Kent Invicta Chamber of Commerce
Kent Learning Disability Partnership Board
Kent Needs Manston Airport
Kent University
Manston Pickle
Minster in Thanet Women's Institute
Monkton Women's Institute
N H S Retirement Fellowship
No DCO for Manston
No Night Flights Over Ramsgate
Northwood Women's Institute
Over 60's Club
Ramsgate Albion Afternoon Townswomen's
Guild
Local Elected Representatives

Ramsgate St Laurence Afternoon Townswomen's Guild
Save Manston Airport Association
Supporters of Manston Airport
Thanet & East Kent Chamber
Thanet Amnesty
Thanet Business Forum
Thanet Business Network
Thanet Hard of Hearing Club
Thanet Premier Business Group
Thanet Senior Citizens' Forum
Think Support Manston
Why Not Manston?

Council
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District
Thanet District

Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council

First name
Lesley
Ash
Sam
Robert
Bertie
Suzanne
John
Peter
Keith
Glenn
Terry
Karen
Derek
Jonathan
Emma
Simon
Julie
John
Roy
Rosamund
Robin
Peter
Jeremy
Lin
Janet

Last name
Ann Game
Ashbee
Bambridge
Bayford
Braidwood
Brimm
Buckley
Campbell
Coleman-Cooke
Coleman-Cooke
Connor
Constantine
Crow-Brown
Curran
Dawson
Day
Dellar
Dennis
Dexter
Dixon
Edwards
Evans
Fairbrass
Fairbrass
Falcon

Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council
Council

Michelle
Ian
Bob
William
Gary
Alan
Edward
Iris
Sarah
Beverly
Jennifer
David
Carol
Lynda
Linda
Roy
Brenda
George
David
Mave

Fenner
Gregory
Grove
Hayton
Hillman
Howes
Jaye-Jones
Johnston
Larkins
Martin
Matterface
Parsons
Partington
Piper
Potts
Potts
Rogers
Rusiecki
Saunders
Saunders

Council
Thanet District Council
Thanet District Council
Thanet District Council
Thanet District Council
Thanet District Council
Thanet District Council
Thanet District Council
Thanet District Council
Thanet District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council

First name
Jason
Trevor
Hunter
Gary
Rosanna
Michael
John
Christopher
Stuart
James
Simon
Trevor
Pauline
Trevor
Pamela
Bernard
Paul
Sue
Nigel
Michael
Margeret
Gordon
David
Nicholas
Michael
Adrian
Robert
Bill
Ben
David
Pamela
Patrick
John
Michael
Sue
Peter
Linda
Nicholas
Sue
Paul
Stephen
Kevin
Keith
Derek
Ann

Last name
Savage
Shonk
Stummer-Schmertzing
Taylor
Taylor-Smith
Tomlinson
Townend
Wells
Piper
Back
Bannister
Bartlett
Beresford
Bond
Brivio
Butcher
Carter
Chandler
Collor
Conolly
Cosin
Cowan
Cronk
Dixon
Eddy
Friend
Frost
Gardner
Glayzer
Hannent
Hawkins
Heath
Heron
Holloway
Jones
Jull
Keen
Kenton
Le Chevalier
Le Chevalier
Manion
Mills
Morris
Murphy
Napier

Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Dover District Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council

First name
Majorie
Anthony
Georgette
Nathanial
Mark
Daniel
Frederick
Peter
Peter
Amy
Brian
Neil
Alan
Stephen
Jean
Ashley
Andrew
Simon
Michael
Rosemary
Nick
Oliver
Bernadette
Ben
Georgina
David
Joe
Louise
Robert
Charlotte
George
Jennifer
Sharron
Colin
Ian
Jeanette
Ann
Heather
Robert
David
Ian
Pat
Stuart
Simon
Sally

Last name
Ovenden
Pollitt
Rapley
Richards
Rose
Sargent
Scales
Walker
Wallace
Baker
Baker
Baker
Baldock
Bartley
Butcher
Clark
Cook
Cook
Dixey
Doyle
Eden-Green
Fawcett
Fisher
Fitter-Harding
Glover
Hirst
Howes
Jones
Jones
MacCaul
Metcalfe
Samper
Sonnex
Spooner
Stockley
Stockley
Taylor
Taylor
Thomas
Thomas
Thomas
Todd
Walker
Warley
Waters

Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury City Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council

First name
Terry
Steven
Geoff
Ann
Mike
Paul
Clair
Pauline
Rob
Trevor
Dave
Paul
Sue
Ian
Penny
Nigel
Andrew
Gary
Paul
Dan
Mark
Tan
Dara
Graham
Peter
Mike
Eric
Jeremy
George
Ida
Geoff
Steve
Alan
Diane
Derek
Michael
Jan
Shellina
Alan
Charlie
John
Paulina
Lauren
Bryan
Ian

Last name
Westgate
Williams
Wimble
Allen
Angell
Bartlett
Bell
Beresford
Bird
Bond
Butler
Carter
Chandler
Chittenden
Cole
Collor
Cook
Cooke
Cooper
Daley
Dance
Dhesi
Farrell
Gibbens
Harman
Hill
Hotson
Kite
Koowaree
Linfield
Lymer
Manion
Marsh
Marsh
Murphy
Northey
Ozog
Prendergast
Ridgers
Simkins
Simmonds
Stockwell
Sullivan
Sweetland
Thomas

Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council
Kent County Council

First name
David
Nick
Margaret
Roger
Michael
Peter
Susan
Tony
Rory
David
Dick
Martin
Andy
Andrew
Sue
Antony
Ken
Mike
John
Rosalind
Karen
Emma
Lesley
Barry
Paul
Matthew
Trudy
Sarah
Peter
Richard
Michael
Harry
Paul
Sarah
Sean
James
Peter
Catherine

Last name
Brazier
Chard
Crabtree
Gough
Horwood
Lake
Carey
Hills
Love
Monk
Pascoe
Whybrow
Booth
Bowles
Gent
Hook
Pugh
Whiting
Wright
Binks
Constantine
Dawson
Game
Lewis
Messenger
Balfour
Dean
Hohler
Homewood
Long
Payne
Rayner
Barrington-King
Hamilton
Holden
McInroy
Oakford
Rankin

Members of Parliament and Members of the European Parliament

MPs
Constituency
North Thanet
South Thanet
Dover
Folkestone and Hythe
Canterbury
Faversham and Mid Kent
Maidstone and the
Weald
Tunbridge Wells
Tonbridge and Malling
Sevenoaks
Gravesham
Dartford
Rochester and Strood
Chatham and Aylesford
Sittingbourne and
Sheppey
Gillingham and Rainham
Ashford
MEPs
South East England

First name
Roger
Craig
Charlie
Damian
Rosie
Helen

Last name
Gale
Mackinlay
Elphicke
Collins
Duffield
Whately

MP/MEP
MP
MP
MP
MP
MP
MP

Helen
Greg
Tom
Michael
Adam
Gareth
Kelly
Tracey

Grant
Clark
Tugendhat
Fallon
Holloway
Johnson
Tolhurst
Crouch

MP
MP
MP
MP
MP
MP
MP
MP

Gordon
Rehman
Damian

Henderson
Chishti
Green

MP
MP
MP

Nigel
Dan
Janice
Nirj
Annaliese
Diane
Richard
Keith
Catherine
Raymond

Farage
Hannan
Atkinson
Deva
Dodds
James
Ashworth
Taylor
Bearder
Finch

MEP
MEP
MEP
MEP
MEP
MEP
MEP
MEP
MEP
MEP
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MANSTON AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
Statement of Community Consultation
November 2017
For consultation
Suite of Consultation Documents
1.1

As part of the statutory consultation process under section 47 of the Planning Act 2008,
RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited (‘RiverOak’) is carrying out a second statutory
consultation, in addition to an earlier statutory consultation carried out between 12 June 2017
and 23 July 2017.

1.2

This second statutory consultation will give the public further opportunity to review RiverOak’s
updated plans for the reopening of Manston Airport and to comment on its proposals. Together
with the documentation provided at the first statutory consultation, these documents will give a
further overview of the development proposals including further environmental information on
the potential benefits and impacts of the Project.

1.3

The suite of consultation documents includes:
1.3.1

a Consultation Document giving an overview of the proposals and where additional
or updated information can be found;

1.3.2

a Feedback Form in order to collect responses to the consultation;

1.3.3

a Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR); containing preliminary
information on the likely environmental effects of our proposals as we have
ascertained them so far, including noise, transport and air quality, and how we
propose to minimise these effects, as well as how we propose to maximise the
benefits of the Project;

1.3.4

a proposed noise mitigation plan;

1.3.5

this Statement of Community Consultation.

1.3.6

The latest draft Masterplan for Manston Airport with a location plan; and

1.3.7

The latest version of Manston Airport - a Regional and National Asset, Volumes I-IV;
an analysis of air freight capacity limitations and constraints in the South East and
Manston’s ability to address these and provide for future growth.

About this document
1.4

16176470.1

RiverOak Strategic Partners (‘RiverOak’) is proposing to redevelop and reopen Manston Airport
in Kent, primarily as a cargo airport (‘the Project’). This Statement of Community Consultation
(‘SoCC’) sets out how RiverOak will consult on its proposals with the local community.

1.5

Based on the addition of 19 aircraft stands from when the airport previously operated, on the
basis that the airport is currently unable to operate, this would increase the capability of the
airport by well over 10,000 air freight movements per year. This means that the Project is
classified as a ‘Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project’ by the Planning Act 2008 (‘the Act’).
As a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project, we must make an application under the Act
for a permission known as a ‘Development Consent Order’ (‘DCO’) to construct and operate
Manston Airport. The application will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate which will
examine it and make a recommendation to the Secretary of State for Transport, who will then
make a decision on whether the Project is granted consent.

1.6

Section 47 of the Act requires that consultation is carried out with the local community before
an application is submitted. In line with section 47, and further to the first statutory consultation
carried out in 2017, this SoCC sets out how the second statutory consultation of the local
community will be carried out.

1.7

As part of the development of this SoCC, we have consulted Thanet District Council and Kent
County Council on the contents of this document and have taken into account their comments
and accommodated their suggestions where possible. We have also consulted Dover District
Council, Canterbury City Council and 12 nearby parish and town councils as we are aware that
this project is of wide interest

2

The Project

2.1

Manston Airport’s aviation role began in 1916 when it became a Royal Naval Station and, most
recently, it operated as Kent International Airport until it was closed by its current owners in
May 2014. We are proposing to secure the future of this valuable national asset by redeveloping
and reopening it as a successful hub for international air freight which also offers passenger,
executive travel and aircraft engineering services.

2.2

The application site is situated to the west of Ramsgate in Kent and comprises approximately
296 hectares (732 acres). RiverOak’s plans to redevelop and reopen Manston as a mixed-use
airport are anchored by a significant and much-needed air freight hub able to handle at least
10,000 air freight movements a year.
To achieve this, RiverOak is proposing a multimillion-pound, four-phase construction and
redevelopment plan, which will be delivered across an estimated 15 years.
The proposals include both the use of the existing airport infrastructure and the introduction of
new facilities. In summary, our proposals include:


upgrading the runway and improving the Alpha parallel taxiway;



constructing 19 new air cargo stands;



completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;



refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a new fire training
area;



building new air cargo facilities;

2
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developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current Air Traffic Control
tower;



building new aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of the ‘Northern
Grass’ for airport related businesses; and



highway improvement works to ensure improved access to and around Manston
Airport, including a new, permanent, dedicated airport access on Spitfire Way which
will help to reduce airport related traffic on the local road network.

2.3

RiverOak’s proposals also retain and enhance the existing Spitfire & Hurricane Memorial
Museum and the RAF Manston History Museum by creating a museum quarter on the site of
the former Air Traffic Control tower.

2.4

RiverOak’s proposals include passenger and apron facilities for at least one passenger carrier,
although the aim will be to attract a number of low cost carriers as well as charter and scheduled
flights. We are also keen to work with Dover Harbour Board to receive passengers destined for
cruise ships

2.5

The development of passenger services will be distinct and separate from our focus on building
the air freight operation. This will ensure the cargo carriers are provided with a dedicated and
swift service to maximise the economic potential of Manston Airport.

2.6

In addition to the air freight hub RiverOak proposes to develop:


an aircraft recycling facility;



a flight training school;



a fixed base operation for executive travel; and



business facilities for aviation related organisations.

2.7

Manston Airport no longer has an aerodrome licence. The Airport will need a new EASA
Certificate from the Civil Aviation Authority, and potentially other consents, to be brought back
into aviation use. The process of obtaining these consents will run alongside the DCO
application process and a decision on them will be made by the Civil Aviation Authority rather
than the Secretary of State.

3

About RiverOak

3.1

RiverOak is a UK-registered company which owns all rights and interests and has assumed
financial and operational responsibility for the DCO in respect of Manston Airport and the
anticipated reopening and operation of the airport.
RiverOak is fully resourced and funded to accommodate all costs arising from the DCO
application to acquire and reinstate Manston as a fully operational airport

16176470.1
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4

Consultation

4.1

Statutory consultation under section 47 of the Act will take place between Monday 8 January
and Friday 9 February 2018.

4.2

This covers a period of just under five weeks (32 days). The minimum required under the Act
is 28 days

4.3

This statutory consultation is open to everyone. It will provide an opportunity for both
organisations and the general public to scrutinise and comment on our proposals, which include
more detailed information than was available during our earlier first statutory consultation held
between 12 June and 23 July 2017. It will include details of the proposed noise mitigation plan,
as well as further information on environmental matters and how the proposals have developed.

4.4

We are not consulting on the Government’s policies regarding airports as set out in the revised
draft Airports National Policy Statement, or the policies of Thanet District Council and Kent
County Council.

4.5

In line with Regulation 12 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017, the Project team will need to carry out an environmental impact assessment.
We will therefore be including preliminary environmental information as part of the consultation
documents.

4.6

Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this consultation will be treated
confidentially and processed and handled in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.
The information may be disclosed to or shared with RiverOak’s agents, contractors and
advisors who provide services to RiverOak. This will allow us to fully consider the responses
and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon submission of our application
for development consent under the Act or in connection with our application for any consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State or the Civil Aviation Authority
may require RiverOak to supply copies of all consultation responses received. If a request is
made, RiverOak is under a legal obligation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of
State. By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees that we may
supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via the Planning Inspectorate if
required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation Authority if requested.

5

Publicity

5.1

We will promote the consultation in a number of different ways, including:


sending the suite of consultation documents to all those properties in the following
categories:


those whose land would be subject to compulsory acquisition powers in our
application should agreement not be reached on acquiring the land
voluntarily;



those whose land would be subject to the compulsory acquisition of existing
interests in their land or the creation of new interests in or restrictions over

4
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it, should agreement not be reached on acquiring or creating these
voluntarily; and


those whose land is not subject to acquisition but we have been advised that
the landowners may be entitled to make a claim for compensation due to
either the construction or operation of the project;



advertising in the Isle of Thanet Gazette, Folkestone Herald, Dover Express and
Canterbury Times during the week before and during the first week of the
consultation;



sending emails to those who have previously expressed an interest in the Project or
responded to either of the previous consultations and provided us with an email
address;



sending letters and/or emails to elected representatives in the area including MPs,
MEPs, Thanet District and Kent County councillors;



sending letters and/or emails to local community groups and organisations who we
are aware are active in the area and for whom we have contact details. A list of these
community groups can be found in Appendix 1;



providing information about the consultation on our website, www.rsp.co.uk;



issuing press releases to local press. This will be done once at the start of
consultation and once later in the consultation to encourage people to get involved;
and;



using Twitter (@RSPManston) and Facebook (www.facebook.com/RSPManston) to
send out updates during the consultation period. Please note, feedback will not be
accepted through social media.

More details of how to provide feedback can be found in section 9 of this SoCC.

6

Consultation documents

6.1

The suite of consultation documents will include:

16176470.1

6.1.1

a Consultation Document giving an overview of the proposals and where additional
or updated information can be found;

6.1.2

a Feedback Form in order to collect responses to the consultation;

6.1.3

a Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR); containing preliminary
information on the likely environmental effects of our proposals as we have
ascertained them so far, including noise, transport and air quality, and how we
propose to minimise these effects, as well as how we propose to maximise the
benefits of the Project;

6.1.4

a proposed noise mitigation plan;

5

6.1.5

this Statement of Community Consultation.

6.1.6

The latest draft Masterplan for Manston Airport with a location plan; and

6.1.7

The latest version of Manston Airport - a Regional and National Asset, Volumes I-IV;
an analysis of air freight capacity limitations and constraints in the South East and
Manston’s ability to address these and provide for future growth.

7

How we will make the documents available

7.1

The consultation documents will be made available in the following ways:


published on our website, www.rsp.co.uk for the duration of the consultation, 9
January 2018 to 9 February 2018;



printed copies will be available at consultation events to review. Copies of the
Feedback Form and Overview Report will be available to take away; and



printed copies of consultation documents will be placed in the libraries listed below
for review, for the duration of the consultation period. Due to the size of the PEIR, it
will only be available to review at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries (as well as
online and at the consultation events). The other libraries will include all other
consultation documents, including the non-technical summary of the PEIR contained
in the Overview Report. We will check on a weekly basis that the full suite of
consultation documentation remains available and intact at each of these locations.
Libraries with consultation documents
Name

Address

Opening hours

Note: All libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000 41 31 31 and are closed on public
holidays. Opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Note: Due to the size of the PEIR, it will only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate
libraries.
Birchington
Library

Broadstairs
Library

Cliftonville
Library

Alpha Road, Birchington CT7 9EG

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-6pm
Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed, Sun:
closed

The Broadway, Broadstairs CT10 2BS

Mon, Tue, Wed, Fri: 9am-6pm
Thu: 9am-8pm, Sat: 9am-5pm,
Sun: closed

Queen Elizabeth Avenue, Margate CT9
3JX

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-6pm
Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed, Sun:
closed

6
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Deal Library

Herne
Library

Bay

Margate
Library

Minster-inThanet Library

Newington
Library

Ramsgate
Library

Sandwich
Library

Westgate
Library

7.2

Broad Street, Deal CT14 6ER

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am5pm Sun: 10am-4pm

124 High Street, Herne Bay CT6 5JY

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am5pm Sun: closed

Thanet Gateway Plus, Cecil Street,
Margate CT9 1RE

Mon, Tue, Wed, Fri: 9am-6pm

4A Monkton Road, Minster, Ramsgate
CT12 4EA

Mon: 2pm-6pm, Tue, Thu: 9am1pm and 2pm-6pm, Fri: 9am6pm, Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed,
Sun: closed

Marlowe Academy, Marlowe
Ramsgate CT12 6NB

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-6pm
Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed, Sun:
closed

Way,

Thu: 9am-8pm, Sat: 9am-5pm,
Sun: closed

Guildford Lawn, Ramsgate CT11 9AY

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am5pm, Sun: closed

13 Market Street, Sandwich CT13 9DA

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-6pm,
Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed, Sun:
closed

Minster Road, Westgate-On-Sea CT8
8BP

Mon, Wed: 9am-5pm, Tue, Fri:
9am-6pm, Sat: 10am-2pm,
Thu, Sun: closed

We will provide one copy of each of the consultation documents, free of charge, to those unable
to access them via the internet or the deposit locations, with the exception of the PEIR. We will
also have USB sticks containing all of the consultation documents available at consultation
events and on request.
Due to the size of the PEIR, a charge may need to be included to cover printing and delivery
costs (up to £500). Please call our helpline 0800 030 4137 or email us at
manston@communityrelations.co.uk to request documents.

8

Consultation events

8.1

During the consultation period we will hold two further events, which anyone who is interested
in the Project can attend, read the consultation documents, see visual displays of our proposals,
talk to our professional team, and leave feedback. These events will be staffed by members of
the RiverOak team and their professional advisors.

16176470.1
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The events will take place as follows:
Location

Address

Accessibility

Date & time

Herne Bay

The King’s Hall Beacon
Hill, Herne Bay, CT6 6BA

The Kings Hall is served by the number
6 and TRIAN route bus services. There
are disabled spaces available in the car
park a short distance from the venue
and a drop off point directly outside.
There is step-free access to and within
the venue and accessible WCs for sole
disabled use.

Tuesday 23
January
2018

Ramsgate harbour is served by the 9,
38 and 39 bus routes and also the
Thanet Loop bus service, with a short
walk to the venue from the closest bus
stop. There is one disabled parking
space available at the rear of the venue.
There is step free access into the hotel
and event room. Please note there is no
disabled toilet at this venue.

Wednesday
24 January
12noon
6pm

Ramsgate

Comfort
Inn
Victoria
Parade, Ramsgate,CT11
8DT

2pm - 8pm

9

How to respond to the consultation

9.1

There are various ways that you can respond to the consultation. All consultation responses
must be received by 11.59pm on the last day of the consultation, Friday 9 February 2018, or
we may not be able to take them into account.
by post: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses can be posted to PO Box
3297, Bristol, BS1 9LL;
online: A copy of the Feedback Form will be available to fill in at our consultation website,
www.rsp.co.uk;
by email: Consultation responses can be emailed to manston@communityrelations.co.uk; and
at the consultation events: Feedback Forms will be available at the consultation events
referred to in Section 8 and can be left at the event or returned by post.

9.2

Please note that unless there are exceptional circumstances, the Project team will not accept
oral feedback given either at events or via our helpline. All feedback must be provided in writing
as set out above.

9.3

We will provide an acknowledgement for consultation responses that include an email address
or postal address.

8
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10

Hard to reach

10.1

We have identified a range of community organisations with a potential interest in the Project,
including representatives of local ‘hard to each’ people. To ensure that ‘hard to reach’ groups
are encouraged to get involved in the consultation, the materials will be prepared to be
accessible and clear.

10.2

In addition, we will ensure that:


The contact telephone number and email address are prominent on all published
material (including this SoCC) and enable individuals to contact the team directly
with questions or requests;



The Consutlation Leaflet, Feedback Form and Overview Report can be made
available in alternative forms on requests (e.g large print, braille, languages other
than English); and



representatives of the identified community groups and organisations will be
contacted directly with details about the consultation.

We have sought to ensure that venues are accessible and can be reached by publish as well
as private transport. For anyone with specific additional requirements in relation to consultation
events, please email manston@communityrelations.co.uk or call 0800 030 4137.

11

Next Steps

11.1

We will also be carrying out statutory consultation with statutory consultees and those with an
interest in the land under sections 42, 43 and 44 of the Act; and publicising the Project in local
and national publications under section 48 of the Act.

11.2

We will carefully consider all of the issues raised in the feedback and will take this into account
when finalising the DCO application. Issues identified from feedback will be included in a
detailed Consultation Report submitted as part of the DCO application, where RiverOak will
show how each issue has been considered and if it has led to a change in the proposals

11.3

If, as a result of the feedback, the Project changes to the extent that it is necessary to undertake
further statutory consultation, this will be undertaken, with those likely to be affected, in
accordance with the principles set out in this SoCC.

11.4

We intend to submit our DCO application after having regard to the responses we receive. The
application would be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate who will examine it by seeking
evidence from us and other interested parties over a period of six months. The Planning
Inspectorate will then make a recommendation to the Secretary of State for Transport, who will
make a decision on whether the Project can go ahead

11.5

Further information about the DCO process is available on the Planning Inspectorate’s website
at http://infrastructure.planningportal.gov.uk

11.6

If there are any queries about this consultation they can be made to our email address,
manston@communityrelations.co.uk, or call us on 0800 030 4137.

16176470.1
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Appendix 1
Below is a list of community groups and organisations, over and above statutory consultees, that we
are contacting directly with details of the consultation.
Manston Airport interest groups

Further/Higher Education

Kent Needs Manston Airport

Canterbury Christ Church University

Kent
International
Committee

Airport

Manston Pickle

Consultative

Canterbury College
East Kent College
Kent University

No DCO for Manston
No Night Flights Over Ramsgate
Save Manston Airport
Save Manston Airport association
Supporters of Manston Airport
Think Support Manston
Why Not Manston?

Parish/Town Councils
Acol Parish Council
Birchington Parish Council
Broadstairs and St Peters Town Council
Cliffsend Parish Council
Manston Parish Council
Mayor and Charter Trustees of Margate
Minster Parish Council
Monkton Parish Council
Ramsgate Town Council
Sandwich Town Council
St Nicholas-at-Wade with Sarre Parish Council
Westgate-on-Sea Town Council
Business organisations
Coastal Community teams
Broadstairs and Margate
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HAQ Rahil
Subject:

RE: Manston Airport project - consultation on draft of further Statement of
Community Consultation [BDB-BDB1.FID9924265]

From: WALKER Angus
Sent: 24 November 2017 17:21
To: WALKER Angus <AngusWALKER@bdb-law.co.uk>
Subject: Manston Airport project - consultation on draft of further Statement of Community Consultation
Dear local authority, parish or town council representative,
Further to the consultation that took place in June-July 2017, RiverOak is proposing to conduct a further round of
statutory consultation in January-February 2018. Today, RiverOak is beginning its consultation on the draft of a
further Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC), a copy of which I attach. The SoCC sets out how RiverOak will
further consult on its proposals with the local community.
As part of the consultation on the draft SoCC, RiverOak would welcome and value your input on any aspect of the
draft.
The main issues that are being consulted that are in addition to the previous consultation materials are:
- A noise mitigation plan, containing RiverOak’s commitments to limit the adverse effect of aircraft noise on
the local area;
- Further preliminary environmental information reflecting further development of RiverOak’s plans for
Manston and their assessment;
- Further preliminary environmental information in compliance with the latest (2017) Environmental Impact
Assessment requirements
Responses to the previous consultations will still be taken into account and need not be repeated. We are
proposing to hold additional consultation events in the two communities that would be most affected by aircraft
noise, Ramsgate and Herne Bay.
As before, local authorities and town and parish councils are also individual statutory consultees when the
consultation exercise is undertaken, and so RiverOak will also be consulting you with the suite of consultation
documents we will have prepared as part of that.
Please send any responses to the draft SoCC to me by email. The period for consultation on the SoCC is set out in
the Planning Act 2008 as 28 days and so the deadline is close of business on Friday 22 December 2017.
Yours sincerely

Angus Walker Partner (Head of Dept)
T +44 (0)20 7783 3441
M+44 (0)7973 254187
W www.bdb-law.co.uk
For and on behalf of Bircham Dyson Bell LLP
50 Broadway London SW1H 0BL
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Copies of letters and emails received from local authorities and parish and town
councils during consultation on the draft SoCC for Stage 3 Consultation
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MUSZANSKYJ Natasha
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Maureen Prescott EI <maureen.prescott@surreycc.gov.uk> on behalf of Planning
Consultations/EAI/SCC <planning.consultations@surreycc.gov.uk>
17 January 2018 17:08
Manston Consultation
Manston Airport 2018 Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam,
Thank you for consulting Surrey County Council on the latest documents relating to the proposal to reopen
Marston Airport.
We have no comments on these consultation documents.
Maureen Prescott
Spatial Policy Team
Surrey County Council
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
This email and any attachments with it are intended for the
addressee only. It may be confidential and may be the subject of
legal and/or professional privilege.
If you have received this email in error please notify the sender
or postmaster@surreycc.gov.uk
The content may be personal or contain personal opinions and
cannot be taken as an expression of the County Council's position.
Surrey County Council reserves the right to monitor all incoming
and outgoing mail. Whilst every care has been taken to check
this e-mail for viruses, it is your responsibility to carry out
any checks upon receipt.
Visit the Surrey County Council website http://www.surreycc.gov.uk
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
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MUSZANSKYJ Natasha
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sheila Bransfield <sheila.bransfield@btinternet.com>
16 February 2018 18:59
Manston Consultation
MANSTON AIRPORT CONSULTATION

Dear Sirs
I had intended to submit my response through your website, but had trouble accessing your feedback form on
line. (Hopefully that was because so many others were also supporting you!)
I understand that previous submissions remain valid, but I would like to offer a few additional comments on behalf
of Acol Parish Council and Acol villagers.
We fully support your efforts to reopen Manston Airport and would simply wish to add that the additional
proposals, such as additional constructions and road improvements, are very welcome and definitely approved.
Thank you for all your efforts and we cannot wait until our airport is back in action!
Cllr Sheila Bransfield
Chairman of Acol Parish Council
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MUSZANSKYJ Natasha
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cherry Jones <cherry.jones@canterbury.gov.uk>
16 February 2018 16:53
Manston Consultation
Manston Airport - Canterbury City Council representation

Dear Sir/Madam
Canterbury City Council would like to make representations on the current consultation
undertaken by RiverOak Strategic Partners Ltd.
The City Council has not been consulted by RiverOak SP Ltd as part of this process, which fails to
meet the Planning Act 2008 requirements. However we have become aware of the consultation
and have therefore been able to respond.
The City Council has concerns regarding the adequacy of the consultation process, in particular
whether consultation is in line with the scheme promoter's SoCC. The City Council must be
consulted as a neighbouring authority and residents of Herne Bay must be consulted in a full and
meaningful way at all stages of the Development Consent Order process.
In relation to the Preliminary Environmental Impact report the City Council requires the full impact
of noise and disturbance to residents in Herne Bay, particularly in relation to night flights and
proposed type of aircraft, to be comprehensively assessed and fully mitigated, with a robust
monitoring regime and sanctions imposed for any breach in night flight or agreed noise
parameters.
Yours faithfully
Cherry Jones
-Cherry Jones
Planning Manager (Development Management)

Canterbury City Council
01227 862159
cherry.jones@canterbury.gov.uk
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HAQ Rahil
Subject:

RE: Manston Airport - Canterbury City Council representation [BDBBDB1.FID9947610]

From: Cherry Jones [mailto:cherry.jones@canterbury.gov.uk]
Sent: 16 February 2018 16:53
To: Manston Consultation <manstonconsultation@bdb-law.co.uk>
Subject: Manston Airport - Canterbury City Council representation

Dear Sir/Madam
Canterbury City Council would like to make representations on the current consultation
undertaken by RiverOak Strategic Partners Ltd.
The City Council has not been consulted by RiverOak SP Ltd as part of this process, which fails to
meet the Planning Act 2008 requirements. However we have become aware of the consultation
and have therefore been able to respond.
The City Council has concerns regarding the adequacy of the consultation process, in particular
whether consultation is in line with the scheme promoter's SoCC. The City Council must be
consulted as a neighbouring authority and residents of Herne Bay must be consulted in a full and
meaningful way at all stages of the Development Consent Order process.
In relation to the Preliminary Environmental Impact report the City Council requires the full impact
of noise and disturbance to residents in Herne Bay, particularly in relation to night flights and
proposed type of aircraft, to be comprehensively assessed and fully mitigated, with a robust
monitoring regime and sanctions imposed for any breach in night flight or agreed noise
parameters.
Yours faithfully
Cherry Jones
-Cherry Jones
Planning Manager (Development Management)

Canterbury City Council
01227 862159
cherry.jones@canterbury.gov.uk

Please give us your views through our customer satisfaction survey
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WARNING – This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and may also be privileged. If you are not the
intended recipient, you should not copy, forward or use any part of it or disclose its contents to any person. If you
have received it in error please notify our system manager immediately on +44 (0)20 7783 3555 or +44 (0)20 7227
7000. This email and any automatic copies should be deleted after you have contacted the system manager.
This email is sent from the offices of Bircham Dyson Bell LLP, a limited liability partnership regulated by The Solicitors
Regulation Authority and registered in England and Wales with registered number OC320798. Its registered office
and principal place of business is 50 Broadway, London SW1H 0BL. A full list of members, referred to as partners by
the firm, is available for inspection on request. Bircham Dyson Bell LLP accepts no responsibility for software viruses
and you should check for viruses before opening any attachments.
Cybercrime Alert : If you receive an email purporting to be from someone at this firm and telling you that we have
changed our bank details, it is likely to be from a criminal. Please do not reply to that email – instead ring the person
you have been dealing with as soon as possible to check whether the change is genuine.
Internet communications are not secure and therefore Bircham Dyson Bell LLP does not provide any guarantee or
warranty that this message or any attachments shall remain confidential. To ensure client service levels and business
continuity Bircham Dyson Bell LLP operates a policy whereby emails can be read by its employees or partners other
than the addressee. This policy complies with the Telecommunications (Lawful Business Practice) (Interception of
Communications) Regulations 2000.
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Manston Airport Consultation
Bircham Dyson Bell
50 Broadway
London
SW1H 0BL
BY EMAIL ONLY

Growth, Environment
& Transport
Room 1.62
Sessions House
MAIDSTONE
Kent ME14 1XQ
Phone: 03000 415981
Ask for: Barbara Cooper
Email: Barbara.Cooper@kent.gov.uk
16 February 2018

Dear Sirs
Re: Manston Airport - Consultation
Section 42 Planning Act 2008

Thank you for your letter dated 12 January 2018 notifying Kent County Council
(KCC) of the second statutory consultation on the proposal led by RiverOak Strategic
Partners to reopen Manston Airport.
In my letter dated 21 July 2017, I set out the Officer response to the first statutory
consultation, providing a range of comments on various environmental and technical
matters. For the avoidance of doubt, the following response should be read
alongside my earlier letter.
Officers of the County Council have reviewed the current consultation documents
and welcome the opportunity to comment on the updated Preliminary Environmental
Information Report (PEIR), updated masterplan information and publication of a
Noise Mitigation Plan.

Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR):
Chapter 3 - Description of the Proposed Development
Paragraph 3.3.93 (pg. 14) states that where ground level reduction is required, it
would be undertaken by, “… earth moving machinery, which includes tracked
dozers/ shovels, articulated dump trucks and blade levelling vehicles”. It should be
noted that this would not be an acceptable methodology in areas where there is
archaeological potential that requires mitigation by investigation.

Chapter 7 - Ecology
There remain outstanding ecological surveys for bats, reptiles, breeding birds
(including barn owls) and invertebrates. KCC would expect all ecological surveys to
be undertaken to fully inform any proposed mitigation or compensation measures.
It is noted that the proposed likely mitigation requirements (based on worse case
scenarios) are extensive and robust. However, the County Council has concerns
regarding the deliverability of any off-site compensation measures for breeding birds,
and would expect to see further information demonstrating that the proposed
measures are achievable and implementable.
Chapter 8 - Freshwater
As Lead Local Flood Authority, KCC has no further comments to make with respect
to surface water management. This chapter summarises the position of the
Authority in relation to any requirements with a clear, concise summary of
representations made by other relevant authorities.
Chapter 9 - Historic Environment
KCC Heritage Conservation has a number of specific comments and for ease of
reference, these are included at Appendix 1.
Appendix 9.1 - Desk Based Study
The desk based study is well written and provides a comprehensive account of the
archaeological and built heritage assets within the site and study area as are known
from published sources. As a baseline it is limited in the availability of specific
information from existing surveys and trenching in the site, and is also limited by the
extent of survey and trenching works to address the parameters of the DCO
proposal. KCC Heritage Conservation agrees with the recommendation (Section
6.2, pg. 40) that further archaeological survey and trenching is needed.
The archaeology of Thanet is particularly rich and special. Due its ancient and
historic gateway location, the character of its archaeology is often distinctive and
unique. Remains that are of national significance but presently undesignated can
often be encountered in investigations undertaken in this area of Thanet. Table 5.2
(pg. 34) recognises the potential for remains of national significance of prehistoric
and Anglo-Saxon date, however potential remains of Roman date could have a
national significance especially if associated with the historical events in the area.
Similarly, a higher potential of regional significance could be applied to the medieval
archaeology of the site should settlement remains such as those found at Thanet
Earth be present.
Historic England and the Thanet Conservation Officer should take the lead on the
provision of advice relating to the impact of the proposals on the significance of
designated heritage assets.
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Chapter 14 - Traffic and Transport
KCC Highways and Transportation has a number of specific comments and for ease
of reference, these are included at Appendix 2.
Appendix 14.3 - Traffic Generation and Distribution Methodology
At this point in time, the freight cargo tonnage figures used to inform this appendix
are taken at face value, as they have simply been provided by the client team. As
these figures are used to form the basis of traffic impact estimates, it is important
that there is a restriction imposed on the level of freight that the airport would be
permitted to handle. In the absence of such a restriction, it is essential that the
maximum freight handling capacity is robustly identified and justified, as this could
have a material bearing on subsequent peak hour freight traffic figures.
A 30% reduction in cargo tonnage has been applied to allow for efficient HGV
movements (i.e. those that enter and leave the site full). However, it is unclear
where this figure has been derived from. It is essential that any reductions are fully
justified using an appropriate evidence base. There is an assumption that the cargo
movements will take place evenly across a 24-hour day, however in reality, there are
likely to be peaks and troughs throughout the day. Whilst it is understandable that
for ease of assessment, a simplistic view has been taken, for a robust assessment to
be undertaken, it would be necessary to look at a worst-case scenario. A worst-case
scenario would be the maximum amount of freight that could be theoretically handled
at the airport within any given hour applied to the network peak, for assessment
purposes.
A similar methodology should also be applied to proposed passenger flights. Whilst
an attempt to estimate likely passenger numbers has been provided, a number of
assumptions have been made that could have an impact on subsequent traffic
generation. For a robust assessment to be undertaken, a realistic maximum
passenger throughput should be estimated, and necessary restrictions placed on
operations. Paragraph 3.1.22 (pg. 19) refers to aviation experts providing an
estimate of passenger travel mode share, however no further information to cross
reference these forecasts has been provided.
The methodology of using TRICS to inform Northern Grass area trip rates is largely
accepted, however as outlined within the recent Transport Assessment (TA) scoping
exercise, this is based on the understanding that land uses in this area of the site are
restricted to the proportions as outlined within the assessment document.
Fuel tanker trips are noted, however it is necessary to provide further justification in
relation to the number of deliveries required to service the site in a worst-case
scenario. For example, the capacity of each tanker and how much fuel is required
for each plane (as identified earlier within the report based on tank capacity). This
should then correlate with the number of planes estimated, with an allowance made
for operational fuel requirements for on-site vehicles and equipment.
As outlined in the TA scoping exercise, it is unrealistic to assume that all staff
movements will occur outside of the network peak hours and that staff will all follow
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the same shift patterns. It would be very difficult to monitor or ensure future
compliance with such a regime and in turn, this could potentially underestimate the
actual peak hour impact of staff movements.
The document states that a gravity model approach has been used to identify the
origins and destinations and subsequent routes, and this has been informed by
information provided by the wider project team. Further information to substantiate
the assumptions made on origins and destinations would be helpful to support the
final TA document. It is noted that a gravity model approach has also been used to
derive origin and destination information for the Northern Grass uses. It would be
more appropriate to use census data to provide an improved local perspective on
likely trip distribution, and this could be derived by interrogating the data for local
output areas that encompass other key employment areas within the Thanet District
to provide a more robust basis for assessment.
Updated masterplan information:
Highways and Transportation
The provision for a new highway link between A256 Haine Road and the B2050
Manston Road, as outlined in the emerging Thanet Transport Strategy, is absent
from the proposed masterplan. The indicative layout also appears to compromise
the delivery of an appropriate form of link road in the future. Failure to comply with
this emerging infrastructure requirement could prejudice the delivery of identified
highway solutions to manage the impact of future housing growth requirements over
the emerging Local Plan period (subject to further highway modelling outputs).
In addition, there are initial concerns in relation to the absence of provision for a new
highway route to and from Westwood (including appropriate walking and cycling
links). The proposed development has the potential to encourage inappropriate use
of rural roads within the proximity of the site by both vehicles and non-motorised
users. It is evident that limited pedestrian facilities or improvements are proposed
outside of the immediate site confines, which further limits the accessibility of the site
by non-motorised transport. The impact of the development within Manston Village
remains a concern due to the restricted road geometry throughout the village, as well
as the ability of the local road network to serve the site efficiently and reliably by
public transport.
The previously indicated roundabout solution at the Spitfire Way has been replaced
by a signalised junction arrangement. An initial appraisal would suggest that this is
not an optimal form of junction and is potentially out of keeping with the nature of the
approach roads to the site. There are initial concerns over the approach geometry to
the junction and future capacity for increased traffic flow in line with planned
growth. In the absence of strategic highway modelling and detailed junction
appraisal, it would not be possible to confirm if this junction would be supported as
an appropriate solution.
There is a proposed priority junction on B2050 Manston Road between the two new
signalised junctions, which would appear to be intended to serve the cargo facilities.
It is strongly recommended that access at this junction is restricted to emergency
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access to manage traffic flow at the Spitfire Junction and traffic flow on the B2050.
The proposed junction onto Manston Road (to the west of the Northern Grass) could
potentially encourage HGV rat running along this section of highway.
A full Stage 1 Road Safety Audit and associated designer’s response will be required
for all proposed highway changes. In view of the above, at this moment in time it
would not be possible to provide a definitive steer on the acceptability of the
proposed highway alterations.
It is important to reiterate that due to its existing constrained geometry, the B2190
Spitfire Way (between Columbus Avenue and the proposed site access) is not suited
to accommodate a significant increase in HGV movements. This section of highway
should be improved to reflect the likely change in HGV demand from expanded
aviation activity and associated development on the Northern Grass (both in terms of
geometry and construction specification where appropriate). No improvements to
the B2190 are indicated on the Masterplan document although Section 14.2.12 of
the PEIR (pg. 14-2) refers to potential improvements on Spitfire Way/Manston Road,
but with limited clarity on the extent of such proposals. Failure to appropriately
improve these important highway links could have an impact on the ability of the
local road network to serve the proposed development and could prejudice a future
aviation operation.
The increase in on-site parking provision is noted. The ability of the main site access
junction onto the B2050 Manston Road to accommodate the potential increase in
demand will need to be examined within the detailed TA.
The ability for traffic (particularly HGVs and abnormal loads) to enter and leave the
site in a forward gear should be demonstrated in the final submission. Any existing
informal access points onto the public highway that are planned to remain in use will
also need to be clarified along with their anticipated uses.
Heritage Conservation
The Masterplan continues to include areas of new development that have not been
included in archaeological geophysical survey and evaluation trenching at the site.
In particular, this includes the Northern Grass area and the proposed location for the
helicopter facilities in the south east of the site.
The relocation of the Spitfire and Hurricane Memorial Museum is noted, and
reference is made to the retention of a heritage building. The area north of Manston
Road includes a number of built heritage assets and it is unclear in the Masterplan
which ones will be retained. The way in which the museums, the built heritage of the
airfield and the visual connection with the runway and operational areas combine to
achieve a historic sense of place relating to an important theme of the Isle of
Thanet’s history, remains unclear. The museums area appears to be located
between the business park and attenuation ponds, screened from a visual
connection with the runway by the cargo hangers. The references in the PEIR
(Volume III, Figures 3.4 and 3.5) do not assist in setting out the intentions here nor is
there sufficient explanation in Chapter 3 of the PEIR.
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Noise Mitigation Plan:
The County Council welcomes the public of a Noise Mitigation Plan. Aviation noise
has received an increasing amount of attention in recent years from communities
affected and in scientific research into the impacts of noise and particularly, sleep
disturbance because of aircraft noise. Night noise is the least acceptable form of
aviation noise and there is an increasing body of evidence into its effects on health
and quality of life, including reduced educational attainment in children,
cardiovascular impacts because of stress and potential links to Alzheimer’s disease
from a reduction in the amount of deep sleep a person gets. Noise through the
daytime also affects quality of life as residents affected are unable to enjoy outdoor
activities or perhaps even open their windows in the summer months without
increasing the noise levels in their home.
The most recent Survey of Attitudes to Aviation Noise (published in 2017 using data
from 2013/14) showed that communities have become more sensitive to aviation
noise. Self-reported annoyance levels correlated with a self-reported health rating,
suggesting that increased stress levels especially affect people’s health.
Importantly, there are a range of sensitivity levels and an individual’s expectations of
how the noise generated by an airport will change over time can affect their
sensitivity. It is therefore vital to keep communities engaged and ensure that they
can influence decisions that could change the way they experience noise. In the first
instance, the design of the Noise Preferential Routes (NPRs) must include
substantial community engagement as per the new Airspace Change Process. This
must include demonstrating the likely impact using a range of metrics, for which Nx
(number of events over a dB threshold in a defined period) could be very useful in
clarifying the number of times a person is likely to hear an aircraft above a specified
noise level during either the day or the night period.
The Noise Mitigation Plan proposes a voluntary Quota Count system comparable
with the Department for Transport’s regulated night flight regime at the designated
airports (Heathrow, Gatwick and Stansted). The final Quota Count system could be
implemented through a planning agreement, as it has been done at Bristol Airport.
However, the designated airports (and Bristol Airport) also use a movement limit
whereas the Manston Noise Mitigation Plan does not propose one. At the other
airports, the movement limit complements the quota count limit by giving assurance
that the number of flights in a year cannot be higher than a set level (i.e. influencing
the perception communities will have of the likelihood of change in noise events
year-on-year). KCC would like to see a movement limit implemented alongside the
quota count limit in the final Noise Mitigation Plan.
Furthermore, Quota Count systems at other airports are divided into summer and
winter seasons (corresponding to BST) whereas the Manston Noise Mitigation Plan
is an annual quota allowance. The advantage of it being split seasonally is that it
gives greater consistency to the amount of noise permitted and prevents an intensive
concentration of noise when a large proportion of the quota could be used up. For
example, as currently proposed the whole of Manston’s proposed quota could be
utilised in the summer season whereas a seasonal split would mitigate against this.
KCC would therefore like to see the final Noise Mitigation Plan include a seasonal
split in the quota allowance.
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The proposed quota allowance is 4,000, plus an additional 2,000 for the shoulder
period for passenger aircraft (0600-0700). This equates to 6,000 a year. For
comparison purposes, the quota allowance at Bristol Airport (8.1 million passengers
per year, 3rd busiest regional airport) is 2,160; at Heathrow it is 5,150 annually; and
at Gatwick it is 6,935 with an actual usage of 5,868.75 in winter 2015 to summer
2016 (these airports operate a quota count system between 2330 and 0600). KCC
welcomes the introduction of a quota allowance in the shoulder period as an
effective way to manage noise when many people are still as sensitive as they are in
the night period.
However, for both the night period and the shoulder period, the quota allowance is
substantial and especially with the absence of a movement limit, KCC is concerned
about the level of flights that could result in the night period because of such a high
quota limit. This could be a high number of relatively ‘quiet’ flights or a lower number
of some of the noisiest aircraft, noting the QC/4 are often freighters of the type that
would be using Manston as a cargo airport. KCC asks that the quota allowance in
both the night period and the shoulder period is given considerable review, including
considering the views of the local community, and substantially lowered to an
appropriate level. Until October 2017, the winter limit at Gatwick was 2,000 and the
actual usage was 953 (winter 2015), and that equated to an average of 18 – 20
flights a night. This gives a real-life example of the potential scale of night flights that
could be permissible with the suggested quota allowance.
Given that the
populations around Gatwick find this intolerable, and West Kent’s dire situation with
arrivals, night flights at Manston could substantially impact local residents.
The Quota Count does not include the new category for use at designated airports of
QC/0.125 for aircraft in the 81-83.9 EPNdB range. This captures the latest
generation of quieter aircraft and recognises that despite them being significantly
quieter than older aircraft, they still do have a noise footprint that can cause
disturbance. Such aircraft include the new A320 Neos and Boeing 747-200s. KCC
would like the final Noise Mitigation Plan to include those aircraft classified as
QC/0.125 rather than classifying them as exempt (i.e. QC/0). Without a movement
limit, an unlimited number of exempt aircraft could operate from Manston in the night
period, which could be of real detriment to local communities.
The Noise Mitigation Plan will not permit aircraft classified as QC/8 or QC/16 to takeoff or land at night. This implies that QC/4 aircraft will be using Manston overnight,
contrary to the regime at the designated airports where QC/4 aircraft are not
permitted to be scheduled but can fly if they are delayed. QC/4 aircraft are some of
the noisiest still in operation and it would be a real benefit to the local communities
affected by overflight if there was a scheduling ban on them during the night period
and shoulder period. Therefore, KCC asks that a scheduling ban is imposed on
QC/4 aircraft between 2300 and 0700.
KCC supports the proposed noise insulation scheme and the criteria for eligibility.
However, in some circumstances, a reasonable amount of discretion should be used
where the scheme may bring real benefits to someone on the edge of the applicable
contour, bearing in mind the variance in individual sensitivity to aircraft noise.
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The Noise Mitigation Plan refers to working with aircraft operators to encourage
procedures that minimise noise. This is welcomed and compliance with these (e.g.
continuous descent operations), the proposed noise monitoring of individual aircraft
and the flight track keeping can be done through a working group of airline
representatives/operators and the airport, with relevant community engagement.
Gatwick has found this approach to be beneficial to ensure compliance through their
Noise and Track Monitoring Advisory Group (NaTMAG) and Flight Operations,
Performance and Safety (FLOPC) group. KCC supports the proposed structure of
the fines but recommends that their level is reviewed and finalised when the
Consultative Committee is formed. Likewise, the use of income from fines to fund
community projects in the area directly affected by noise from the airport is a
practical and welcome approach.
KCC would like to be represented on a Consultative Committee as it was in the past
and currently is on the Gatwick Airport Consultative Committee (GATCOM). KCC
has significant experience in issues of aviation noise because of the experience of
West Kent resulting from Gatwick Airport and would be able to bring this to a newly
formed Committee for Manston.

If you require any further information or clarification on any matter in this letter, then
please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours faithfully

Barbara Cooper
Corporate Director – Growth, Environment and Transport
Appendix 1:
Appendix 2:

Heritage Conservation comments
Highways and Transportation comments
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APPENDIX 1: Heritage Conservation comments
Historic Environment (Chapter 9)
Paras. 9.1.59.1.6

We note the stated limits to the study for the PEIR and it remains
the case that this is based mainly on a desk study of published
sources and since the previous submission, the undertaking of a
site visit. It remains the case that the authors of the PEIR have
not been able to access the results of survey work undertaken at
the site that is critical for an understanding of the potential and
significance of the archaeology present and the potential impacts
that will arise.
As per previous comments, the parameters of the development
that was assessed by the geophysical and trial trenching works at
the site are not the same as for the present DCO masterplan. In
particular, the PEIR recognises at para 9.1.6 that the Northern
Grass has not been subject to intrusive investigation, and indeed
has not been subject to geophysical survey. To be able to
understand the potential of this area and the helicopter area,
further investigation is needed. An indicative Written Scheme of
Investigation is not an appropriate alternative as it assumes that
the impacts on the archaeology present in unevaluated areas can
be mitigated through investigation. Reference is made elsewhere
to adjustment to enable preservation if required following post
determination evaluation, however it is not clear that this would be
possible within the development parameters once permitted.
We remain of the view that:
• The PEIR needs to take account of the discoveries in the
recent investigations within the airport; and
• Further survey and evaluation is needed in areas of the
development proposals that have not yet been surveyed
and / or evaluated.

Para. 9.3.8

The reference to the Historic England confirmation that
archaeological works can be secured by requirements in the DCO
does not appear in Table 9.5. We believe that Historic England is
of the same view as ourselves; the decision needs to be informed
by evaluation.

Table 9.3

The response to the KCC comment with respect to understanding
certain sites outside the study area is not consistent with what had
been agreed. The sites quoted are designated heritage assets
rather than the archaeological investigations that illustrate the rich
and unique character of Thanet’s archaeology.

Table 9.4

Our position remains the same as discussed on the 30 October
2017: further intrusive investigation is needed in the Northern
Grass Area and Geophysical Survey.
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Table 9.5

A WSI is not an appropriate alternative to evaluation to inform a
decision. Alterations to the project design may not be sufficient as
they may be constrained by approved development parameters.

Para. 9.4.6

The cropmarks on Telegraph hill represent the evidence for the
funerary activity and are not the focus in themselves. The EKA
investigations investigated part of this activity but it is more widely
known and a particularly rich heritage theme for Thanet.

Para. 9.4.7

The Wantsum was more a sea passage to the Thames Estuary
and a harbour and point of entry to the Roman province. The
remaining part of this paragraph doesn’t make sense.

Para. 9.4.8

The Thanet landscape has played an important role in the nation’s
history. The shorelines here have seen the arrival of the Romans
and their eventual departure, the arrival of the Saxons is
celebrated through the Hengist and Horsa tradition and the arrival
of the Augustinian Mission to re-establish Christianity happened
here as well. It is correct to highlight the role that the area played
in the two World Wars. Thanet has always been a gateway to new
peoples, ideas, trade and on the forefront of invasion and defence.
It is this which has left its mark through a rich and unique
archaeological record.

Para. 9.4.29

The Roman road is not thought to follow the line of the A299 south
of the airport. That is a more modern construct. The line of the
main route is presently thought to lie slightly down slope south and
west of the former airport but then swinging into the airport as
discovered on the East Kent Access Road. There is a particular
potential for Iron Age and Roman settlement found south of the
airfield in the 1980s extending into the airfield.

Table 9.7

We agree that there is potential for undesignated archaeological
assets of up to national significance. The incorporation of
preservation measures relies upon having sufficient information to
inform the decision and design and to ensure that this
preservation is feasible within permitted development parameters.

Para. 9.8.5 and
Table 9.14

Without evaluation through survey and trenching the risk of
encountering archaeological remains that cannot be preserved in
situ due to the parameters of such permitted development remains
high. The Masterplan illustrates a high density of development in
the North Grass Area with open space situated specifically around
the Radar mast. The flexibility of development to avoid significant
archaeology that warrants preservation is questionable, and as
archaeology can be found at shallow depth engineering solutions
are potentially limited.

Para. 9.9.3 and
Table 9.14

The historic structures of the former airfield are an important part
of the historic sense of place of Manston and provide an
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opportunity to explain the history of the sense better. Incorporation
of these where possible in a holistic interpretation scheme around
the two museums is needed. A programme of recording rather
than their preservation is very much a less favoured mitigation.
The visual connection of the museums to the operational areas of
the airport and especially the runway needs to be considered. It is
not clear what is to be retained or demolished and the justification
for this will need to be clearly set out in the EIA.
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APPENDIX 2: Highways and Transportation comments
Traffic and Transport (Chapter 14)
Para. 14.1.1
Limitations of the
Environmental
Statement

This section outlines a disparity in the data collection exercise.
Further clarity regarding this disparity would be useful to
understand how it might impact on the detailed TA.

Para. 14.2.4

It is stated that the new junctions proposed on Manston Road and
Spitfire Way have been designed with full development and future
traffic flows, however it is not clear if this allows for the growth
requirements set out in the emerging Thanet Local Plan. It would
seem unlikely that new infrastructure provision could be accurately
forecast on the basis of the spreadsheet model approach that has
been used. It is essential that any highway alterations/new
junctions delivered as part of the development proposals take
account of the likely growth in traffic across the Local Plan period
(including new highway infrastructure).

Para. 14.2.12

KCC does not consider a signalised junction improvement to be
the most appropriate solution at the B2050/ Spitfire Way junction.

Table 14.1

Limited reference is made to the emerging Thanet Transport
Strategy. Whilst it is a draft document, it remains a key
consideration for these development proposals, as the proposed
aviation use of this site will directly impact on highways and
transportation infrastructure identified in the strategy.

Para. 14.4.2

The manual classified turning count (MCC) locations are noted,
however to fully identify junctions that are likely to be impacted by
the proposals, a more detailed understanding of development
traffic impact/ distribution would be required.

Para. 14.4.11

The initial build process for the KCC Strategic Highway model has
been completed and recent informal discussions have already
taken place between KCC and RiverOak Strategic Partners in
relation to potential access to this model.
It is not entirely accurate to indicate that the model is unavailable
to local developers, as further requests by RiverOak Strategic
Partners in relation to the availability of the model have only
recently been received due to the change in the anticipated
timescale for submission of a DCO. As agreed through these
recent discussions, KCC has yet to receive a scope of works/
specification for the modelling scenarios from RiverOak Strategic
Partners to progress or facilitate any access requests. Given the
scale and importance of the development proposals on the local
highway network, it is essential that an appropriate strategic
highway model is utilised to appraise the impact of the
development. This will ensure that traffic impacts are considered
consistently within the framework of the emerging Local Plan and
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Draft Transport Strategy. It is recommended that RiverOak
Strategic Partners liaise directly with the local planning authority to
agree appropriate land use/ infrastructure scenarios.
Table 14.3

The responses to a number of consultee comments and
considerations are noted. Amongst these, KCC highlighted the
need for the development proposals to utilise the Strategic
Highway Model. It was not agreed by KCC Highways and
Transportation that the use of a spreadsheet model would be
sufficient for the initial submission of a DCO. Given the likely
timescale constraints that between submission of a DCO and its
subsequent examination, KCC highly recommends that strategic
modelling should be undertaken and fully completed in advance of
the submission and completion of the supporting TA. This will
ensure that the TA is completed with the necessary level of
supporting highway information to inform robust outputs and
conclusions. Failure to do so will result in a TA being produced
that fails to appropriately consider the impact of the development
on the local highway network.

Paras. 14.10.514.10.6

The environmental impacts of the development on Manston Court
Road have been identified as minor. This is considered to be an
underestimation of the potential impact that this development
could have on this part of the local highway network. Given that
this section of highway is largely single track in nature and serves
a number of residential properties, businesses and two caravan
parks, it is likely that variations in pedestrian and vehicle activity
will occur. This road is extremely sensitive to increases in traffic
flow (due to its constrained geometry) and therefore it is
considered that a much lower increase in traffic could have a
potentially disproportionate impact on the identified impact
categories and as such these receptors should be reviewed
accordingly. The same matters apply to Manston Village that is
currently divided by the B2050 and is also subject to constrained
geometry and limited pedestrian facilities.

ENDS
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Mr Mark Dance

—

Member for Whitstable
Cabinet Member for Economic Deve
lopm

CountJ
Council
ent
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mark.dance@kent.gov.uk

Members Suite

Mr Tony Freudmann
Director
Riveroak Strategic Partners
50 Broadway Westminster
London
SW1H OBL

Kent County Council
SessOflS House
County Hall
MaidstOne, Kent
ME14 1XQ
Tel: 03000411009
members.deSk@kentgo

26th

DearMrFridirinn,

March 2018

1

Manston Airport, Kent

I am writing to you in my capacity as Cab
inet Member for Economic Develop
ment
at Kent County Council (KCC) to establis
h whether, what I am reading in rela
tion
to the use of Manston Airport in the loca
l press and assorted aviation magazin
es
in the last month or so is true in that
your Company has held recent talks
wit
h
airline operators, or others, over the
future use of Manston Airport. Or whe
ther
this is pure speculation on the part of
the local press.
As I am certain you can imagine, I am
regularly asked for an update on where
the
Council is on this matter and I would
always want to be in possession of the
most
relevant, truthful and up to date fact
s. Speculation and rumour does not ove
rly
bother or concern me.
You will of course know the KCC’s stat
ed position in this matter. You will kno
w
that we fully support the continued reg
eneration of Manston Airport and we
will

kent.gov.Uk

keep an open mind on whether that should be as a business park or an airport
,
depending upon the viability of such plans and the ability to deliver significant
economic growth and job opportunity. The driver for the KCC continues to be
to
seize the best opportunity to create a significant number of new jobs and bring
prosperity into East Kent.
As I say above, it is because of this that I am keen to get an accurate
understanding of the situation as to whether your Company has been in
discussion with any airline operators or others to establish an operating base
out
of Manston Airport or whether this is a piece of Fake News on this matter.
I look forward to receiving your clarification and/or comments in this matter
.
Yours

MarkDa ce
Cabinet Mem er for Economic Development, Kent County Council
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Please ask for: Tim Chapman
Tel: 01634 331479
Our Ref: MC/18/0159
Date: 17 January, 2018
Mr George Yerrall

Planning Service
Physical & Cultural Regeneration
Regeneration, Culture, Environment &
Transformation
Civic Headquarters
Gun Wharf
Dock Road
Chatham
Kent ME4 4TR
Telephone: 01634 331700
Facsimile: 01634 331195
Email:
planning.representations@medway.go
v.uk

Dear Mr Yerrall,
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

The Town and Country Planning (General Management Procedure) (England) Order
2015
APPLICATION NUMBER: MC/18/0159
LOCATION: MANSTON AIRPORT, MARGATE, CT12 5DF
PROPOSAL: Consultation on proposed reopening of Manston airport
Thank you for your consultation letter which was received on 15 January, 2018. I will
endeavour to ensure that you receive this Council's comments as soon as is practicable.
If for any reason a formal response cannot be made within 21 days of receipt of details,
the Case Officer, as advised above, will contact you within that period.
If you wish to enquire about the progress of your application please visit our website

http://publicaccess.medway.gov.uk/online-applications/
. All documents and plans relating to this application will be published on the above
website. You can also phone the Planning Customer Contact Team on 01634 331700
.
Yours sincerely
Tim Chapman
Planning Officer

This letter is available in larger print size if required. For details please contact
Lisa Maryott on 01634 331102

HAQ Rahil
Subject:

RE: Issues with postal consultation in parts of Ramsgate - Other matters [BDBBDB1.FID9947610]

From: WALKER Angus [mailto:AngusWALKER@bdb-law.co.uk]
Sent: 18 January 2018 13:11
To: 'Iain Livingstone' <iain.livingstone@officer.thanet.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: Issues with postal consultation in parts of Ramsgate - Other matters [BDB-BDB1.FID9947610]
Hi Iain
Thank you again for flagging these issues. Please find attached the contour within which we instructed the delivery
company to deliver to all households, approximately 50,000. Where we have evidence of people not having received
the postcard, we have immediately requested a redelivery. I can confirm that a redelivery was carried out at
Nethercourt Estate yesterday upon receiving the information from you (and also a resident).
I have passed your request about the noise contour plans to our environmental consultants and they are preparing a
larger-scale version which I or they will send you.
Regards
.

Angus Walker Partner (Head of Dept)
T +44 (0)20 7783 3441
M+44 (0)7973 254187
W www.bdb-law.co.uk
For and on behalf of Bircham Dyson Bell LLP
50 Broadway London SW1H 0BL

From: Iain Livingstone [mailto:iain.livingstone@officer.thanet.gov.uk]
Sent: 17 January 2018 11:27
To: WALKER Angus <AngusWALKER@bdb-law.co.uk>
Subject: Issues with postal consultation in parts of Ramsgate - Other matters

Dear Angus,
We have received a number of reports/comments that parts of Ramsgate have not received the postcards
informing about the consultation and the consultation events, including the Nethercourt Estate at the western
end of Ramsgate.
Please can this be looked at as a matter of urgency to ensure that all properties in Ramsgate have been sent a
postcard by the end of this week, and can you provide details of how the postcards have been distributed
and the location still to be done/not done in Ramsgate.
Also, with regard to the noise mitigation plan, the relevant contour plans (figures 12.4 and 12.5) are not at a
scale sufficient to be able to identify the properties covered by the noise insulation scheme. I assume that
this information is available to have determined the number of properties within the scheme (340 properties
in year 20 of operation). Please can you arrange for plans showing the relevant daytime and nighttime
1

contours on a plan at a similar scale to Figure 9.5 (Extent of 60db Noise Contour) to be provided to the
Council for comment.
Kind regards
Iain Livingstone
-Iain Livingstone
Planning Applications Manager
01843 577140
Thanet District Council
www.thanet.gov.uk
@ThanetCouncil
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COMMUNITY SERVICES
Please ask for: Iain Livingstone
Direct Line: 01843 577140
Date: 16/02/18

Dear Mr Walker,
Application by Riveroak Strategic Partners for an Order Granting Development Consent for
Manston Airport
Second Statutory Consultation on Proposed Project
Thank you for consulting Thanet District Council under the provisions of Section 42 of the Planning
Act 2008.
We outline our specific comments on the information provided at this pre-application consultation
stage of the process below. Regard should also be had to the Council’s first response to the previous
formal consultation earlier this year (dated 21st July 2017).
Principle and Basis of Project
As outlined with the Council’s previous consultation response, the Council’s empirical evidence
demonstrates that airport operations at Manston over the Local Plan period are very unlikely to be
financially viable. The updated work by Azimuth Associates still fails to adequately consider the
importance of the significantly lower cost of belly-hold freight capacity and the peninsular location of
Manston within the UK and the South-east, and it fails to show how the project would overcome these
fundamental limitations.
The lack of any cogent business case for how the project will be funded and delivered has also not
been addressed in the second consultation, nor have any reasoned or transparent financial
projections been provided. All previous comments made by the Council regarding the business case
are therefore still valid and significant uncertainty remains about the delivery of the project and the
purported benefits.
Within your consultation documents the current capability of the airport in terms of flights is stated as
zero. It is noted that this figure is contested by the owners of the airport site. This will form a key
determination for the Planning Inspectorate when deciding whether the project constitutes a National
Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP). The Council would recommend that you clarify this matter as
1

a priority, to ensure that all stakeholders are assured of whether the NSIP will progress past the
acceptance stage.
Policy Assessment
The Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) does not include the Proposed Revisions
to the draft Local Plan (preferred options) from January 2017 in its analysis of local policy in various
sections, however it includes the January 2015 consultation, which has equal weight in decision
making at this stage in the production of the Council’s Local Plan. The Environmental Statement (ES)
should be updated to reflect the correct local policy framework.
Economic impacts
There continues to be a lack of clarity about the use of potential job growth as a result of your project.
For example, the new PEIR states that the project would bring “4,000 direct and 30,000 indirect jobs
to the local economy by 2038”, whereas the previous PEIR stated that by year 20 of operation over
4,200 people would be directly employed at the airport site and a further 26,000 in the “wider regional
economy”. The economic area, be it the ‘wider regional economy’ or “local economy”, is not defined
in any of the consultation documentation and this should be added to the ES. These job numbers
continue to be generated on the basis of a theoretical academic report with no acknowledgement or
provision for optimism bias, rather than on a studied financial appraisal of the project and expected
growth.
It is noted that the consultee comments of section 13 of the PEIR does not include the Council’s
previous comments, unlike the assessments made in other sections of the PEIR. There remains
significant uncertainty about whether the socio-economic benefits from your project in terms of job
creation attract significant weight in support of the project, with these benefits overstated in Section
13 of the PEIR. Due to the continued lack of explanation to address the above concerns, it is not
considered that the effect on the economy of Thanet would be “major beneficial - significant” due to
the limitations in the evidence produced.
Please refer to our previous consultation letter for how to address these concerns.
The proposed commercial development on the northern grass does not appear to be functionally
required for operational purposes of the airport and should not form part of the projects viability
assessment. This development could be situated on allocated employment land within the district,
such as Manston Business Park.
Housing Requirements and Employment Implications
We note the “Review of Future Housing and Employment Growth and Capacity for Development”
document which you are consulting upon (also referred to as ‘Employment and Housing Land
Technical Report’ within the PEIR). The main thrust of this document, compiled by your planning
consultants RPS, is that there are adequate alternative sites to deliver housing to meet the district’s
objectively assessed need (OAN) without designating the Manston Airport site for housing and that
the Council have under-estimated the likely job growth within the new plan period.
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The report produced makes basic and fundamental errors in its analysis of additional sites, including
using out-of-date SHLAA information, identifying some sites already recommended for inclusion,
double-counting of sites, assuming that all sites submitted are acceptable (ignoring obvious
environmental constraints and the Council’s sustainability appraisal), whilst the analysis of the
potential economic growth in the plan period includes inaccuracies and a lack of understanding of the
relationship between housing numbers and expected job growth.
However more importantly, this report fails to address the matters raised in our previous consultation
response, that the implications of the job creation purported from this project would significantly affect
the OAN for housing within the East Kent region. The impact is a likely significant increase in housing
land requirements in Thanet. This may result in indirect effects, such as additional loss of countryside
through housing development and significant new infrastructure demands, which has not been
assessed in the PEIR. As previously outlined:
An assessment must be carried out within the full submission reviewing job creation in your project
and the relevant plan documents in Thanet, Dover and Canterbury (phased over respective plan
periods), reviewing the labour supply with existing studies available in all three areas, assessing
where the projected workforce will be drawn from to the airport, modelling migration adjustment from
this information therefore deriving implications on housing need in the district and the region.
This has not been provided, neither have the ramifications for this on Thanet’s countryside been
adequately assessed within your submission (including within the socio-economic and landscape
visual impact sections of the Environment Statement (ES)).
Other socio-economic impacts
The following comments made in our previous consultation response remain valid:
Additional burdens on local services are considered to be major adverse impact during operation in
the PEIR, which would result from the increase in residence of operational workers in the district. This
effect should be linked to the work to be carried out around the increase housing requirement in the
district and neighbouring authorities (above in Housing Requirement section), to quantify the impact
on local services as accurately as possible.
Specific surveys of the location and character of vulnerable groups and community facilities to be
undertaken do not appear to be provided in the PEIR, with more details to be provided in the ES. We
will await this information, and request that the potential for local employment and training during
construction and operational phase be outlined in full in the ES and subsequently secured via
appropriate obligations, as per our previous comments.
Previous comments raised regarding the use of out-of-date data are relevant, as the tourism profile of
the district provided within the PEIR has not been updated to reflect available data on visitors from
the 2015 Cambridge Economic Impact Model, further information can be found via:
https://www.visitthanetbusiness.co.uk/. The Council has adopted its Economic Growth Strategy,
which is referenced at PEIR section 13.4.27, however the Experian report from 2012 was not
adopted and is not considered up-to-date.
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Information on how the likely effects on local amenity, businesses, the destination and the experience
of visitors will be mitigated by environmental measures has not been outlined in PEIR, with the
significance level of effect not yet assessed on key areas such as disruption to local communities and
amenity effect on tourism during operation of the airport. As previously outlined, all indicative flight
paths would travel over Ramsgate, and night flight mitigation (see Noise and impact on living
conditions section) would not impact on the multiple flights during the day that could adversely affect
local business, inward investment, the expanding filming industry and a successful tourism sector.
We await the further assessments to inform necessary mitigation before commenting on whether
these impacts are significantly harmful to local communities, business and tourism in the district.
Noise and Vibration, Land and Air Quality
The project has the potential to result in significant impacts as a result of noise and vibration and on
land and air quality. Our response assesses each section in order of the PEIR Chapters.
Noise and Vibration
Scope of Assessment
Based on the PEIR 2018 and associated documents and appendices, the scope of the aircraft and
ground noise assessments are generally considered appropriate and consistent with policy and
current guidance at this stage.
The scope identifies that noise from operational static sources is not possible at this stage as detailed
design has not been undertaken and therefore necessary information is not available. The PEIR
states that without mitigation, impacts can arise from these sources and presents a commitment that
within the embedded mitigation no significant impacts arise. It is considered that this approach is
reasonable at this stage. The methodology and approach to assessing and controlling noise from
sources of this nature is detailed in Appendix 12.5 and is considered to offer a reasonable approach
at this stage. The PEIR states that noise from these sources shall be controlled such that the “rating
level at the worst noise affected property minus the background level is not more than -5 when
assessed in accordance with BS4142”. This is considered a reasonable approach and should
become a Development Consent Order (DCO) Requirement.
The PEIR commits in a number of locations in the document to a specific course of action or outcome
these should become conditions or requirements for DCO. It would be helpful if there was a table to
track these commitments through the ES and the planning stages.
The scope of the construction noise, construction vibration and construction traffic noise
assessments are generally considered appropriate and follow relevant guidance.
The scope of the phasing of the development and associated phasing overlaps are unclear.
Paragraph 12.4.15 states that Year 2 is 2021 and year 20 is 2039, whilst paragraph 12.9.3 states
2020 as being Year 0 and 2026 as Year 15. These statements are inconsistent, the latter being
incorrect and whilst this may simply be a typographic error, uncertainty is created by these
statements. It is understood that Phase 1 is anticipated to last around 12 months and the other
phases will be undertaken at an unknown date, as the airport expands. Further clarity is required to
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be provided on the assessment years and phasing of the development. Consistency of assessment
years and phasing details should be provided throughout the ES.
Cumulative and combined impacts from the various sources have not been assessed at this time.
This will be required as part of the ES.
Assessment Methodology
The methodology and data gathering for assessment of aircraft and ground noise are generally
considered appropriate. Associated legislation, policy and guidance have been considered and
applied in an appropriate manner. The following points are made, including areas where clarification
and/or additional analysis is required to be addressed within the ES:
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●

The methodology in particular considers the most recent policy developments associated with
Heathrow Expansion and their application to Manston (the draft Airports National Policy
Statement – draft ANPS) as well as the broader development of airspace policy and
guidance.

●

The establishment of LOAEL and SOAEL values is considered to be appropriate and based
on the latest UK Government (draft) policies relating to aircraft noise and WHO guidance. The
methodology recognises that current policies are draft, and adopts a lower threshold for
LOAEL daytime than proposed in the draft ANPS. SOAEL values align with those proposed
by draft policy and WHO for night-time noise exposure.

●

The assessment method determines that likely significant effects from operational aircraft
noise are determined by reference to absolute noise levels (or absolute values related to
aircraft noise) with specific criteria for residential receptors for significant effects being
attributed to exposure greater than SOAEL or another similar metric. Paragraph 12.8.28 of
PEIR 2018 indicates a range of other considerations for determining significant adverse
effects when the exposure is between LOAEL and SOAEL. However, these do not appear to
have been considered in the assessment criteria for operational aircraft noise. For example,
significant effects can arise when there is an adverse noise change as a result of change in
the acoustic character of an area (as recognised in Planning Guidance – Noise (PPG-N)).
Consideration should be given at the earliest opportunity as to whether this approach has
implications for the identification of significant effects. This has a bearing on the identification
of likely significant effects in the PEIR.

●

The study area appears to be appropriate although it is not clear how this area has been
determined and further detail on this should be provided..

●

There have been no aircraft operating at Manston since 2014. The population considered in
the study area can therefore be considered to be newly exposed to aircraft noise - it is not
clear how the implications arising from this being a newly exposed population are being
considered or how they may modify the effects. For example, there is evidence that initial
annoyance responses may be greater at opening than the standard exposure response
suggests, but over time this can moderate. As noted later in the report, the number of
dwellings exposed to LOAEL increases over the 20 year assessment period. Consideration

should be given to the changing response over this time. It is noted however that there is no
current methodology for applying the implications of this apparent habituation.
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●

Table 12.14 identifies “impact criteria” for non-residential receptors. The table title appears to
be incorrect referring to “non-sensitive” receptors rather than “non-residential”. The identified
impact criteria are considered appropriate for the categories defined. However, the potential
effects are considered to be understated for schools and hospitals. For schools, the effect of
noise is a developmental delay (at least in Primary Schools) resulting from change in noise
levels. For hospitals there is evidence that there are delays to recovery if noise levels are
significant enough. In both cases the higher noise level and change the worse the effect. This
should be noted and addressed.

●

In DCO terms, the proposed scheme is the ground based development. The development
consent for this ground development does not provide consent to fly aircraft onto or off the
renewed runway. Consent for the new air traffic movements has to be secured separately,
from the CAA, in line with the new UK airspace policy, guidance and procedures and
therefore consent for the specific effects of aircraft noise falls to that process. That said
assessment of effects from the airspace must still be reported within the DCO process.
Concerns may arise associated with the lack of detailed definition of the airspace design and
therefore lack of certainty over the effects from airborne aircraft noise. The airspace design
process as presented in CAP1520 (and adopted for this project) requires assessment of
effects from aircraft noise in the same terms relating to government aims of noise policy as
per the Noise Policy Statement for England. Further stages of consultation are required
through that process.

●

The PEIR notes the issues surrounding airspace design. An assessment approach is
proposed and described in Appendix 12.3 – the consideration of effects from airborne aircraft
relating to evaluating airspace design options is detailed and well considered given the
information available at this time from the airspace design process.

●

The application of the aims of Government noise policy (ie avoid significant; mitigate and
minimise adverse; and improve where possible) on sustainable development, as required at
DCO and through the airspace change process represents a more stringent set of tests than
would have previously been applied under the existing APF and previous airspace design
guidance.

●

In considering the effects of night flights, the methodology goes beyond the requirements of
policy in its consideration of “objective awakenings”. However, there is a lack of clarity on how
this is considered, assessed and derived. Further explanation of the concept of “objective
awakenings” and how this considers events rather than just average noise levels should be
provided in the ES, in particular explanation should be provided in non-technical language as,
far as possible.

●

Paragraph 12.6.8 appears to scope out “Quiet Areas” on the basis that it is “understood that
there are no areas within the study area that would be referred to in the NPPF as being prized
for their recreational and amenity value”. Clarity is sought on where this understanding comes
from. Figure 11.38 indicates that there are many areas at the more tranquil end of the
tranquillity spectrum (as defined by the Campaign to Protect Rural England). Whilst it is

recognised that “Quiet” is not the only determinant of tranquillity, clarity should be sought on
how these areas are being considered in the assessment and where the understanding that
there are no quiet areas is derived from.
●

Appendix 12.3 describes the methodology in more detail. In the “options appraisal approach”
the use of WebTAG for monetisation is identified but this does not feature in the main body
noise and vibration section (ie Chapter 12). In Appendix 12.3 it is indicated that one of the
dose-response relationships used in webTAG has been replaced stating that “dose response
cover replaced by RIVM 2014 as it was identified as being the best fit for the Proposed
Development”. Clarity should be sought on what this means and on the rationale for adopting
the RIVM 2014 approach which is not referenced nor described anywhere else in the
documentation and the implications of this are not clear or explained for the analysis.

●

Policy requires that WebTAG be the primary tool for assessing effects, other methods can be
applied but these should be as a secondary, sensitivity analysis. Clarity is required on how the
RIVM 2014 dose response relationship has been applied, the evidence base for applying this
and the precedent in this context (there is no alignment with policy) and whether the results
presented in the options appraisal are based on that or WebTAG and whether any sensitivity
analysis is available. At the ES, all the options appraisal should primarily present WebTAG
results, anything else must be treated as a sensitivity analysis.

●

The WebTAG spreadsheets for aircraft noise were updated towards the end of 2017 to enable
analysis to 1dB resolution (previously 3dB bands) and to consider population rather than
dwellings. Scheme appraisal for the ES should be undertaken with the latest version.

Whilst the assessment methodology for construction noise and vibration is generally considered as
appropriate the following points need further consideration:
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●

The BS5228:2009+A1:2014 “ABC Method” has been used and Category C thresholds are
identified in Chapter 12 to correlate with SOAEL and Category B and Category A thresholds
as LOAEL. This is not a precise interpretation with the notes to Table E.1 in BS5228. Note 1
to Table E.1 (in BS5228) states “A potential significant effect is indicated if the LAeq,T noise
level arising from the site exceeds the threshold level for the category appropriate to the
ambient noise level”. Therefore a potential significant effect could occur at thresholds lower
than interpreted in the Chapter 12 assessment. It is noted that there are a number of “static
caravan” type homes at locations around the airport and given the lower level of sound
reduction from the building envelop a potential significant effect may occur at these lower
levels, in particular at night. These static caravans are detailed in the landscape assessment
but do not appear to be mentioned in the noise and vibration assessment.

●

The earthworks activities may require consideration of Section E.5 of BS5228:2009+A1:2014.
This section gives guidance on the application of criteria to long term earthworks more akin to
mineral extraction than conventional construction activity. BS5228 suggests that the limit of 55
dB LAeq,1h is adopted for daytime construction noise for these types of activities but only
where the works are likely to occur for a period in excess of six months. Precedent for this
approach has been set within a number of landmark appeal decisions associated with the
construction of ports. Whilst it is noted this criteria is not commonly applied it could be
considered applicable given the scale and duration of the earthworks at the airport.

●

The construction noise assessment does not give both typical and worse-case noise levels.
Appendix 12.3.1 details they are construction levels when the activity is at the closest work
area to a receptor and therefore can be considered as worse-case noise levels. It is noted
that the core construction hours are stated as 0800 to 1800 yet a LAeq,12hr is given. Similarly
the night time noise assessment uses a LAeq,8hr noise level whereas BS5228 uses LAeq,1hr
for the assessment of night time noise.

●

The construction noise levels are described in Appendix 12.3 as being a LpAeq,T as a
free-field level relating to a position 3.5m from any building. Free-field noise levels have been
used in the baseline survey. It is noted if a facade correction is applied to consideration of a
point of interest 1m from the façade of a sensitive receptor then predicted construction noise
levels will be higher. Appendix 12.3 states that assessment considers conservative daily noise
levels calculated from the worst case location in the working area. It is noted if a façade
correction is added to some of the predicted noise levels the apparent threshold may be
exceeded e.g. Table 12.17 Receptor 1, Receptor 8 and Receptor 9.

●

The methodology adopted for the calculation of vibration levels from construction activities is
that advocated within Transport and Road Research Laboratory Research Project 429 –
Groundborne
vibration
caused
by
mechanised
construction
works
and
BS5228-2:2009+A1:2014 ‘Code of practice for noise and vibration control on construction and
open sites – Part 2: Vibration’. The assessment is limited to 100m and is consistent with the
aforementioned guidance. This approach is consistent with guidance and contemporary
assessments.

●

The assessment adopts a VDV of 0.2 as the criteria for the onset of a significant effect. The
assessment predicts PPV of 3.6 mms-1 external to sensitive receptors but no significant effect
is identified as the VDV does not meet the criteria for a human response significant effect.
Though the VDV response, is not met other contemporary assessments use PPV criteria for
human response and a PPV of 3.6 mms-1 can be considered a significant effect, depending
on the duration. The duration of the anticipated PPV of 3.6 mms-1 and the number of
receptors affected is not described and so the significance is not clear. It is also not clear if
vibrations during start up and shut down of vibratory compaction equipment have been
considered. Clarification is required as to the duration of the potential effect from vibratory
compaction and whether the start-up and shut-down of compaction equipment has been
considered. The ES should clarify whether or not this results in a significant effect, that is
currently not identified.

Baseline
The baseline noise levels for the periods used to establish the BS5228 ABC category are detailed in
Appendix 12.4. The expanse of the survey is considered generally suitable although it is noted that
the reporting does not include night time LAeq,1hr baseline noise level used in the Environmental
Statements for recent high profile schemes where construction working at night is required, such as
for HS2 and Tideway. The PEIR suggests that night time construction may be required in Phases 2-4
and as such regard should be given to night time LAeq,1hr baseline noise levels.
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The baseline surveys for the Chapter 12 assessment, reported in Appendix 12.4 indicate a LAeq,8hr
has been used and when the variation in LAeq,1hr levels over the quietest part of the night have
been considered there is potential for lower baseline noise levels at a particular site and thus a
potential increase in effect. It is noted that the application of LAeq,1hr to the assessment of night time
construction noise is by no means universally accepted however it is the Council’s preferred
reference period for the assessment of the construction works against a LAeq,1hr baseline for
night-time working.
No baseline assessment of vibration has been conducted and is deemed not to be required given the
absence of sources of baseline vibration. This approach is considered appropriate.
Assessment of effects
The assessment of effects from aircraft and ground noise is considered to have been generally
undertaken using an appropriate methodology. The review has identified a number of areas where
clarification and/or additional analysis is required to be addressed within the ES. There are also
comments about the adequacy of the mitigation plan which should be addressed within the ES.
These are presented below:
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●

The assessment does not make clear the direct and indirect effects of the development. This
should be made clear at ES.

●

The combined effects of construction (for those construction phases after opening), road and
operational aircraft do not appear to be considered. Particularly of concern would be those
combined night-time effects after opening arising from night-time construction activities. This
should be addressed in the ES.

●

There does not appear to be reference to cumulative effects with other major projects in the
area. Clarity is sought and this assessment should be included within the ES. The
assessment of effects does not clearly demonstrate how the aims of Government noise policy
have been met. This should be included in ES.

●

Night flights:
○

Sleep disturbance caused by night flights is perhaps the most sensitive aspect of any
airport operations at Manston, particularly where cargo operations are central to the
case. The results presented at Table 12.25 indicate that at night that the number of
dwellings exposed to noise levels >night-time SOAEL is 225 in year 20, an increase
from zero in Year 2.

○

The mitigation identified for this residual “significant effect” appears to be in the form of
the “sound insulation grant scheme”. It is standard practice when addressing aim 1
(avoiding significant effects) to apply a noise insulation and compensation scheme.
This scheme as proposed in the mitigation plan however is only a £4000 contribution
towards the costs of insulation and ventilation. There is a question as to whether a
“contribution” is adequate for “avoiding” significant effects as per aim 1 of the
Government’s noise policy. Further, paragraph 12.9.45 indicates that the mitigation
“will avoid or reduce significant effects at many receptors”. Noise insulation schemes

of this nature only “avoid” significant effects where the noise insulation is actually
installed at the property. It is considered unlikely that the cost of noise insulation and
ventilation would be less than £4,000 and so this will then generally require a
contribution from the homeowner. Consequently, take-up is generally low when a
grant type scheme with a contribution to the costs only are provided - to drive take-up
of the scheme full costs need to be provided alongside provision of acoustic glazing
options. It is considered that this scheme would not provide adequate coverage to
enable a claim that the significant effects from aircraft noise are avoided.
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○

The aviation policy at Heathrow has more generous compensation package and
restriction on night flights (11pm-7am). The Air Navigation Guidance 2017 sets
LOAEL of 51dB LAeq16hr for daytime noise and 45dB LAeq8hr – so the proposed
contours (50/40) are significantly ‘tighter’ but mitigation doesn’t apply until 63dB day
and 55dB night to properties within the contours, which is significantly worse than
proposed by Heathrow extension.

○

The proposed night flying restrictions presented in the Noise Mitigation Plan indicate
that only the QC8 and 16 aircraft cannot operate between 11pm and 7am. As the
PEIR points out, aircraft technology is improving and aircraft are getting quieter. Clarity
should be sought on the extent to which this would make a difference to minimising
the effects of night flights. Consideration should be given to ways to incentivise the
use of quieter aircraft types at night and/or how the noise limits and fines can be used
in combination to act as an incentive.

○

The assessment identifies that there are no dwellings where there would be at least
one additional awakening either at Year 2 or Year 20. It is not possible to verify this as
there are no contours presented, however this seems unlikely given there are over
200 dwellings inside the night-time SOAEL in Year 20. The method for the calculation
of awakenings is not apparent through the documentation – key considerations need
to be understood to enable understanding of this result. This should be included within
the ES.

○

The assessment considers there is likely to be an even temporal distribution of flights
across the night – ie 1 per hour. Clarity should be sought on the likelihood and reality
of this happening in practice given the nature of the night-time operation being cargo
only. This assumption may partially explain why there are no additional awakenings
forecast - additional awakenings is a function of the magnitude of internal noise
events, the number of the events and the time/frequency between events. It is
therefore essential that clarification is provided on the proposed night flights schedule
and this should be detailed and assessed within the ES.

○

The analysis indicates that the most effective means for reducing sleep disturbance is
the preferential runway use proposal which reduces flights over Ramsgate. Clarity
should be provided on the feasibility of this, if it is to be presented as a mitigation
option (though it is recognised that this is a matter for airspace design so may not be
relevant for the DCO).

○

●

●
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Notwithstanding the issues outlined, the number of movements within the night-time
period should be limited to 8 in accordance with all environmental information
produced, otherwise all work in the Environmental Statement would not adequately
assess the impact of the development. Therefore there should be no objection for this
restriction to be stated as a DCO requirement.

Schools:
○

Seven schools have been identified as having a significant effect arising from the
development (Paragraph 12.9.58 and Table 12.10). Table 12.26 presents the predicted
aircraft noise levels for non-residential receptors including schools (as identified
meeting the impact criteria). Paragraph 12.9.61 indicates that “noise sensitive
schools… have been identified which are exposed to noise levels in excess of 60 dB
LAeq,16hr”, however the noise levels in Table 12.26 do not support this statement,
presenting no schools having noise levels greater than 58 dB LAeq,16hr, unless the
magnitude of the change has resulted in this identification. Clarity should be provided
on which criteria has identified significant effects for these schools.

○

In respect of the mitigation applied to schools where a significant effect has been
identified. In Appendix 1, Section 3 of the noise mitigation plan the proposals for the
Noise insulation scheme are set out. This section states that “The airport will provide
reasonable levels of noise insulation and ventilation for schools and community
buildings within the 60 dB LAeq (16 hour) day time contour.” The data presented in
Table 12.26 would suggest that there are no schools that meet the eligibility criteria for
the scheme – so whilst seven schools are identified with significant effects these would
not qualify for the noise insulation scheme. The proposed noise insulation scheme for
schools is considered insufficient to mitigate the significant effects that have been
identified.

○

Further details and revision of the noise insulation scheme for schools should be
provided as part of the ES that demonstrate adequacy to address the identified effects.
The scheme currently defines that the project “will provide reasonable levels of noise
insulation and ventilation”. There needs to be greater clarity on the approach to define
reasonable and what criteria would be applied. A good starting point would be the
application of noise insulation and ventilation to enable the requirements of BB93 to be
met. A revised mitigation plan should be provided with greater detail on this scheme.

○

The noise contour plans show additional contours i.e. the extent of
57dB(LAeq16hr-daytime) contour as this is the threshold where the Aviation Policy
Framework suggest there is the onset of significant community annoyance, as well as
the 60dB contour (which had to be requested additionally by the Council for the
consultation).

The analysis indicates (para 12.9.53 and Table 12.25) that the number of dwellings exposed
to daytime SOAEL increases from 48 to 115 between year 2 and 20. As with the night–time
SOAEL point raised above, there is a question of adequacy of the proposed noise insulation
scheme if this to be the primary means to “avoid” significant effects.

●

The analysis indicates that the number of dwellings exposed to noise levels greater than
LOAEL both daytime and night-time is likely to increase. Whilst it understood that the number
of movements is forecast to grow and hence the noise exposure footprint gets larger, and that
that this is largely a matter of airspace design, some clarity of how the mitigation measures
presented might address this to reduce the effects commensurate with the growth forecast is
required to be provided. It is not clear how the mitigation measures reduce the effects over
time. For example, as with night flights, there appear to be few incentives for operators to
consider operating least noisy aircraft available and appropriate to the service.

●

Paragraph 12.9.45 refers to “embedded” mitigation from the mitigation plan as outlined in
section 12.7. However, it is not clear which of those items in the mitigation plan would be
considered embedded and which of them contribution to reducing noise levels – not all of
them do, eg the noise and track monitoring system is a management tool, whilst this is an
important tool for reporting it would not necessarily reduce noise. Further it is not clear which
ones have been considered in the development of the dwelling counts exposed to SOAEL
and LOAEL values.

●

The evaluation of airport mitigation options presented in Appendix 12.3 is considered
appropriate.

●

Mitigation Plan:
In addition to the specific effects comments raised above with respect to night flights and
schools the following points are made, that should be addressed within the ES:
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○

It is considered that the mitigation plan as currently presented does not provide
sufficient information as to how the items enable the aims of noise policy to be
achieved and which of the aims of noise policy each addresses. There should also be
an evaluation of the mitigation elements to demonstrate how they each meet the aims
of noise policy to avoid significant effects; mitigate and minimise adverse effects; and
improve the effects on health and quality of life. The evaluation should demonstrate
why they are considered appropriate.

○

Further, the NMP indicates that the requirements of the ICAO Balanced Approach
have been considered in the development of the mitigation but it is not clear how each
item relates to the aspects of the ICAO Balanced Approach.

○

The assessment of effects clearly shows that the effects worsen over time as
movements grow and so there is no mechanism built in to the mitigation to apply some
measure of control over the growth of adverse effects as the airport grows, ie there is
an implication that worsening effects is a consequence of growth. This is a limited view
and the mitigation plan should present mechanisms to incentivise the airport and or its
operators to improve performance and reduce these effects over time, in particular
where there are significant effects identified eg from night flights and to schools.

○

The mitigation plan presents some night flight restrictions with annual quota limits
applied to the core night quota period (2300 to 06:00 in this case) of 4000, with an
additional quota of 2000 for flights in the shoulder period (defined as 06:00 to 07:00 for

this airport) – that is a total of 6,000. The analysis indicates a maximum of 8 flights per
night and so an overall average quota count per movement of 2. However, there is no
restriction on the number of movements in this period, so there could be many more
movements by aircraft at the lower quota count range, or fewer at the higher end. This
Quota Count approach can be an effective mechanism for managing the effects of
night flights, especially when considered in conjunction with the noise insulation
scheme. However, given the current limitations on the information provided, it is
unclear how effective this mechanism will be until all matters raised have been
addressed.
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○

It is not clear what the securing mechanisms are for these mitigation items, clarity
should be presented at ES on how these items will be secured.

○

Paragraph 1.4 includes planes “scheduled to land” within the night-time period, but
omits those aircraft that land during the night-time period when the scheduled landing
time has been altered.

○

Appendix 12.3 presents an appraisal of the airport mitigation options for displaced
thresholds and alternative glideslopes. This analysis indicates that these potentially
offer relatively small benefits over the standard positioning and slopes and so they
have not been adopted. Limitations in the way in which these have been assessed
mask the benefits for those that would benefit (in particular people in Ramsgate). This
may be acceptable for the early years of operation where the impacts have been
demonstrated to be much smaller it is, in later years the impacts have been shown to
worsen, with no mitigation present to reduce noise levels as the airport grows other
than assumptions that technology will deliver. It is therefore considered that in the ES
further analysis should presented to demonstrate that without these (and potentially
other) mitigation elements that all the aims of noise policy can be met; how these
options could be deployed over time to offset some of the worsening of effects that
accompanies the growth of the airport; and to demonstrate how significant effects have
been avoided as far as possible before the application of a noise insulation scheme.

○

The adoption of continuous descent approach does not appear in the list of mitigation
elements. Evaluation of this should be provided within the ES.

○

Measures should be developed, considered, assessed and analysed that could be
implemented over time as the airport grows to offset the increased effects (increased
glideslope may well be one of these).

○

An analysis and evaluation of the noise limits and fine proposals should be undertaken
to support the mitigation plan so that some understanding can be provided of how
much of a deterrent the proposals may be. This should be detailed within the ES.

○

It is important to emphasise that residents will not have recourse to complaint to the
Council Environmental Health team to investigate complaints of aircraft noise because
Statutory Nuisance does not apply to aviation which is specifically exempted hence
why it is vital all residents affected are made aware in plain english of the implications
of the potential noise..

○

There are a number of different noise metrics units used within the noise mitigation
plan including EPNdB and LAMax that are used to describe noise levels from
individual aircraft. These could be considered complex for the layperson to understand
and it is recommended that a non-technical version of the mitigation plan is prepared
to accompany the ES.

○

The description of the proposals for night flight restrictions is long and complex – the
tables of aircraft types are very lengthy – consideration should be given to providing a
simplified explanation (perhaps with a more technical supporting note). This should be
simplified to enable better understanding. A time period of application and review
should also be applied.

○

The justification for the number and location of noise monitors is not provided. The
proposals for the noise monitoring terminals indicate a position of 6.5km from start of
roll. The reason for this positioning should be made clear. It is assumed that this is
because this is the same approach as that taken at other airports where noise limits
are in place as it relates to the measurement position used for determining take off
noise in the ICAO aircraft noise certification process. The potential locations should be
highlighted on a map for ease of understanding. Whilst this approach is appropriate as
a minimum, there are other options for citing noise monitoring terminals. For example,
noise monitors could additionally be cited in communities where significant effects
have been identified – this would be especially helpful to track noise levels over time,
especially when this has been identified as worsening. This would provide
transparency. Greater justification should be provided in the ES on the noise
monitoring arrangements including reasons for rejection of alternative/supplementary
community based approaches and who will monitor the data and how will this be
reported.

○

World Health Organisation (WHO) and the former PPG24 indicate that exceeding an
LAMax of 45dB can cause sleep disturbance inside bedrooms at night or 60dBLAMAx
outside an open bedroom windows. This is a significant concern and the NMP takes
no account of this maximum noise level at night other than to penalise aircraft who
breach this at a considerable distance from the runway; 82dB at the reference point
6.5km away is going to be significantly louder over Ramsgate and the intervening land
under the flight path. The WHO nighttime noise thresholds recommend an even lower
LAmax of 45 dB given that it is reasonable for people to have their windows open. By
year 20 approx 10,139 dwellings will be exposed to noise levels in excess of 80dB
LASMax. Greater justification should be provided in the ES to clarify what “in excess
of” means, and how the NMP would mitigate this impact.

○

There are no time-based incentives, performance targets, or review periods identified
so it is not clear how the mitigation plan will be reviewed over time for adequacy and
effectiveness (including the financial penalties to be imposed) and to incentivise the
development and implementation of further mitigation (eg new technology) to be
introduced to reduce effects over time.

From a construction perspective the following comments are made:
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●

The overlap of activities within a phase may not have been presented as only the construction
activity noise levels are given and not the overlap of activities that may occur temporally as
such further significant construction noise effects may emerge. The effect of overlapping
activities may be greater than the effect for the individual activities. Consideration of
cumulative impacts needs to be included within the assessment contained within the ES.

●

The construction vibration concludes that at Spitfire Way will exceed the SOAEL for
construction vibration for works lasting more than one month and states that the potential
significant adverse effect from construction vibration will be managed by managing the
amplitude at which the compactor operates. It is confirmed that potential significant adverse
vibration effects can be avoided through the CEMP specifying requirements around the use of
the of vibratory compaction equipment.

●

Paragraph 12.9.25 sets out the noise mitigation plan associated with construction activities.
The approach set out is considered reasonable and follows standard practice with other major
construction projects. The s61 application process will ensures further opportunity for TDC to
ensure that effects of noise and vibration are mitigated appropriately to enable significant
effects to be avoided as indicated in Paragraph 12.9.26.

Conclusion of preliminary significance
For aircraft and ground noise the PEIR identifies areas where there are likely significant effects for
residential receptors and schools. In particular night time effects are identified and these worsen over
time. These results are considered to be sufficiently robust given the stage of the process. However,
the implications of noise level change for identifying significant effects have not been assessed for
residential receptors and this could lead to effects being missed.
It is not clear how effective the mitigation proposed will be and how this manages the worsening of
exposure over time. Specific points have been raised in section 4.5 of this review. It is expected that
greater clarity should be provided in the ES and that the airspace design will have evolved further
(though not yet finalised) to provide greater certainty.
From a construction assessment perspective:
●

The summary of significant effect details for construction noise there is a minor/moderate
temporary effect on the community of Minster with minor/moderate/sleep disturbance at 14
dwellings at Bell Davies Drive and Spitfire Way.

●

With consideration of the overlap of construction activities and the other points raised above
there may (or may not) be further significant effects or an extension of the duration of
significant effects.

Combined effects are not presented.
Non-technical summary (NTS)
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The NTS presents an overview of the significant effects from aircraft and ground noise and where
they may arise for residential receptors. Whilst indicating that the effects on schools have been
considered, it does not present the number of schools where a significant effect has been identified
and how these are to be addressed. Whilst the NTS presents the number of dwellings with significant
effects in Year 20, it does not indicate that the effects worsen from Year 2 through to Year 20, nor
how the mitigation plan will address this.
The NTS does not discuss the implications of the noise mitigation plan, other than the noise
insulation scheme for residential dwellings. The NTS goes on to say that properties exposed to
significant noise levels (ie greater than SOAEL) that they “qualify for noise insulation under the
proposed noise insulation scheme. The noise insulation scheme will reduce noise inside all dwellings
such that it does not reach a level where it will significantly affect residents” – this is a statement that
is not used elsewhere and if part of the scheme should form part of the description of the scheme.
There is, as previously mentioned, a question to be asked as to whether a scheme that only provides
a financial contribution, not the products, not the suppliers, nor an assessment of improvement can
be deemed adequate to meeting the “avoid” significant adverse effects noise policy aim and whether
it supports this statement in the NTS.
The NTS provides the summary below with regards to construction noise and this is considered an
adequate and accurate summary of the Chapter 12 assessment.
Air Quality
Scope of the assessment
An assessment of odour has been carried out in accordance with the Institute of Air Quality
Management Guidance and is presented in an Appendix 6.4. It identifies the fuel farm as a highly
significant source of odour and recommends that mitigation measures, such as vapour recovery or
floating roof design, should be applied. These measures should be demonstrated that there are
sufficient to mitigate the impacts. Furthermore, the results of the odour assessment should be
referenced within Chapter 6 including conclusions within Table 6.40.
The assessment found that the significance of odours arising from aircraft operations were uncertain.
It is appreciated that there are inherent difficulties in estimating odours from airports before they start
operating, however, the project should seek to quantify the impacts further and propose mitigation if
necessary.
Summary Comments
We consider the scope of the assessment to be appropriate. It addresses the key impacts at relevant
locations and assesses these for appropriate years.
The air quality chapter provides adequate responses to comments raised during consultation with
one exception. This being our previous comment that an emissions mitigation assessment must be
provided in accordance with Thanet District Council Air Quality Technical Planning guidance 2016.
Section 6.13 of PEIR only sets out a monetisation of air quality effects and the only mitigation
assessed is the upgrading of construction plant to meet Stage IV emission standards. It is therefore
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considered that the PEIR does not fulfil the requirements of Thanet District Council’s Air Quality
Technical Planning Guidance (2016).
Assessment methodology
We consider the data gathering and assessment methodology to be appropriate and that the
assessment has generally been carried out in accordance with good practice, and the results were
supported by the evidence.
The assessment used appropriate legislation, policy and guidance. The methods for determining
significance were clearly identified and are considered appropriate.
The exceptions to this are set out below:
●

Fugitive dust emissions were not explicitly assessed. It is proposed that these will be
addressed via the proposed Dust Management Plan (DMP). However, this PEIR should have
included an evaluation using the relevant guidance, to identify potentially significant impacts
and appropriate mitigation. Such assessment should be included within the ES.

●

The use of ADMS to assess aircraft sources does not account for aircraft specific plume
characteristics. The use of an aircraft specific model such as ADMS-airport would have been
preferable. However, the use of ADMS is likely to have overestimated rather than
underestimated the impacts.

●

The use of transects of receptors for the roads modelling is unclear and not a standard
approach. This has led to the exclusion of the road traffic contributions from the contour plots.

Baseline
We consider the baseline data and its sources to be appropriate and adequate to enable the
identification of likely significant effects.
The future baseline has been assumed to be the same as the current baseline. This is considered a
conservative assumption.
Assessment of effects
The assessment identified the likely significant environmental effects for all relevant operational
phases. However, demolition and construction impacts have not been evaluated at this stage. Such
assessment should be sought to be included in the ES.
The environmental effects have generally been assessed using an appropriate assessment
methodology. However, the use of transects of receptors for the roads modelling is unclear and not a
standard approach. This has led to the exclusion of the road traffic contributions from the contour
plots.
It is considered that the assessment addresses the relevant types of effect associated the
development.
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The assessment has considered the cumulative effects with other existing and/or approved projects.
It identified residential developments and included the additional road traffic they are expected to
generate in the traffic model. However, no details of how this was done are given and further details
on this approach are required to assess the robustness of the conclusions.
Conclusions of preliminary significance
The conclusions of the assessment are generally considered appropriate and robust, and the
significance of the effects have been identified.
The assessment found that the impact of the proposed development on annual mean NO2
concentrations was slight in St Lawrence where the background is very high due to existing road
traffic. It proposed mitigation measures (construction plant to meet Stage IV emission standards) for
year 2. For years 6 and 20 it again found a slight impact in St Lawrence, but proposed no mitigation.
For year 20 the assessment it was expected that measures to reduce road vehicle emissions over
the next twenty years would lead to the airport impact being classed as negligible, but these
reductions have not fed through to the assumed background concentrations, so it is not possible to
verify this conclusion.
St Lawrence currently fails air quality objectives and the Council’s draft policy will not permit
worsening of air quality where levels already exceed legally binding limits. Therefore, the project
needs to either demonstrate that the impact in St Lawrence is negligible, or propose alternative
mitigation to offset the impact in St Lawrence (e.g. possible junction improvements to reduce existing
traffic related NO2).
The monetisation of air quality effects (provided in section 6.13 of PEIR) could be used as a basis to
calculate a contribution for Emissions mitigation payments to be agreed between the applicant and
the Council.
Moderate impacts at a small number of properties close to the airport are identified, although it is
recognised that currently NO2 concentrations are sufficiently below legal limits.
The small, but not insignificant, impact on the annual mean NOx objective at the major ecological
sites means that it cannot be screened from further assessment. The Biodiversity chapter includes
further assessment of the ecological sites. It is noted that an appropriate Habitats Regulations
Assessment (HRA) will be needed for the proposed development. This will need to consider the
impacts on European habitat sites of the proposed development itself, and in-combination with other
plans and projects.
Land Quality
Scope of the assessment
The proposal within the PEIR is that an outline Construction Environment Management Plan (CEMP)
will be provided with the DCO application, based on currently available information, and that a full
CEMP, informed by intrusive site investigation and risk assessment, will be produced at a later stage.
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All consultees make comment on the requirement for an intrusive site investigation, and the
importance of the CEMP as a tool for managing risks due to land quality.
The Land Quality Assessment undertaken and reported in the PEIR 2018 comprised: a desk study,
including review of existing desk study reports and two intrusive investigation reports (each for a
small area of the site); a site walkover; identification of information gaps; and a geotechnical
assessment. The intrusive investigations that exist cover a very small portion of the site, and there is
no intrusive site investigation data for most of the site.
Assessment methodology
There is no allowance in the scheme of definitions for ‘harm’ such as allergic reaction, dermatitis, skin
irritation, headache or nausea that might arise from exposure to contaminated soils, but which does
not result in significant harm.
An assessment of effects is carried out on each receptor, and a summary of significance of effects is
provided in Table 10.14. The assessment would benefit from a table showing the sensitivity of each
receptor, which is currently buried in the text.
Table 10.13 provides the significance criteria, which include a site sensitivity of very high. This has
not been defined – receptor sensitivities as set out in Table 10.11 are defined for high, medium and
low. A definition of ‘very high’ sensitivity should be included in the assessment. The matrix allows for
two categories of significance, these being ‘significant’ and ‘not significant’. Only three of the matrix
squares results in a significant effect, which is not consistent with other Chapters (e.g. Chapter 12,
Noise). Further justification for the significance criteria is required.
The sequencing of the assessment methodology is confusing and potentially misleading for the
reader. Potential environmental effects (on groups of receptors) and Mitigation Measures are
discussed in Table 10.8, before receptors have been defined. Receptors are then introduced in Table
10.10. Environmental effects on receptors are then assessed in Section 10.8, variably assuming that
Environmental (Mitigation) Measures are already in place. It is difficult for the reader to map back to
Table 10.8 from section 10.8, as the receptor groupings are not consistent.
In consequence, it is difficult to judge whether the proposed Environmental (Mitigation) Measures are
appropriate, as they are described prior to a discussion of effects. The assessment would be
improved by removing Table 10.8 and including a preliminary assessment of environmental effects,
pre-mitigation, identification of Environmental (Mitigation) Measures, followed by a revised
assessment of the residual environmental effects and environmental significance in Table 10.14.
Baseline
A Phase 1 Geoenvironmental Desk Study is presented in Appendix 10.1, from which much of the
baseline section of the assessment is derived. Reports are cited on two phases of site investigation a
tank farm (the Jentex Tank Farm), located directly southeast of the airfield on Canterbury Road. A
site investigation report also exists for the area of the radar mast in the north western area of the site.
There are no intrusive site investigation data for the majority of the development site. Baseline soil
and groundwater quality is therefore unknown. The conclusions of the Phase 1 geoenvironmental
assessment (10.4.49) do not include radiological sources, although these are identified in the
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preceding text. Historic and recent aircraft breaking activities have not been included in the baseline
assessment, although these have been raised by the Council as requiring consideration.
The site is underlain by the Principal Chalk aquifer, overlain in places by quaternary head deposits.
The baseline describes the site being underlain by quaternary deposits comprising clay and silt,
whereas mapping shows these to be absent over much of the site. Clarification of the extent of
superficial cover overlying the Chalk is required.
The site lies entirely within the catchment of the Source Protection Zone (SPZ) for the Lord of the
Manor groundwater abstraction. This abstraction, which is a significant groundwater resource, relies
substantially on an adit in the Chalk which runs below the existing runway, approximately 50m below
the site. The runway and part of the site are in SPZ Zone 1, and the south-central and south-east part
of the site is in SPZ Zone 2. The Chalk aquifer derives its permeability from secondary permeability
(fracture flow) and is therefore highly susceptible to pollution due to rapid transport of dissolved and
particulate contaminants through fracture networks. The geoenvironmental report (Appendix 10.1) is
considered to understate the sensitivity of coastal water (moderate to high) which should be high due
to international designations, and the ecological sensitivity, which does not include the ecological
importance of Pegwell Bay.
The baseline description of groundwater is not consistent with the Hydrogeological Impact
Assessment (HIA) presented in Appendix 8.1, and would be improved by using this document as a
source. Groundwater flow directions are inconsistent between the two documents. Baseline
groundwater quality is not described in Chapter 10, however Appendix 8.1 states that the local
groundwater quality is impacted by nitrates, and organic compounds including TCE and carbon
tetrachloride, both chlorinated solvents that are thought to have been in use at the airfield (see
3.3.4.1 in HIA, App 8.1). Baseline groundwater quality should be included in the baseline, and flow
and quality descriptions should be consistent between Chapters 8 and 10.
The baseline does not describe the likely distribution of soil or groundwater contamination at the site,
as there has been little site investigation undertaken across the site. It is considered that the
identification of significant effects is hampered by a lack of intrusive site investigation data, as
baseline soil and groundwater quality is not known.
The assessment proposes that the current baseline be used as a future baseline, as ‘in the absence
of the Proposed Development, there are no known factors that are expected to affect the current
baseline conditions’. Climate change is anticipated to affect rainfall infiltration rates and groundwater
levels, both of which are likely to have a measurable effect on contaminant mobility and migration.
The ES should consider the effects of climate change on the estimate of the significance of effects,
and on the likely Environmental Measures that might be required to mitigate environmental effects.
Assessment of effects
The Lord of the Manor Public Water Supply (PWS) is not identified as a separate receptor. This is an
omission and should be included, due to the presence of an adit which feeds the PWS directly below
the runway. Specific measures may be needed to protect this receptor that would not apply to the
wider aquifer.
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The effects are considered in three phases; the construction phase, operational phase, and the
decommissioning phase. It is not recognised that part of the airport will be operational whilst further
phases of construction are undertaken, which has particular implications for protection of human
health.
Combined effects are considered, but none are identified with regard to any of the receptors. The
combined effects of flooding and land quality should be considered, as should the combined effects
of potentially contaminated groundwater baseflow and surface run-off to drains and Pegwell Bay via
the site discharge. Chapter 8 and Chapter 10 have many areas of overlap, and the combined effects
should be stated explicitly. Any combined effects with Chapter 15 (Public Health) should also be
identified.
Cumulative effects are not discussed; Chapter 18 states that cumulative effects will be assessed in
the ES but not as part of the PEIR. Environmental effects are not described explicitly in terms of
direct, indirect, secondary, transboundary, short-term, medium-term, long-term, permanent or
temporary, positive or negative effects.
The following sections describe uncertainties and omissions in the assessment.
●
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Effects on humans:
○

The potential presence of radiological material is not acknowledged. Solvents may
include chlorinated solvents, which are not mentioned specifically. The potential for
asbestos to be present in soils (possibly in deliberate disposal pits of significant
volume) has not been recognised.

○

Nowhere does it explicitly state that there is a potential risk to future site users arising
from in-situ soil and groundwater contamination, and that these will be mitigated
through site investigation, risk assessment, remediation and verification to ensure that
the site is suitable for use with respect to protection of human health.

○

The assessment of effects assumes that mitigating measures can be found and
implemented via a CEMP, however there is insufficient baseline data to outline what
those mitigating measures might be, how long they might take, or where they may be
required. Potential impacts of the measures on the phasing and design of the scheme
are therefore unknown.

○

The assessment of the operational phase does not include protection of site users due
to ongoing construction i.e. managing those phases of construction that occur when
the airport is open to the public. Environmental measures may be required to protect
site users of the operational part of the airport from construction effects.

○

Crucially, for this proposed development which has the potential to impact a significant
public water supply, the human health effects of pollution of the water supply have not
been assessed.

○

The assessment of the effect on human health of the permeation of drinking water
supply pipes with contaminants has not been assessed.

●

●

Effects on groundwater (Chalk Aquifer):
○

The effects of construction (including site investigations) on turbidity in the Lord of the
Manor PWS have not been considered, nor have Environmental Methods been
proposed to mitigate against this risk. The effects of the day to day operation of the
airport and the potential for landing large aircraft on the runway to cause turbidity or
instability in the adit have not been considered.

○

Foundation construction, particularly piling, has the potential to directly impact the Lord
of the Manor PWS by creating pathways for contaminant transport. Foundation design
should be informed by geotechnical and land quality investigations, and should be
agreed with the Environment Agency. Approval of these designs by the Environment
Agency should be a pre-commencement requirement of the DCO.

○

Soil and groundwater investigation and remediation activities have the potential to
adversely impact the aquifer and the PWS, and these have not been considered.

○

The operational phase assessment does not include the effects of general spillages of
hazardous materials across the estate, fire-fighting activities, the use of pesticides, or
de-icing activities on the aquifer or PWS.

○

The report states that ‘A combination of good practice and site-specific measures for
the protection of the Chalk aquifer, in combination with further consultation with the EA
and with Southern Water, will result in a negligible magnitude of effect’.

○

It is possible that standard approaches to groundwater protection will not be sufficient
to protect the PWS, due to its location only 50m below the runway (bearing in mind
that the Chalk is recharged via fractures and fissures that allow rapid transport of
contaminants and suspended solids) on a site that is likely to be impacted by fuels and
chlorinated solvents, and potentially by radiological material. Site investigations are
required to establish the nature and spatial extent of contamination at the site. It is
equally considered possible that the results of site investigations and risk assessment
will result in changes to the phasing and/or design of the scheme, in order to
accommodate remediation activities or to provide mitigating features through redesign.
For these reasons, it is proposed that some exploratory intrusive site investigation is
undertaken prior to the DCO submission, to provide further information on sources of
contamination. The significance of effects can then be judged with greater certainty,
and mitigating measures identified with greater confidence.

○

The effects of a plane crash on the Chalk principal aquifer and PWS are not
considered and should be included in the assessment.

Effects on Coastal Waters:
○
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There is the potential to affect coastal waters as it is understood that discharge from
the site will be via an existing pipe that discharges to Pegwell Bay. There is ambiguity
regarding the sensitivity of the receptor. Coastal waters are stated to have high

sensitivity (10.10.2), but Pegwell Bay is stated to have moderate sensitivity (10.10.3).
The national ecological designations at Pegwell Bay indicate that it is a high sensitivity
receptor and should be considered as such.
○

●

Effects on Soils:
○

●

Paragraph 10.10.10 describes how water treatment will take place on site in
attenuation ponds, and water will only be pumped to the discharge pipe from these
ponds once appropriate water quality standards are reached. The potential for leakage
from these ponds and impact on groundwater quality has not been assessed.

The effects of a plane crash on soil quality have not been considered and should be
included in the assessment. The effects of de-icing activities should also be included
in the assessment.

Effects on building and services:
○

It is accepted that the proposed measures if appropriately implemented can result in a
not significant effect on buildings and services.

Conclusions of preliminary significance
The conclusions of preliminary significance are presented in Table 10.14. The conclusions are that
none of the Environmental Effects identified in the assessment are significant, if the identified
Environmental Measures are implemented.
It is not easy to link the information contained in Tables 10.8 and 10.9, which contains the
Environmental Measures, and Table 10.14, nor to link these tables to the discussions in Sections
10.8 – 10.12. It is suggested that the sequencing of the report is altered in the DCO submission to
allow the reader to be led from receptors to effects to environmental measures to preliminary
significance. As it stands, the report does not allow the reader to readily assess whether all the
issues that have been raised through the chapter are adequately addressed.
A weakness of the conclusions is that many of the Environmental Measures are yet undefined. It is
proposed to develop a CEMP which will detail these measures, with a draft plan to be submitted with
the DCO application, and a full version to be developed ‘if necessary prior to commencement of
works’.
The design of mitigation measures and hence the detail of the CEMP must be informed by a
thorough intrusive site investigation and risk assessment. It is proposed that ‘the need to complete an
intrusive investigation will be secured through the DCO’.
It is considered that the former land use is likely to have resulted in potentially significant land quality
impacts, particularly in the runway area where FIDO was carried out and runway foams were used.
The use of chlorinated solvents and radiological materials are also potentially significant issues that
may be complex to deal with. The adit under the runway which feeds the Lord of the Manor PWS is a
highly sensitive receptor; protecting this receptor may require rephrasing or redesign of the scheme
once the distribution of contamination is better understood. It is considered that the CEMP that will be
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submitted to with the DCO application should be supported by some intrusive site investigation and
assessment, even if the level of investigation is exploratory. It is considered that further information is
required in order to support the conclusions of preliminary significance.
The potential for receptors to be impacted currently by land quality, and for investigation and
remediation measures to be required to prevent ongoing pollution has not been assessed.
The potential for site investigation and remediation measures in themselves to pose a risk to
receptors has not been assessed.
The effects of a plane crash on land quality and the Environmental Measures to be taken to mitigate
risks to the identified receptors has not been assessed.
Non Technical Summary
The NTS section on Land Quality does not mention the Lord of the Manor groundwater abstraction,
or the adit that lies under the runway that feeds this PWS.
The NTS does not mention the likely use of chlorinated solvents at the site, and known impact of the
Lord of the Manor PWS with chlorinated solvents, nor does it mention the historic FIDO practices
which may mean that there is potentially significant impact to land and groundwater quality with
hydrocarbons. The NTS also fails to state how the land may be impacted by a wide range of
contaminants, including radiological materials, associated with historic site activities.
‘It states that the ‘highest risk of contamination is associated with the risk to groundwater from the
Jentex Fuel Farm site.’, although in the absence of intrusive site investigation data, this assertion is
not supported.
The NTS states that a finalised CEMP will be submitted with the DCO application, to include
measures to manage any land quality effects. This contradicts Table 10.8 of Chapter 10 which states
that ‘a CEMP will be prepared and agreed following consultation with the EA and other relevant
stakeholders if necessary prior to commencement of works. A draft outline CEMP will be submitted
as part of the DCO application’.
The NTS states that ‘An aerodrome manual will be produced for the operational phase of the
proposed development and will include measures to manage effects on land quality’ An aerodrome
manual is however not included in Tables 10.8 or 10.14 of Chapter 10 which describe Environmental
Measures and conclusions of preliminary significance respectively.
Landscape and Visual Impact
The inclusion of additional viewpoints in line with our previous comments is welcomed. The viewpoint
plan submitted broadly accords with the comments in the Council’s response to the PEIR, however
viewpoint 5 is sited on Canterbury Road West, rather than on the A256 adjacent to the eastern extent
of the site to the south of the Manston green site. The response to the Council’s request in Table 11.7
of the PEIR is noted, however a viewpoint should still be provided situated to the east of the eastern
extent of the site on the Haine Road, given the visibility of the airport from this area from the road and
the committed residential development at Manston Green and visual receptor that will be present in
this community.
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The PEIR provides wireframes at all 22 locations at Appendix 11.1. These show the highly urbanising
effect of the proposed development on the landscape of the district, with a significant effect deemed
at multiple viewpoints at Appendix 11.3 and the particular effect of the “aircraft breakdown hangers”
shown in the wireframe drawings on residential receptors at Manston, amongst other. It would assist
the Council if the methodology for the production of the wireframe analysis could be provided, as this
is not outlined in any of the documentation, to ensure transparency and accuracy of the display of
visual effects of the development. This will also help with explaining to the community how they were
produced.
As no detailed mitigation has been produced, nor has this been integrated into the Masterplan, we
are not in a position to assess whether the impact on visual receptors and the landscape of the
district will be acceptable or not. For example, from viewing the masterplan, no buffer or screening is
proposed to be provided along the eastern extent of the site to the south of Manston Road and
Manston Village, which will contribute to a significant impact on close views of the site from the
village.
We note that you intend to provide only 6, 9 and 20 viewpoints as visualisations. We are still awaiting
an example of the night-time visualisation example previously requested and we will use this to
provide our view on which of the viewpoints require visualisation as well as night-time viewpoint
assessments. As per our comments last year, no assessment of the effects of lighting from the
proposed development has occurred according to the PEIR, which in turn means that night-time
visualisations have not been produced for consultation. We await further information on the impact on
visual receptors from this element of the development.
The PEIR states that the mitigation measures incorporated into the proposed development are stated
at Table 11.11, whereas it appears these are contained within 11.13. As the submission outlines,
these are generic principles which are to be incorporated into the “Manston Airport Design Principles”
document which will accompany the DCO. This is at odds with Table 11.7’s response to previous
TDC comment, which states that the Design and Access statement sets out the Manston Airport
Design Principles. No Design and Access statement is being consulted upon and from the
information provided the masterplan has not been informed by the outcomes of the landscape and
visual impact assessment in the PEIR. The continued lack of information creates difficulty in
commenting at this stage on how the negative visual impact of the development could be limited by
the design of buildings and potential embedded mitigation.
The landscape and visual impact will be considered within the Council’s Local Impact Report upon
receipt of the required information.
Historical Environment
No additional information regarding archaeological investigation appears to have occurred since the
previous consultation. The response to the Council’s comments on required trial trenching is stated
as:
“Due to limitations on access for intrusive surveys, specific information requirements will be
addressed when access can be obtained. The scope of further intrusive survey will be discussed with
KCC, TDC and HE. An Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation will be provided with the ES
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chapter. It is recognised that given the gap in understanding, alterations to some of the project design
may be required to preserve significant assets in situ in the northern grass area.”
As previously outlined, given the extent of development on the Northern grass within your proposal, it
is considered highly likely that you will be required to carry out your own trial trenching in this location
to support your submission to the Planning Inspectorate.
Kent County Council (KCC) and Historic England have been consulted on the proposal, and these
bodies are key consultees and their expertise should be relied upon.
In relation to indirect-effects from the operation of the airport, paragraph 9.6.16 identifies that the
Conservation Areas of Ramsgate, Broadstairs, Minster and Acol are potential receptors of significant
adverse indirect effects. The indirect effects of noise on designated heritage assets under the
flightpath does not appear to have been considered within the assessment of indirect effects, rather
focusing on the physical changes to the airport site, rather than changes resulting from its operation.
For example, listed buildings in the flight path will be unable to change windows to provide additional
alleviation from aircraft noise without potential harm to the significance of the asset. This should be
addressed within the PEIR, as the report at reference 169 does not consider this type of indirect
impact, rather focusing on the measure of noise impact.
Traffic and Transportation
KCC will comment on the impact from the development on the highway network, and their expertise
should be relied upon.
As previously outlined, the scope of the transport assessment should include the expected housing
requirement within the Proposed Revisions to draft Local Plan (preferred options) document from
January 2017, including any additional housing requirement resulting from your development. We
remain concerned about the potential impacts on the network surrounding the site from both
construction and operational phase given the likely level of traffic generated by the proposed
development, especially regarding Spitfire Way, Spitfire Junction and Manston Court Road.
The methodology for distributing trips on the network for the Transport Assessment should be based
on either the KCC and TDC strategic model, or a similar strategic model compatible with the KCC
and TDC built for the purpose of analysing the distribution of trips on the network . A spreadsheet
model is considered inappropriate for the level of trip generation created by the project without further
information on how compatible this model is with the strategic model. Please refer to KCC Highways
and Transportation for further guidance.
Physical improvements to the network are alluded to within the updated PEIR, however they are only
briefly outlined with no detailed plans produced. A crossroad junction proposed at the junction of
Spitfire Way and Manston Road would be preferably a roundabout, however we await further
information on how this revised junction would operate with the movement proposed. The project
does not include the northern link from Manston Road to Westwood Cross within the site. This link
forms part of the ‘inner circuit’ within the Thanet Transport Strategy (TTS). Given that the commercial
development on the northern grass appears to serve no functional purpose to the operation of the
airport to the south, this area can and should be re-designed to include this route. The project will
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also be required to contribute a proportionate amount to the Manston Airport-Haine Road link in the
TTS outside of the extent of the site.
Biodiversity
KCC, Natural England and Environment Agency will comment as key consultees on the impact from
the proposal on biodiversity and their expertise should be relied upon.
Health and Wellbeing
The PEIR states that a number of factors contribute towards a greater potential sensitivity to health
impacts in the district, with the magnitude of impact on public health dependent on the size of the
change in noise or air pollution. Significant concerns are raised about the potential impact from the
project at all stages on public health and wellbeing, especially regarding potential sleep disturbance
from the operation of the airport.. This section of the PEIR is intrinsically linked to Sections 6 and 12
of the PEIR and the assessments made. However as the significance of this impact is yet to be
quantified, with the Health Impact Assessment (HIA) yet to be carried out, we are unable to comment
on the implications of the project on this matter.
The non-technical PEIR summary states that an HIA Scoping Statement has been produced,
however this has not been provided for comment. It is also noted that a health forum is to be carried
out in coordination with the Kent Director of Public Health. Thanet District Council should be invited to
participate in this forum, given the potential significant effects suggest by the PEIR on the local
population.
Given the current deficiency in information with a lack of an HIA at this stage of consultation, the
Council will await further information in your submission before considering the impact of your project
on health and wellbeing.
Other matters
Aircraft Teardown Hangers
The previous consultation stated the presence of an “Aircraft Teardown Facility” within your project,
however provided little detail within the PEIR. This facility appears to be replaced in the new PEIR by
three “Maintenance, Repair and Overhaul (MRO)” hangers to be provided over the four phases of
construction, with all hangers stated as being capable of accommodating the largest aircraft (Class
F). This facility is separately referred to in the PEIR as “ a small maintenance repair and overhaul
(MRO) facility with approximately 10 aircraft per year being dismantled and recycled”. No other
information is provided, and therefore our comments in our previous consultation response remain
valid. These are found below:
“it is worth noting our concern with this proposal given the historic use of the site and enforcement
action taken against similar operations previously due to potential contamination. It is imperative that
more information is provided at the earliest stage to the local community about this facility and how it
will operate. This should include but not be restricted to how fuels and other harmful or toxic materials
will be removed from airplanes during breaking. We advise early discussions with the Environment
Agency on this element of the project. On the basis of no information being provided about the
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facility, we are concerned about the need, viability and operation of such a facility within a
Groundwater Source Protection Zone.”
Climate Change
Environment Agency will comment as key consultees on the impact from the proposal on climate
change and their expertise should be relied upon.
Major Accident and Disasters
The Council note that this section will continue to be developed for inclusion within the ES to be
submitted. Initial comments are made with regard to the lack of details of the anticipated Public
Safety Zones for the airport, whether the Civil Aviation Authority have been engaged at this stage on
the matter, and how this impacts on the potential receptors affected by the proposed development,
particular with regarding to the existing or future residential population (including committed
development).
Cumulative Impact
The inclusion of the Manston Green and Eurokent sites into the cumulative effects assessment is
welcomed. The assessment of cumulative impact may require additional sites for inclusion when the
ES is finalised.
Conclusion
There are potentially significant detrimental environmental and amenity impacts on Thanet and its
local community from the development and these have not been addressed in the PEIR. The Council
remain significantly concerned about the potential impact from your proposed development on the
living conditions of those residential occupiers within close proximity of the airport, those residents
living under the (indicative) flight paths, especially in relation to night flights, as well as disruption to
multiple schools within the district. Further survey and investigatory work is required before the full
impacts of your project can be quantified.
The ramifications on the proposal on the countryside has still not been assessed adequately in terms
of visual impact and potential housing need, and there is a deficiency in information relating to
delivery of the project or viability over the short, medium and long term which undermines any
perceived economic benefits to the district from the project.
If the DCO and compulsory acquisition is successful, you will be required to work with the Council as
the host authority, when dealing with detailed matters for the project. We are extremely disappointed
that you have been unwilling to enter into a Planning Performance Agreement (PPA) with Thanet
District Council to allow us to ensure that adequate resources for handling the NSIP process are
available and to encourage joint working between the applicant and statutory consultees.
The above comments are made without prejudice to the Council’s written representation submission,
adequacy of consultation and local impact report on the NSIP application.
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Yours sincerely

Iain Livingstone
Planning Applications Manager
Thanet District Council
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HAQ Rahil
Subject:

RE: Thanet District Council response to Manston Airport NSIP Consultation 2018

_______________________________
Original Message
From: cllr-Robert Bayford <cllr-Robert.Bayford@THANET.GOV.UK>
Sent: Tuesday, 20 February 2018 11:33 PM
To: WALKER Angus
Subject: Thanet District Council response to Manston Airport NSIP Consultation 2018
To Angus Walker
Bircham Dyson Bell LLP
Dear Mr Walker
I have seen a copy of the submission made on behalf of Thanet District Council to the consultation relating to the
future of Manston Airport.
This document has not been approved by Thanet District’s elected Councillors and does not reflect the view
expressed in a vote of the full council held on 18th January. That vote, carried by large majority, rejected the draft
local plan specifically because the plan included a change of use for the Manston Airport site from aviation to housing
and industrial use.
I believe that the submission made on behalf of TDC should be discounted as unrepresentative and flawed.
Yours sincerely
Bob Bayford (Cllr)
Leader of the Conservative Group TDC
Sent from my iPad
---------------------------------------------------------------------This email and any files transmitted with it may contain privileged or confidential information. It is intended solely for
the person to whom it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient please destroy or delete the content of this
message immediately and notify the sender by reply email. Opinions, conclusions and other information in this
message that does not relate to the official business of Thanet District Council shall be understood as neither given
nor endorsed by the council.
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THE MANSTON AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
CONSULTATION REPORT APPENDICES
DOCUMENT REFERENCE TR020002/APP/6.2

Appendix 47

Copy of combined s.47 and s.48 Notice, as placed
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Thieves spoil festive joy for visitors
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An inflatable snowman at Betteshanger Park could not be
used because it was damaged

Break-in
spoiler at
fun park
Thieves put a dampener on fes
tive activities at Betteshanger
Park including snow tubing, cave
crawling and a giant inflatable
snowman.
The park, created on the former
colliery spoil tip, was closed for a
day and the specially organised
events cancelled while police car
ried out investigations.
The break-in happened over
night between Thursday and
Friday, December27 and 28 and

Betteshanger Country Park
a spokesman said refunds are
being processed.
Four bikes were stolen, lead-

ing to the closure of the cycle
hire facifity.
The park is a family and fitness
attraction run by Hadlow College
and is undergoing construction
of an £8inillion visitor entre
with a mining museum, paying
tribute to the part the site played
in the history of the Kent Coalfield. It will be opened in 2018.
Police have appealed for infor
mation.
• For the full story, see page 5

Star lives on
Mum pays tribute
to WE cash donor
George Michael
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RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED
SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6) (a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PlANNING ACT 2008

• Chiropodists
Johanna Hardy
Do you suffer with
Corns, Hard Skin,

1Mony, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturday: lOam-2pm;
Jnesdav & Sunday: Closed
Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
jradstairs, 9am-6pm; Thursday: 9am-Bpm;
Saturday: 9am-5pm; Sunday: Closed
Cliftonvilie Library
Monday. Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
9am-5pm; %Vednnsday & Saturday:
Margate, CT9 31 X
9am-1 pm; Sunday: Closed

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)
NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

and weekends.

Nolke was given in May and June 201 7 that RverOak Strategic Irtners
limited (“RinerOak’) of 50 Broadway. London SWIH OBL intends to
apply to the Secretar) of State for Transport for a Development Consent
Order DCO”I under section 3 of the Planning Act 2008 (the 2008
Act) to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent (the Project’).
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 in
and 23 July 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening ofJune
the
Mansion Airport site, which comprises approximtelv 296 hnctares 732
acresi, and which first operated as an RAfi base in 1916 and most recently
operated as a passenger airport uetil it was closed in May 2014. RiverOak
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the Site as a hub for international
air freight which also offers passenger, executive travel and aircraft
engineering Services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through
ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessmenti Regulations 2017 tthe
Regulations). It is following the latest 21)17 Regulations to make2017
sure
that fin assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible. The
assessment will now additionally consider the enects of climate change
on the Project, the ettects of the Project on climate change. impacts of
svaste, impacts on human health and impacts trom the risks of major
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts
of aircraft noise. Tlrese proposais are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plan” which is one of the new consultation documents published and
RiverOak are seeking viers’s on this docament in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local community and has produced a Statement of Communit
Consultation “SoCC’) which sets oat hors’ RiverOak will undertake its
consultation. Additionally, Ris’erOak has a duty to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line with Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be
viewed,

01304 363222
0759 444 0404
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Events
• Auctions! Markets

K] AUCTIONS
EVERY FRIDAY
General Auction
at $erthburu Pimb Hall,
The Drove CTU DLI.
(300dB m from Barn to &3Oam
Auction starts 6pm
Refreshments Available

NOTICES
• Public Notices
JOHN DUDLEY ERNEST
GOULD (Deceased)

Pursuant to the Trustee Act 1925

any persons having a claim against

or an interest is the Estate of the
aforementioned deceased, late ot

1ti3 Middte Street Deal Kent CT14
eLW, who died on 19/0W2017, are
required to send particulars thereof

in writing to the undersigned
Solicitors on or betore Oa/03/201e,
after which date the Estate will be

distributed having regard osty to
claims and interests of which they
have had notice.
WILLIAMSON & BARNES

12)14 Queen Street Deal

Kent GT14 6EU

Thr9225

Public
Notices
For all your public
notices, AGMs
and meetings

Proposed Works
The proposed taCO will, amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel taxisvay;
• constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a new
passenger terminal;
completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;
refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
new fire training area;
• building new air cargo facilities;
• developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current
Air Traffic Control toss’er;
• an aircraft recycling facility;
• a flight training school;
• a fixed-base operation for executive travel;
• building new aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highway improvement seorks to ensure improved access to and
around Manston Airport, including a ness; permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire Way ss’hich ss’ill help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road netvvork,
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development ‘EIA development”), as defined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed svorks constitute development tor which
Environmental Impact Assessment will be required. An Environmental
Statement will therefore be submitted as part of theproposed application
containing information about the environmental ettects of the proposed
development. Preiminarv environmental information can be found in
the updated Preliminars’ Environmental Information Report tPEIR”l which
forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report i”PEIR”);
• a nun-technical summary of the PEIR:
• an updated masterplan:
• a Noise Mitigation Plan;
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
• an apdalrd analysis on air freight capacity’ and need; and
• a feedback form,
From Friday 12January10 Friday 16 February 2018 you can view and
download the consultation documents on and from Rivertaak’s project

svebsite at ssvvss.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies will also be available to viesv tree

of charge at the loliowing lecations and times, Due to its size, hardcopies
ot the PEIR ss’ill only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries,

the other libraries will have on-screen versions.

KM
Call and
speak to
one of our
Advisors on

Deal Library
Broad Street, Deal,

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: 1 Oam.4pm
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Notice Is hereby given that application(s) have been made to the Dover District
Council fur
consent to carey out the following proposal(s):

U
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Namunte, The Ouay,
Sandwich, Cr13 9EN
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5’

The Council gives notice Blat it has received the followlrig applications which
H Is required to
advertise under Town and Country Planning, and Wildlife and Countiyalde legislation

01435 Site Adjacent to Scout Halt,
Marine Road, Watmer, Cr14
7DN

U

a

Insect new internal partitions Listed Building ins Conservation Area
and floor tu tacititafe
refurbishment ot restaurant
Erection at lion, beach
huts. 200. disabled access
paths and

Within Con Ares & Affects Right of Way

repair/replacement of

Herne Bay Library
Monday to Friday; 9am-6pm;
124 High Street, Herne Bay, Saturday’: 9am-5pm; Sunday: Closed
a65lY
Margate tibrary
Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,
CT9 IRE
Minster-in-Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
Minster, Ramsgate,
l2 4EA
Newington Library
Marlowe Academy,
Marlowe Way, Ramsgate,
CTI2 6NB

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
9am.6pm; Thursday: 9am-Bpm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm:
Sunday: Closed
Monday, Tuesday & Thursday:
j9am-lpm & 2pm-5pm;
Friday: 9am-5pm;
Saturday: 9am-lpm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed
Monday. Tuesday Thursday, Friday:
9am-6pm: Saturday: I Oam-2pm;
I Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

euinting tencing
17

17

17

Ramsgate
, Comfort Inn, Victoria rade,
Ramsgate, at I 8DT
‘

Herne Bay
The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Herne Bay, Cr6 6BA

I

Tuesday 23 lanuary: 12 Noon-8pm

Wednesday 24 lanuary’: 12 Noon-8pm

One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, syill be made available, free ot charge, by emailing
manrtonrncommunityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 08000304137
Mondays to Fridays betveeen 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be provided but this will incur a charge ot up to £500 for printing and
delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project svebsite: www.rsp.co.uk;
• By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to
manstonconsaltationbdb-lasv,co.ak:
• By post: Fes’dhack Forms and any other consultation responses
can be posted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadway London SW1 H OBL; and
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms svill be available
at the Consultation Events and can be left at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on Friday

16 February 201$.
RiverOak requests that responses state the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Prolect, indicate vs ho is making it,
and provide an address to sehich any correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent,
Personal information that is supplied to Rivertaak in response to this
consultation svlll be treated confidentially and processed and handled in
accordance vv’ith the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be
disclosed to or shared with RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors svho provide services to RiverOak in connection
svilh the preparation of an application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This will allow RiverOak to fully consider the
responses and use them in the preparation of application materials, Upon
submission of our application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connectios syith our application for any consents
or licences from the Civil As’iaticin Authority, the Secretary of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require Ris’erOak to supply copies of all
consultation responses receis’ed. If a request is made, RiverOak is under
a leqal obligation to supply copies ol the response to the Secretary of State,
By’ submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees
that we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via
the Planning Inspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this consultation please contact the
Project Team by:
Email: manstonconsultationlthdb-law,co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBI
Telephone; 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 January 2018

Buying, Selling or
renting your home?

KM

Kent Homes

Email: publicnotices@
thekmgroup.co.uk

Together we make a difference

Basement, 18 Castle Street,
Dover, CT16 1 PW

01490 3lNeIson Street, Deal,
01391

TheOantHoune,Cavv

Lane, Goodnestone, Cr3

17

Ramsgate Library
Monday’ to Friday: flam-6pm;
Guiidlord Lasyn, Ramsgate. I Saturday: 9am-Spm: Sunday: Closed
CT1I 9AY
Sandwich Library
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
13 Market Street, Sandwich, flam-Spm; Wednesday: Oam-1 pm;
Cit 3 9DA
Saturday: 1 Oam-l pm: Sunday: Closed
Westgate Library
Monday & Wednesday: 9am-Spm;
I Minster Road,
Tuesdas’ & Friday: fiam-6pm;
Westgate.On-Sea,
Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm:
CTB BlIP
Thursday & Sunday: Closed
All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000 41 31 31.
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents svill also be available to view at the
following Consultation Events at which anyone is svelcome to attend—
Consultation Event
Date and Time

01188

CT14 609

17

Go online to www.kentonline.co.uk/BookanAd

01622
717744

43

NEW PLANNING APPLICATIONS
DOVER

I Cr7 SEG

Verrucas, Thickened Toe
Nails, Cong Toe Nails,
Athlete’s Foot, Calluses,
Fungal Infections?
I do home visits
including evening
I am registered, have a
DOS check. First Aider

I Opening Hours

Venue

1 PB
01189 Basement, 18 Castle Street,
Dover, CT16 lt’bV
01494 Swingate Mill, The Lane,
Gaston, CT1S 5ES

Change of use and

Lioted Building inn Conservation Area

conversion to self-contained
flat, remosal of door and
replace with wIndow and the
erection of a single otorey
rear tink extension
Erection ala single storey
Withlv Conservaton Area
rear extension and rear
dormer roof extension
Replace eoioting windowu
To affect settIng of a listed building
and doors to SW, NW and
NE elevations
Conversion to residential to LIsted Building in a Cossemation Area

C

inch. erection at rear
extension

Removal of condition Sot
planning permiusien

The proposal affects a listed building

000(00/00508 to allow the

garage tube used for
residential use (section 73

17
17

17

17

0132$ 1A Victoria Road, Deal,
CT14
01504 l.and Adjacent to Pegauuu,
London Road, Shulden,
CT14 DAD
01445 Boo Tree Collage,
Hangman’s Lane,
Ringwnald, CT14 811W

00612 Kearssey Abbey Tea Rooms
Alkham Road, Ricer,
CT16 3DZ

applicationl
Erection of railings to front
boundary wall
Erection of two dwellings

and creation of parking

Variation ot condition 2 of
planning permission

W’dtun Conservation Area
Affects Right of Way
Within Conservation Area

OOV/17/00572 to allow
chaogeu of approsed root
ulates (application under
Section 73)

tasted Building Consent foe The proposal affects a Listed Building
repairs to building and roof,

uisgle sturey extension
to Billiards Room/Cafe for
improved facilihen, new
pedestal an bridge over
weir and associated worko
(amended details)
Ire-advertisement)

The applications can be stewed on the Council’s webode, www.dover.gov.uk, at
the Council Otticeu, While Cliffs
Business Parts, Dover Cli $ 3P1, at the Dover Gateway, 71 Castle Street, the Area Office
In Deal Library and at the
Gulldhall Sandwich. Representations on the applications can be made vIa
the Council’s website.
This in the Council’s preferred method as it is the upeediest way to log your views into
our electronic system.
Alternatively, representations can be emailed to deneloomnntcooteol@_ff
evsr,aos,uk or sent by letter to the

Development Management Section at the White Cliffs Business Park address.

Representahons should be made within 21 days from the date of publication of
this notice and should quote the
application reference number. My representalons received will be available for publIc
inspection. Reprssenteitonn
will out be acknowledged but those making representatiosu will be informed at
the CouncIl’s decision.
Please note that this is nets full list of applications recently received by the Council.
The full list can be viewed on
the Council’s website,

.

+

EAST KENT

I

MERCURY

KM

TRUSTED NEWS SINCE 7865

kmfm 107.2

‘WIN £50’
vouthers
i:ti’’

Drugs den
at disabled
man’s flat
Home was used to sell heroin
I-

starts extended run
A year of hard work and months of rehearsals have come together for
the 2018 Sgt’s Mess Panto. The curtain lifted on Wonky Willy at the
Astor theatre on Thursday, when the cast and crew put on the first
of 10 shows. The productions are a tradition started by Royal Marine
bandsmen when the School of Music was based at Deal. Each year they
raise tens of thousands for charities, split between The Royal Marines
Charitable Trust and scores of local good causes, If you weren’t lucky
enough to get tickets, you can read the review. See page 12

UTT9
.stIe

•
•
•
•
•

Removals
Storage
Shipping
Security shredding
Self Storage

Anianwholosthislegmanindus
trial accident claimed his Walmer
home was used as a “cuckoo nest”
by a London drugs dealer.
Mark Buery, 42, who was awarded
£1.4millionincompensaüon after the inci

dent in 2008, blew most ofit and turned to
a life of drugs and crime, a court heard.
This week he avoided jail after admitting
he allowed his home to be used in the supply
of heroin.
Judge Simon James told Buery of Canada

WE HAVE A VEHICLE
FOR ANY SIZE REMOVAL

Road, he had “spun a line” when he was inter
viewed by a probation officer “because it is
abundantly clear to me that when it suits you
rely on your disability and the sympathy it
quite properly attracts.”
Buery, a former JCB telescopic handler, was
sentenced to eight months suspended for 18
months at Canterbury Crown Court.
Co-habitant David Fontaine, 19, originally
from south London, admitted drug dealing.
When he was told he was being sent toayoimg
offender institution for 30 months, he was led
away from the dock screaming for his mum.
I Full story

-

Ellice latest
Girl’s Wish to Walk
campaign gets
funding boost
I ‘-‘

IA

Sport

Lions suffer
controversial
defeat

page 5

I
I

42

Wednesday, January 10,2018 Mercury (EM)

wvtwj(cntonline.co.uklbookanad

B Public NotIs
RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED
SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008

‘

Opening Hours

Birchingtori Library

Monday Tuesday; Thursdaq Friday:
Ram-bpm; Saturday: 1 Oam.2pm:
Wednesday & Sundas: Closed

AlpIra Road, Hirchm’nglon,
9EG

Broadstairs Library

The Bioacksa, Broadstairs,
E28
Cliltonville Library

j Queen Elizabeth As’enue,
j Margate, dR 3lX
r Deal Library

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT
Notice o as cit en in .Mas and June2017 that RiverOak Strategic Partners
Limited (“RiverOak”) of 50 Brnadoac. London OWl H OBC intends to
mph to the Secretars or State cr Transport for a Development Consent
irdes fl(’O under ‘ection 37 of the Planning Act 2008 rihe 2008
Act to authorise tire reopening St Manston Airport in Kent ‘the Project”i.
Pilots ing tlw notice Row Oak undertook statators consultation in
ordain c’’. 66 the itOT ‘Sr t and tire 1iO9 Regirhci’rnc betrses’n 12 lane
and 23 isIs 201 relating It the rerievelopment and reopening or the
Mair’tnn Airinrrt cr;e silech comprises aprnsimatels 296 hectares 732
aces anti st ccii TiM operated as an RAP tam in 1916 and most recentic
operated as a pac’enTer airport until it stan closed in Mar’ 2014. RiverOa
is proposing to rr’deseltip anti moper the site as a diii) tot international
air freight v. rich ahit ‘rfeir rsenger ccccutisc travel and arrcratt
engineer’ng sees :ce.
tn considerarg the ieslnrnsen ii the statutorc consultation and through
ongo;ng dest:rr deseiopmc-nt, RiscrOak lras descioped aid retineci its
proposals ann has taken the deLision to ensure that its consultation and
application (i(’cumentullirn is compliant with the infrastructure Planning
ihrrvironmentai impact Assessment, Reguiations 2017 the 2017
Regulations”’. It is oilier ing tire latest 20t Regulations to make sure
its a”enrerrt as up—ti i—date ann) r omirreirencis e as possible. The
assessment still tow additioiralk consider tire ettccts 01 clinrate change
on tire Piii;ect the ettects of the Proect on clitiiatg change, impacts of
ssacte, impacts on human health ann impacts from the risks of major
accidents arid disasters, Ris’erOak has also considered the comments
receisnd on mitigating aircraft noise and has deseloped a series of
commitments trhich it proposes to make to control the udserse impacts
of aircratt noise. These proposals are rleraded in the Noise Mitigation
Plan” srlriclr sneer the nesr consultatron documents published and
RiserOak are seekiirg sierts on iris ciocunrent in particular,
Lndei secTroirs 42 am) 4: ii) the 2008 Act RicerOak Iran a daIs to consult
tire local communits anti has produverl a Statement of Community
Ionsultaticrn “SQCC tslrivir sets mat rots RicerOak will undertake its
consuitatiorr. Adclitionalls, Kit crOak iras a cluts to pablicise the proposed
application errkn o’ttimni 48 it tIre 2ttiiO Act in line stirS Regulation ,i ii!
the 1Ortfl Rc,mlations. This notice thr’retore outlines the main details or
tire application anti v.1mm a coils err the consultation documents can he
sie’,rcni,

Venue

“

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

I Broad Street, Deal,

cT146ER

Mondus, Tuesday, Wednesdas; Friday:

9am-Irpm; Thursday: Oam.OJrm,’
Saturday’ 9am.Spm; Sunday: Closed
Monday, Tuesday, Thursrlas; Friday:

9am-Spm; hvednnsrlav & Saturday:

9am-i pm; Sundas: Closed

Monday to Friday: Ram.flpm;
Saturdas’: Ram-Spm: Sundas’: toam-4pm

Herne Bay Library

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
124 High Street, Herne Bay; Saturday: Ram-Spm: Sundae: Closed
CT6 SlY
Margate Library

Ihaner Gates’, a Plus,
Cecil Smreet, Mnrgate,
(19 1 RE
Minsler-in-Thanet Library

4A ‘scinkton Road,
,Minster, Rarnsgate,

Monday, Tuesday. Wednesdas; Friday:

Ram-6pm; Tirursdas’: Cam.8pm:
Saturday: Oam.Spm:
‘Sunday: Closed

Mondas, Tuesday & Thursday:

9am-t pm & 2pm-Spm:

Saturtlas: 9am-t pm:
k’ednesduc & Suimdav: Closed

Newington Library

Monda Tuesday Thursday Friday:
9am-6pm: Saturday: toam-2pm:
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Mario’,cc Academy;
M,rriin’,re Was, Ramsgate,
Cr12 6N8

Ramsgate Library
Gumdrcircl Lam’.’n, Rumsgatc,

CT11QAY

Sandwich Library

Proposed h’.orks

lIre iroposeti DCO sill, amongst other things, atithorise—
• upgrailirrg the runes as anti impros ing the parallel taxisvav;
• constructing l nest air cargo stands;
• constructng Tour nest passenger aircratt stands and a nest
passeirger terminal
• complerels re-fitting the airfield nasigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the esistiirg fire station and constructing a
ness trre training area;
• btsldirrg ness air cargo racilit,es:
• rleseloping a new air traffic control sets ice, demolishing the current
AirTrattic Control trns’er:
• an aircraft recsciing facilits:
• a flight training school;
fixed-base operation tsr cesecatise teasel
• building ret’; aircratf irraiimteitance hairg,irs and rk’seloprng areas nif
the Northern Ciass sir airport relatcifitusarcerec ant!
• highsxas improtcment stir ks to ensdrre imprrued access to and

around 1stanston A:’port ni lining a icrt; permanent cleniicaterl
access on Spittire hh is ,‘,iv5id s,, iii melt tc’ resist i’ airport related
traffic cm tIre hmryal road CcItt iii
The proposed prcgc’n t mc rn tnv:sm:i:mrenlal Impact Aesessnrent
deceiopnmeet EtA ilesc’iupaic’iit as desnert tm the 201’ Reulatimins.
This means tlrat the proposed s’. orks n onst:tutc dc’s elopment Tor st inch
Encironmental Impact Acsessmrrent roll he requirerl. An Ens rronmental
Statement still theretome he sulrniittncl as pirt of the proposed application
containing iniormatiorr alrour he eisvirimnrrrent,il enects of tm propnised
deuc’lopment. Preimminarv ensironmerrial inrornrarion can be frrunrl ii
the updated Preliminan Ens ironirrental in:ormnation Report ‘PEIR’ which
‘

torms part 01 the cnmirsinltatian material.
Details of the proposed applicaTion and copies of the consultatirin
documents include—
• an introduction 10 tire consimlt,ition:
• un updated preiirriirars en’. :o:rmental iirformatirin report ‘‘PER’;
•

a non-teclrnical simrnars of tire PEIR;

•

an apniaterl mirasterplin:
a Noise St:tigation Plan:

•

•

a Slatyntenrt of Conrninunilv Consuhtalion’

•

an updated anals- on air fmnrght cmpacmIs and need; and

• a tendhack Imarm.
From Friday 12 january to Fridas 16 February 2019 tou car rico, ann
doss noacb the consu’,itniimr di,c,’’mnemnr— mint ansi tom Rmt’rrOak’s prohect
ssehsite at dstcst.rr i.ci,,iik. Hatchet lies rn in also se asailable 0 sets tree
en charge an tIne fol ors ing Irmatli ins and tImes, Dire mm its size, hard cmmpies
of the PEIR iii onls he ai.ariahrie at Deal, Stargate and) Ramsgale libraries,
‘,‘,

the other libraries will hate on-screen versions,

THE ROSE HOTEL, 91 HIGH STREET, DEAL, CTI4 6ED
Notice of applIcation br a full varIation of a peemlnes licence
Nstlce Is hereby given that CHRISTOPHER HICKS has applied to Dover DIstrict
Council bra full oartatlsn at the premises ttcnnce for:
1) Enable the sate of atcohsl between
09:00 to 00:00 Mon In Sun
09:0015 09:00 Musts Sun fur guests nlaying at hotel
Tx
21 enable the sale 51 alcohol for extended hours at Bank Holidays and sn
sther limited days as specified nn the application
31 Tx enable Rnguialed Entertainment to be provided within the Premises, an
specified in the appticatisn,
Recorded music 23:00 1000:00 Mon Is Sen
4) To enable the provision sf hot tsod and drink after 23:00 hours and before
05:00 hears Mon to Sun
A register ot licensing applications can by inupected at

OkF1
SLY

COACh

SAt’.

7vet

Y,,,,r ii, kut

P&O Cruise -Speki, France &
(StrIctly Come Dancing Themod Cruise)

,,

its wcr,n,i

ABTA

‘Enjoy the early springtime sun in the Mediterranean w’rlh Azure.
‘Step aboard Azure in Southampton and sait into the many
treasures of the Mediterranean.
-

h0p:llwww,doner.gnu,ok nr of the Council Ottices, White Cliffs Business

Park, Whittield, Dnsur Cr16 3P1 tel, 01384 072295, by appointment with lbs
Uicenslng Team between loads and 4pm Monday to Friday,
Any person wishing Is submit relevant representations Is this application must
give netsce in writing to the address shotso wimve, giving in detail the grnunds
nlsbjoclion by 31.01.201B
Dated: 03.01.2010,
The Council wilt not entertain representations where the uniter reqoeslo thol
his identity remains unonymnuo, Copies of all mepresentnltons will be included
In tIre papers preaeetsd to the Licensing Panel and wilt themtnre pass Into the
public domain. Repennentations must relate toes or mare 51 the four Licensing
Objectives: the Presenhar of Crime and Disorder. Public Safety, the Prevention at
Public Natsar,ce ond tim Prntect’wn of Chititmos 1mm Harm.
Ills an sIlence liable on conviction to a One up In Leuel 5 on the standard scale
under Section 150sf the Licensiog Act 2003 to knowiogly ur recklessly muke a false
statement in connection with
thIs appticutsn,

SAtI

Endless rugged coastal scenery, mouth-watering culinary
delights and an ever-changing tapestry of cultures,
Detve into Gaudi’s modernist masterpieces.

‘Rediscover Renaissance riches,
Climb leaning towers. Explore the Colosseum, Travi Fountain,
the Vatican, as well as chic designer boutiques.
-

-

Then, after rounding the Pillars of Hercules in Gibraltar
Inot to mention some fantastic duty-free shopping, it’s a
leisurely couple of days home to Southampton.

Fridas: Qam-5pm’

CTI2 4EA

Croaskeys Traced & KM Travel Exclusive For Only £1,2DOpp!
SavIng of C54) Including Door 2 Door Transfer ,rtwvlcel

for FREE
wwwkentonne.co.uk/bookanad

Sell your unwanted items

TraveI

Monn!av to Friday: 9am-hpm:
Saturrtas: Rams-Rpm: Sunday: Closed

Together we make a difference

Monclax, Tuesday Thursday Frirlay:

:13 Market Street. Sands’, ich, gam_Spm: Wednesday: Ranr-tpm:
Cli 3 9DA

Saturmlas: 1 Oam-t pm: Sunday: Closed

Westgate Library

Monday & Wednesdus’: 9am-Spm;
Tuesdas & Frinla: Oum-bpm;
Satumcla: 1 Oam-2pm;
Thursriax & Sunday: Closed

Mirrster Road,
)Vestgate.On-Sea,
CT8 8BP

All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000 413131.
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies or the consultation documents mvilh also he asailabie to view at the
tolorving Consultation Events at which anyone is v;elcome to attend—
Date and time

‘‘

.

To advertise: 07304 238970
LICENSING ACT 2003

Ramsgate

Conrtiirt Inn, Victoria Parade,

‘

Tuesclat 23 lanuary: t 2 Noon-8pm

Rarrsgare, CIT 1 8DT
Hemne Bay
The kng’s Hall, Beacon Hill,

Wenhnesdas 24 lunuary: 12 Noon-Bpm

66B,’\

One cope per Imerson of all consultation documents, except for the

PEIR, ssill Ire made ,mvailalrle, tree of charge, by emaiiing
marrston(’conrrnunitvreiations.co,uk or by telephoning 0800 030 4137

‘Mondays to Fridays between Ran arrd Rpm, A hard cops’oi the PEIR can

be procirled hut this ss’nil incur a charge of up to £500 rod printing and

delivery, A LrSB copsofahlcoesuitation documents, includingthe PEIR,

can also be provided tree ot clrarge,
Comments on the proposals can he made:

•
•

•
•

Online: ‘S copy St tire Feedback Form is as’aihable to fill in at the
project rvehisite: rvsrsrrsp,co,uk;
By email: Cimnsuitation responses can be emuiled to

mnanstonvoncultation:,rhdb.lasv,co.uk:
By post: Ferrlhack Fcrrms and airy ollrer consultation responses

can lie imisled to MansIon Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Bmni,rrtr’,ax, Lommilon OWl H OBL; anti
At the Consuilation Events: yeccbtrack Forms tc’lll Ime available

at tIre Consutation Esc’nts and can he lert at the Esent or retmirned

Irs’ post to tire achrfrcss staten ahmmxc’,

Comments must be received no later than 1l.59pm on Friday
16 February 20th.
Rive’O.mk requests thai si’s1’rinsvs slate the ‘otinrl of representation, the

nature of sour everest in he rr000ccml Project, indicate srho is making it,
arid ‘stride aim anlchress tim which fins correspomrdenr m’ relating to the
reprcsenrtaticmn was 1w semrt
Pn’rson,ri mntormation tirat is supplier) to RiteiOak in response to this
consciltation wilt he Treated contidentially and processed and hamrrhleri in
accordance sill i tire Data Protection Act 1990, The infnirmatiorm miii; Ire
disc ioseci tin or sh,rrecl with RivcrOak connected cmmmpanies. agents,
contractors and arivisors who provide services to RicerOak in connection
with the preparation Stair .ippincation lot rles’eloprnemrt consent unrter the
Pi,mnejng Act 2008. Itmis will allow Ri’emO,mk to fullx consider tire
resporrces and rise rent in tire preparation of application marerials, L’pos
strlrmnission of our applie ation fmr clecelopmnent cimnsent under the
Planning AcT 2ttO8 or in coimnm’ction ms Iii niur ,ipplication mom ansi mmnsents
or licences trinm Tire Civil As’ialion Auttrormts, the Secretary or Slate or the
Civil AsiaTion hutirorits’ was’ require Ris’erOak to supply copies 01 all
consultation responses receis’ed, If a metltmest is made, RiterOak is under
a legal obligation to supply coJT;es 01 tIre response to the Secretary ot State,
B submitting a consultation response to Ris’erOak, a respondent agrees
that ste mas’ suppts a cops’ of their iesponse to the Secretary of State via
the Planning Inspeetorate it requirirrl to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authorile it requested.

The ASA
regulates ads
on websites.
#socialmediatoo

How to contact us,
It sou rats’ ant questions alrout this consultation please contact the

Proect Team b5.

Email: manstonconsultalionPbdb-Iaw,co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultulion, Bircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBC
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 lanuars 2018
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Defending borders
with ‘Dad’s Army’
MP’s fears over plans for volunteers to guard ports

On television

Father and son are
Hunted in C4 show

I

jT

Dad’s Army style volunteers could
been pitted against dreaded ISIS ter
rorists.
That’s the fear of Dover MP Charlie Elphicke
who is alarmed at the Home Office consider
ing Border Force Special Volunteers to guard
smaller ports and airports.
Mr Elphicke says he is determined that no such thing
eventually happens in Dover.
He believes that the UK can’t have a “Dad’s Army-type
of set up” when the country is faced with jthadists try
ing to get back into the country after training in Syria.
He stressed that border security is a skilled job needing
years of training to also detect other criminal activities
such as people trafficking and drugs smuggling.
The Public and Commercial Services Union has also

R.I.P Dawn

Tributes paid to
snooker mum

dismissed the idea as “ridiculous.”

MP Charlie Elphicke

• Full story on Page 2

Classic characters from the TV show Dad’s Army
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HEALTH

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED
SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008

• Chiropodists

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

Johanna Hardy
Do you suffer with
Corns, Hard Skin,

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION Of STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

Verrucas, Thickened Toe
Nails, Long Toe Nails,
Athlete’s Foot, Calluses,
Fungal Infections?

I do home visits
including evening
and weekends.
I am registered, have a
DOS check. First Aider

01304 363222
0759 444 0404

LEISURE
Events
I Auctions / Markets

K] AUCTIONS
EVERY FRIDAY

General Auction
at Nirtiheurme Parish Nd,
The Drive CTI4 OtN.
Goods in from Barn to 830am
Auction starts 6pm
Refteshments Available

NOTICES
• Public Notices
JOHN DUDLEY ERNEST
GOULD (Deceased)

Purauaot 10 the Trustee Act 1925

any persons having a claim against

or an interest in the Estate of the

afommenlioned deceased, tale of

103 Middle Street Deal Kent CTI4
6LW. who died on 19/00/2017, are
reqsired to send particulars thereof
In writing to the undersigned
Solicitors on or before 09/03/2018,
alter which dale the Estate will be
diofributed having regard only to

claims and interests of which they

have had notice.

WILLIAMSON & BARNES
12/14 Queen SI reef Deal

Kent CT14 6EU

ThI 9225

Public
Notices
For all your public
notices, AGMs
and meetings

Nokc was iven n May and June 201 7 that RiverOak Strategic Partners
Limited (“RiverOak”) of 50 Broadway, London SWI H OBL intends to
apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent
Order ‘DCO”i under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 rthe 2008
ACt’) to authorise the reopening of MansIon Airport in Kent COre Project’i.
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 June
and 23 July 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
Manston AJrport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares 1732
acresi, and which first operated as an RAP base in 1916 and most recently
operated as a passenger airport until it ss’as closed in Mae 2014. RiverOak
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a hub for international
air freight which also offers passenger, executive travel and aircraft
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through
ongoing design development. RiverOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application docunrentation is compliant svith the Infrastructure Planning
invironmental Impact Assessmentf Regulations 20t 7 ‘the 2017
Regulations’). It is foliosving the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure
that its assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible. The
assessment vs ill now additionally consider the effects of climate change
on the Project, the effects of th Project on climate change, impacts of
waste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of major
accidents and disasters, RiverOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitments svhich it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts
of aircrait noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plan” which is one of the ness consultation documents published and
RiverOak are seeking vievvs on this document in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local community and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation l”SoCC”l which sets out hess’ RiverOak will undertake its
consultation, Additionally: RiverOak has a duty to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of tire 2008 Act in line with Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be
viewed.
Proposed Works
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel taxiway;
• constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
• constructing four ness’ passenger aircraft stands and a new
passenger terminal:
• completely re-filling the airfield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
new fire training area;
• building ness’ air cargo facilities;
• developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current
Air Traffic Control tosser;
• an aircraft recycling facility;
• a flight training school;
• a fixed-base operation for executive travel;
• building ness aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highway improvement works to ensure improved access to and
around MansIon Airport, including a ness’, permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire Way which seill help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road nehvork.
The proposed proJect is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development (“EtA development’l, as defined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed works constitute ‘development for svhich
Environmental Impact Assessment sv’lll be required. An Environmental
Statement will therefore be sabmitted as part of Iheproposed application
containing information about the environmental enects of the proposed
development. Preliminary environmental information can be found in
the updated Preliminar Environmental Information Report t”PEIR’l schich
forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents incl’,sde—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report “PEIR’l;
• a non-technical summary of the PEIR:
• an updated maulerplan:
• a Noise Mitigation Plan;
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
•

an updated analysis on air freight capacity’ and need: and

•

a feedhack form,
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018 you can viess and
dosvn(oad the consultation documents on and from RicerOak’s prolect
websile at uss’w.rsp.co.uk, Hardcopies svill also be available to siew tree
of charge at the following locations and times. Due to its size, hardcopies
of lIre PEIR scill only be available at Deal, Margute and Ramsgate libraries,

the oIlier libraries will have on-screen versions.

KM1
Call and
speak to
one of our
Advisors on

Venue

Opening Hours

Broadstairs Library
The Broadway Bmadstairs,
CT1 0 28S

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturday: toam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed
Monday. Tuesday. Wednesday; Friday:
9am-6pm; Thursday: flam-flpm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm:_Sunday: Closed

Cliftonville Library
Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
Margatz, T9 31X

Monday. Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-5pm; 5A’ednesday & Saturday:
9am-1 pm; Sxnday: Closed

Deal Library
Broad Sheet, Deal,

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: toam-4pm

1c77 PEG

Herne Bay Library
Monday to Friday: Oam-6pm;
124 High Street, Heme Bay Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed
CT6SJY
Margate Library
Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,
CF9 IRE
Minster-in-Tbanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
Minsler, Rumsgate,
Tt2 4EA

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday Friday:
9am-6pm: Thursday: 9am-Bpm;
Saturday: rtam-Spm;
Sunday: Closed
Monday, Tuesday & Thursday:
9am-Ipm & 2pm-5pm;
Friday: 95m-5pm;
‘Saturday: 9am-tpm;
Wedneday & Sunday: Closed

Newinglon Library
Marlowe Academy,
i Marlowe Way, Ramsgate,
a126N8

Monday Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am.6pm; Saturday: t Oam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

I Ramsgate Library

Monday to Friday: Oam-6pm:
Saturday: 9am-5pm; Sunday: Closed

Guildiord Lawn, Ramsgate,
Tt19AY

COUNC IL

17

17

I Consultation Event

Date and time

Ramsgate
Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,
Rumsgute, CF1 1 8DT

Tuesday’ 23 January: t 2 Noon-8pm

I Heron Bay

The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Herne Bay; CT6 6BA

that yve may supply a copy ot their response to the Secretary of State via
the Planning lnspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil As’iation
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have ans questions about this consultation please contact the
Prolect Team by:
Email: manstonconsultationPbdb.law,co,uk
Post: MansIon Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson BrIt,
50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBE
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm

3 January 2018

Buying, Setting or
renting your home?

.KentHomes

Email: publtcnoticex@
-

Together we make a difference
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Notice is hereby given that application(s) have
consent to carry out the following pmposat(nJ:

Nnmaote, The Quay,
Sandwich, CT13 BEN

01435 Site Adjacent to Scout [tall,

been made to the Dover District Council for

a

Insert new internal partitions Listed Building in a Conservation Area

and floor to facilitate
returbishment of restaurant

Erection sf1 lao. beach
huts. 2nD. disabled access
paths and

Within Con Area & Affects Right of Way

repair/replacement of
existing fencing
17

01188 Basement, 18 Castle Street,
Dover, CT16 1 PW

Change of use and

conversion to self-contained
flat, removal of door and

Listed Building in a Conservation Area
C

replace with wIndow and the
erection of a single storey

7

rear lInk eutensisn
17

01490

3lNelson Sheet, Deal,

C114 60ff

Erection of a single otoeey

Within Conservation Area

rear entetesion and rear
dormer roof netensios

17

17

01391

The Qast House, Cane
Lane, Goodnestone, CT3
1 PB
01189 Basement, lB Castle Street
Dover, C116 1PW

01494 Swingate Mill, The Lane,
Suntan, CT15 5ES

Replace existing windows
and doors to SW, NW and
NE elevations
Conversion to residential In
md. erection uf rear
entensiox

To affect setting of a tinted building

Removal of condition 5 at

The proposal aftects a listed building

planning permission
DDV/00/00508 to allow the

Listed Building In a Conservation Area

garage to bn used for
residential use (section 73

17
17

17

01326 lAViclosia Roast, Deal,
Cr14
01504 Land Adjacent to Pegasus,
London Road, Sholdnn,
CT14 OAD
01445 Box Tree Cottage,
-

Hangman’s Lane,
Ringwoutd, CT14 811W

17

00612 Kearsney Abbey Tea Rooms
Alkham Road, River,
CTI6 30Z

applicatian)
Erection of railings to front
bosadary wall
Erection of two dwellings

Within Conservation Area
Affects Right of Way

and creation of partring

Variation of condition 2 of

-

planning permission

Within Coaservatioa Area

DOV/17/00572 Is allow
changeu of appruved roof
slates (applIcation under
Section 73)

tasted Building Consent for
repairs to building snd roof,

The proposal affects a tasted Building

single storey extension

to Billiards Room/Cafe for

impruved facilities, new
Wednesday 24 January: 12 Noon-8pm

One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, yvill be made available, free of charge, by emailing
manston@communitvrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 08000304137
Mondays to Friday’s between 9am and Spnr. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be provided but this will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project svebvile: www.rsp.co.uk;
• By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to
manstonconsultationobdb-Iaw.co.uk:
• By poet: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses
can be posted to MansIon Airport Consultation, Birchum Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadway London SWI H OBL; and
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms will be available
at the Consultation Events and can be left at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 11 .59pm on Friday
16 February 2018.
RiverOak requests that responses slate the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate who is making it,
and provide an address to svhich any correspondence telating to the
representation may be sent.
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this
consultation ssitl be treated confidentially’ and processed and handled in
accordance with the Data Prolection Act 1998. The information may be
disclosed to or shared svith Ris’erctak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors svho provide services to RiverOak in connection
svith the preparalion of an application for deeeiopnient consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This will alloys’ RiverOak to fatly consider the
responses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connection svith our application for any consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority; the Secretary of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies of all
consultation responses received. Ifs request is made, Ris’erOak is under
a legal obligation 10 supply copies of the response to the Secrelary’ of Stale.
By’ submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees

thekmgroup.co.uk

01280

The Councti gives notice that It has received the following applications which ft Is required to
advertIse under Town end Country Planning, and Wildlife and Countryside legIslation

Marine Road, Walmer, T14
7DN

All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 0300041 31 31.
The opening hours are correct at the time or publication.
Copies of Ihe consultatioe documents svill also be available to view at the
following Consultation Events at svhich anyone is sveicome to attend—

Go online to www.kentonline.co.uk/BookanAd

01622
717744

NEW PLANNING APPLICATIONS
DOVER
3 isre iCT

17

i Sandwich tibrary
Monday, Tuesday. Thursday Friday:
13 Market Street, Sandwich, 9am-5pm: Wednesday: 9am-lpm;
CO 3 9DA
Saturday: 1 Dam-I pm: Sunday: Closed
Westgate Library
Monday & Wednesday: 9am-5pm;
Minster Road,
Tuesday & Friday: 9am-6pm;
I Weslgate.On.Sea,
Saturday: I Oam-2pm:
C18 BHP
Thuda’,’ & Sunday: Closed

43

pedestrian bridge over
weir and associated works
(amended details)
(re-advertisement)

The applications can be viewed nn fhe Council’s website, www.dover.gov.uk, at the Couacil Offices, White Cliffs
Business Park, Dover CT1 6 3PJ, at the Dover Gateway, 71 Caste Street, the Area Office In Deal Ubrary and at the
GulIdhall Sandwich. Representations on the applications can be made via the Cauacil’s websie.
This is the Council’s preferred metfied as it is the speedIest way to lag your views intu oar electoanic system.
Alternatively, represevtationo cas be emailed to OtysloemsnteonhoiWdovnr.eoo.tjh.or sent by letter to the
Development Management Section at the WhIte CIlIa Business Park address.
Representations should be made within 21 days from the date of publication of this notice and should quote the
applIcation reference number, My representalons receised will be available for public inspection. Represeataitons
will not be acknowledged but those making representations will be informed of the Council’s decision,
Please note that this is vol a full list of applicahono recently received by the Council, The full lint can be viewed on
the Council’s website.

±
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Exhibition goes
down a storm
Wild, sometimes spectacular weather
Is the subject of a new exhIbition at
Samphire Hoe.
The beauty spot, made from rubble dug
up during the creation of the Channel
Tunnel, Is hosting the show from now
until February 28.
Paul Holt Partnership Officer at the
Hoe is exhibiting some of his own
pictures at the site’s education centre.
• For the full story,-see page 31
Picture: Paul Amos FM5040113

Teen death shock

Duke of York’s Royal Military School
has paid tribute to aformerpupilwho
died suddenly on Saturday.
The cause of 19-year-old Alex Nam
ey’s death has not been confirmed
although it is thought to have been
a medical incident.
A spokesman for the school said:
“We are saddened to hear the news
of Alex Namey’s death and our
thoughts are with his family at this
difficult time.
“He attended the school from
November 2012 to October 2014. He

Castles

•
•
•
•
•

had previously been a student at a
Deal secondary school before join
ing DOYRMS and went on to com
plete his education at Astor College
in Dover.”
Tributes on social media describe
the teen as a “nice lad” with a “kind
heart” and “good soul”.
Owen Michael said: “Rest in para
dise Alex Namey, aka big bird. I’ll
love you even if I didn’t show it some
times. Brilliant friend with only Mllimit intentions, such a nice lad taken
way too early. Love you brother.”

Removals
Storage
Shipping
Security shredding
Self Storage

Kim Bailey said: “It’s a sad day for
people. Prayers with everyone who
knows him, RLP Alex Namey.”
Emily Rose Wheeler said: “Rest in
peace Alex Namey. Such a sound
boy with a kind heart. Taken way
too soon!”
Jake Smissen posted: “Rest in peace
Alex Namey, hard to even fathom
that you’re gone really. Stifi trying to
wrap my head round it. Such a good
soul taken way too soon. Sleep well.”
Alex was also a former pupil at
Walmer Science College in Deal.

I
‘I

HONOURED
Channel swimmer
trainer made MBE

tuaj.j.i.[

GLORY TRAIL
Whites FA Trophy
pursuit preview

F
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k

WE HAVE A VEHICLE
FOR ANY SIZE REMOVAL

I

-
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• Public Notices
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To advertise: 01304 238970
LICENSING ACT 2003

—

THE BOSE HOTEL, 91 HIGH STREET, DEAL, CT14 BED
Notice of applIcation for a full varIation of a premIses licence
Notice is hereby 01000 that CHRISTOPHER HICKS has apptted to Duver Diutnict
Cuuncit fur a tall oariatluo at The premises ttcence fur:

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

Venue

Opening Hours

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
Of THE PLANNING ACT 2008

Birchington Library

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:

: 9am.6pm: Saturdas’: toam.2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

: A)plra Road, Oirchingtoo
CT7 9t6

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(55THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

; Broadstairs Library
The Broadisas, Bro,tdstairs
:CT1O 2BS

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION Of STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

Deal Library
l Broad Street, Deal,
CTt46ER

‘

Cliftonville Library
Queen Elizubetlr Avenue,
Margute, Cr9 31X

‘‘a’ ,;‘,cn in Mat and use 201’ flat RiverOak Strategic Partners
Limited f”RjcerOak”l or 50 Broadwat, London SWIH OBL intends to
ippit to tOt’ t’[ft’t,irt ot ,ttc for Ttansport tot a Development Consent
Ordet flCti under section 1t ot the Planning Act 2008 ‘the 2008
Act to antis ir.e the si 5ening it \tanstoi’ Airport in Kent i the Project’
Fit!intt nit ftc a the Re. i’ Oak utrdettttitk siatuttirt consultation in
it tiLt
ft its’ ltiflfl \ct and the 200) Regulations between II lone
and I iritt 101 re:atr S 15 tr’iieteIO[tmetrt ltd reoneni ng it the
\tir’s’ir Air nhlt sitc V. rn it o’ryisr tppte\etatcl, 296 hectares “32
ic let ted n. ta it 0 pca a. art RAF taco in t 910 and most ‘ecent!s
operateri asa fl,i..ctt,;aa1e,’t until ‘te ,c!o.c’tf in Stat 2014. Riti’rOak
i Poim’ I t dr.-ljs a’s”
list tIe ‘ite at a bids tot international
atr freight oi’s a ‘;s’’ ‘‘‘‘‘“e’ ‘set utive travel and aircraft
engineering :t tics.
In consicientrit the ri’’punsvt it hi’ .talutors consultation and through
ongointt dcsiir de’eionmerrt, RiveiQak has developed and retined its
proposals ,i’d tOt ttkcn the clccision tti esute that its consultation and
appbr ,ttittlr rh umeni,ation curtroliant ‘lifts Intrastracture Planning
he’, itontnitrtal lilt! act ‘\s,et’itrt’nt Regulations 20t
‘the 20t7
Reulatirsis
‘is toT’,’, .‘r lii late-t 101” Regulations to make sure
it ,it’i’t’itti’it as iiltt’.stlOte anti iomnrchettsit’e as possible. The
lint rhrlitronalis consider tire ettects Ut clottate change
on tin’ Ps’et
Is stt,’t. itt its Proect ire dimate change, imliacts ot
it ass’ at pact, in human health ant! impacts front the risks of major
acctdents ant! ksasters, RttntOak has also considered the comments
receiseti ott mitigating aircratt noise and has developed a series ot
commitments tthiclr it proposes to make to control the ailt erIe impacts
of aircraft noise, These proposals ate detailed tn the ‘Noise Slitigation
Plan” srhiclr tine ttt the en’. consultation documc’nts published and
Rit crOak are teeki:rg tier’, ire tutis clot torrent in particular.
Cnrler seitie, 42 and 47ti; the 1008 Act RverOak has a duty tocrtnsult
the local cnttrmuuaitt anti rat nwrficcI a Ststen’ent ot Community
ConqiitattttnSitfT tnlrich .t— cut no’,’, Riverflak v,ii uirtlertake its
consuitatitir. rltl’,:ralit R ser(3a ltas a huts to tjblicise tlte proptcsed
atiphication niOts .,Oio’ 40 f Os lictfl Act nt iirte it tb Regui,ltioir 0 or
tite 20115 R”4a ,‘to. itt.’ notice thetetote outlines tire main rletails or
She appht ,ttnst and v, hen’ a ottt or the consultation documents can be

Mondat, Tuesday SOetinesdat, Friday:
Thucsdas’: Qam.8pm;
Satarcta1: 9am.ipm: Sundai: Closed
9am-6pm:

Monrla, Tuesday Thiutadac, Friday:
i Oam-Tpm; Wednesday’ & Saturday:
: Oam-l pm: Sunday: Closed
: Mondat to Friday: flam’6pm;

j Saturday: Oum-apm; Sundas: 1 Oam’4pm

Herne Bay Library
j Monday to Friday: Oam.6pm;
: t14 High Stneet, Heine Bay, Saturday: flam’5pm; Sunday: Closed
CTG SIb

‘

\1tce

‘

Mangate library
Tiranet Gatet’,at Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,
CT’) 1 RE

Monday. Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
Ram-bpm; Thursday: Oam.Bpm;
Saturday: Oam’Spm;
i Sundas: Closed

Minster-in-Thanet Library
Stonkton Road
\hnster, Ramsgate,
TS2 4EA

Mondas’, Tutesday & Thursday:
9am-t pm & 2pm.5pm:
Frisk’,: ‘Sam’flpm:
,Satardat: Sam’tprn:
n Vsddnesdas & Sundas: Closed

00

—

:

‘

Newington Library
Mario’s Academi,
\ai lot’. e Wat. Ratnnsgate,
CT t2 IoN B

.

CE
ri’s

1) Enabte the sate of atcohot between
09:00 to 00:00 Mon to Sun
00:00 to 09:00 Mon tn Sun ton guests staying at hutet
2) To enable the nate of ulcnttul fur extended hours at Bank Hot’otays and on
other timited days as specitied in the appticalias
31 To enabte Regulated Entertainment to be prnoided within The Premises, as
apecitied in the application.

cosi

macit

CAb:.

Vu

rn, kin r,, tire writs’

P&O CnAse -SpaIn, France & Italy
(Strictly Come Dancing Themed Cruise)
‘Enjoy

-

•ABTA
...

,_

the early springtime sun in the Mediterranean with Azura.

‘Step aboard Azure in Southampton and oail into the many
treasures of the Mediterranean.

Recorded music 23:00 to 00:00 Mon to San
4) To enuble the pmouisinn at hut 1504 and drink utter 23:00 hours and before
0500 hours Musts San

‘Endless rugged coastal scenery, mouth-watering culinary
delights and an ever-changing tapestry of cultures.

A register at ticensing appticutiuns can be expected at

http:llswv.v.doner,gnn,uk or ut the Council Ottices, White Cliffs Business
Park, Whittield, Dover CT1 6 3PJ tel, 01304 672295, by appointment with the
t’iconsing Team between lOam and 4pm Monday tn Friday,
Any person wishing to submit reteuant representations to this application must
give notice in writing to tEe address 05mm abase, giving in debit the grounds
0? obfectien by 31.01.2018
Dated: 03,01.2010.
The Council mitt ml entertain representations where the eniter requests that

‘Delco into Gaudi’s modernist masterpieces.
Rediscover Renaissance riches,
Climb leaning towers, Explore the Colosseum, Tree) Fountain,
the Vatican, as well as chic designer boutiques.
‘Then, after rounding the Pillars of Hercules in Gibraltar
Inot to mention some fantastic duty-free shoppingi, it’s a
leisurely couple of days home to Southampton.

htn ideobly remains uronyrenea. Copies of all representations whit be iuctudnd
in the papers preserted to The Licennirg Paset and aT therefore pass into the
pubtic dnmain. Repeesentotinns must netnte ts one or more at the tour Ucenstog
Ob;nctiveu: the Preventton of Crime and Disorder, Public Safely. The Presention yt
Pubtic Natnnnce and the Protection at Chitdren from Harm,
Iris an off once ttabte on conviction to a tire up to Level Son the standard scale
under Section 158sf the Licensing Act 2003 to krowingty nr recklessly make a laSso
statement in connection with
this apptlcatinn.

,

,

Crosskeys Travel & KM Travel Exclusive For Only £1,220pp!
Sawing of £50 Including Door 2 Door TronsEer servtcef

Moe-k’,; Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am.epm: Saturciat: tttani’lpm:
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Ramsgate Library
; Monday tcr triday: 9am’6pm:
GuJchiorcl Lawn, Raetsgate, Saturdas’: ‘taei.flpm’ Sunday: Closed
:CTtt ‘SOY
;

Sell your unwanted items for FREE
wwwkentonIine.co.ukJborsanad

.TraveI

sLukjkrn

Together we make a difference

s

‘Sandwich Library
.Motrrias Tuesday, Thunscias, Friday:
13 Market Street, Sandtniclr, tIam.5p; Wetlnesrlal: Oam.lpm:
Ctt 3 9DA
Saturilay: 1 Oam-t pm: Sundaf: Closed

‘

Westgate Library
\tirrster

Road,

\Sestgate’Oe-Sea,
CTB 88P

Monday & Wednesday: Oam-5pm;
Tuesdat & ttidav: Sam’6pm:
Saturdat: 1 Oanr.Ipm;
Thursria; & Sunday: Closed

All of the libraries can be contacted bs’ telephone on 0300041 3t 31.
The o1ietling hours are correct at the time cit publication.
Coutiec ot the consultatiirn docaerents will also he asaiiahle to viess at the
rsullo’sing Consullalion Events at sihcls ansonn is welcome to attend—
‘Consultation Event

Date and lime

‘

then’, cci,

pnposctl

•

uftenJanng the taunt as

•

corsttni’ti’it t’’nnc’e alt t n’go’tartdc;

•

consintrc’rO rt’ur tent o.tcseirger aircraft stands anti a new
rassenrger etirlun’li

Hall, Beacon Hill,
h Herne Bay, CT6 600

OCO nIl, amorrgst tititer rhtngs, authorise—.—

airtield nasigation airb:
tefutbishsirg or ‘splat nfl tIn’ e-istiltg fire station abe

be

constructing a

•

lrciildnrg new air cargo fat lithe’:

•

deselepitrg a nets air traffic ciantrol sets ice, demolishing the carrr’nI
Air Trarric Citiitrol tot) em
an aitcratt rectciiltg taciliti;

a flight training Si hctoi:
a fixed.base otrcr,:t)ite rot C\’’y.itS tra’,cl
itt

‘

•

hightsao

iltrpnotc’’rrc to ‘1,

t,i

traftic on

lit’ her

ti

t.ito cn’pns’nod access to attn
to
nt nlaleitt rlotiti aterl

Lu 5o.n

around Stanton A:rn S

access on Scttir” 1St aticit in’ 5’

‘,

‘.

,,n,,otl’,ci .itnpiiit cloud

iii ti, ‘t: is

lOne Ptoltosed tints’ t
tnt
dint’elopntc’nt EIA rti’tc’i’tp’e,’n:t

‘ant ,re’fl’’tertt,ti
‘t’yai t Actecstttent
,w,ttyitr,i itt ftc 200 Regulatnnts,
Thts means thra) the ntruuswt’tl iii i, c,ins’,tuitn’ de’.t’toptn’i’et tot whuch
Ens ironteenlal tnrliact As’es,n tan it 5 it, ni li’,’0. Out Eat ironttrental
Statement it tI theretore he tab,tt,ttcd asia” tile ita.;toserl application
‘

ontaining intomntatbon ahln,it itt’ sat iriintnent;al eysct of the oroposedi
deselopment, Prelimnnart cot tonmt’it,tl information can ‘c tounri in
the updated PrelinOnars tnt ‘r’tttnre’rtal tnfontttanuon Relsirt PEIR’ tuhylt

torms tirt of the coirsulIts,n trtatt’n,it.
Details or the proposed i pl ,t atioir ,tttd collies of the consultatcor
documents unclude—
• an intrnductieit tit thu ctn’’niit,itt’n
• an updated pti’I)ttt:rt,s’
n’.,scin’,ent,sl intortnatinn repent.’ PEIR ‘ii
•

a ttontes l’ttical .utSn’att’’: thc’ PElR

•

an tn)rI,rteci tnasts-’npitrn:

•

,t

Noise Slut gatntm ‘liii:

•

a

St,rtenn’’tt cit C,,ityttutt,tt

C,n’culratur,n’

• an updatc’ci artalt
itt alt’ trtoght ciytacitt ann need: and
• a teetlhac k ti ‘tnt.
F’otn Friday 12 lanuars to Friday 11, Fetsruary 2016 isa catr vies’, ,tnrf
di’,’, n’Itvtsl ‘n cUs.aht,,,,t’’,,’l’”’’,
‘a ii tnitnr Rh cOaLs ortiloct
ro

sycltitr’,’t in’,,’, ‘cv

‘uk Hurl.

‘‘

‘‘,‘.t’..

‘

It i—ire callable tothes’, tree

ot unarie at tint’ rssll’ t’,’. no ,:‘i,”r—anri Kmes, flue to its size, Irarnt copies
of tire PElR y, ill onlt Itt’ atatuhalib: I Deal. ‘.targate anti Ramsgate libraries,
the uthc’r lnhr,tn es ns’,s oats’ ier-c tern t’n’rsittus.
‘r

Tuesday 13 lanuan: 12 Noon.Bpm

i

Wednesday 24 lanuars: 12 Noon’Bpm

hut Iris will incur a charge of up to £500 or printing aird
clelicert. A CtSB cops’ ot all consultation documents, including the PE1R,
can also he IFS) iderl tree ot i ln,tre,

completels re-titting the

btuilding ne’’, a:’ratt ‘‘1 ittlIcS ti,’ ‘aitgar’ ,i’tI ‘i’.eltptn,’, attic
the ‘Nortlren nn Crass fir ni ‘pet ‘lateti ltun’t, 5,55’ attn

King’s

,

One cops per person ot all consultatioti documents, escept for the
PtlR. ii lb Ire etide asaihahie, tree of charge, hi entailing
manston’7contrtunitynelations,co,uk or bn telephoning 0800 010 4137
Mondays to Fridays ltettvey’n ‘lam and flpnr. A hard copy ot the PEIR can

,tnd mpms ing the tarallel tanist as’:

itett tile tranitig a’ea:

•
•

Herne Bay

The

The

•

,

‘

Proposed Vsorks

•

Ramsgate
Ir,rttonl Inn, Victonia Parade,
Runwgate, CT1 1 BDT

provided

Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: ‘5 cntpt of tire Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project ttelicite: iii’. it ,rsp,co.itk;
• By email: Consullation respotrses sati Ite emalind to
ntnapstonconsultationii i)rli).lats’,co,ak:

•

By post: Fc’en!Isack Fotsis anti any other cc,nsuitatiotr responses
tn ite pt”tcnl nt ht,nnsten Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Belt lii Bnnanin’.as, Lotrdnit SW1H POt: anti
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms still be available
at tire Lees,; ,tata,rr F’, er,ts and can be le at the Event or returned
Ins post to ttrc’ eOn loss ct,itvd tired 0.
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on Friday
16 February 2018,
kIt cnCnk nc’quc.t, hit ‘eslttnnsc’s state tire ground of rvpnesentation, the
n’ntnre uti ,tur ,ttt,’rett in the Irrollitsedl Prttlec t, itrnhic,tte ‘.n’lrtt is making it,
‘rtrl pttss isle an address to v,’hiclr ant’ cttrrespttnnlence relating 10 fhe

n’tlresentason mat be seat.

t’er ‘isiral trtttntttotion that is cupliluerl

to

Rn crOak in response to Iris

consultation it II be sated ctinridentially and processed and haitnIled in
accc,rdauce with the Dat,t Pristection ‘Sd 1 fl’t, The intcirtnat,otn nrat lie

The ASA
regulates ads
on websites.
#socialmed iatoo

ctisclosed to or shared wuth RiserOak conaectenI coorpunies agents,
cy’ittractctts attn ad errs isbn lImos inn services to RiterOa in connection
o itlr the preparahotn Ut ,rt’ ausphc,itinn nit des’eiopmennr i’onscnt under the
Planning Act 2008. This will allot’ RicerOak to taut consider the
responses and use tIres in tire preparation or application materials, Upon
sultnuissiitn itt our ipphivation for rlet’eiopment cotrsetlt unrli’r tire
Plaertirrg Act l0tttt ru in i ttnnsc’ctfiin w itlr rica a qtii, ation for any i onsents
or hiceni l’s tries tIre Cicil A’. nation Authority, I ne Sectetars of State or tIre
Civil At iation Atithoritt mat’ require RiverOak ii supply conies or rh
conssiiltat ion respontr’s receis’ed. It a request is trade. RiterDak is under
a legal obligation to suppit cttpies nit the response to the Secretars of State.
By sulrmittirrg a ctinsultation response to RrverOak, a respondent agrees
tlrat 5,0 may supp1s a cop’ or their response to the Secretary ot State via
the Platrttnng Inspectorato if required to rio so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authority it requested.
Hots’ to contact us:
II ou hate ant qutestions about this consultation please contact the
Pniject Team by:
Email: manslenconsultationt’ hdh-law.co.uk
Post: Mansion Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadssay, London SV5’lH OBL
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 lanuats 2018
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Vicar’s ex finds his
own personal Jesus
Model, 24, who split from retired
priest, 79, has new Spanish lover
The vicar who found himself
homeless after marrying
a Romanian model and
signing his flat over to
him has since learned his
estranged husband has a
new boyfriend called Jesus.

Retired clergyman Philip Ciements with his estranged husband Florin Mann
Picture: Paul Amos FM4731311

Retired Eastry priest Philip
Clements and Florin Mann asked
the Church of England to change
its stance on same-sex marriages
for ex-clergymen when they tied
the knot in April.
Less than five months later, after selling
his £214,000 Eastry home and moving to

Bucharest, the pair split. Mr Clements, 79,
returned home to live with friends -just
days after signing over ownership of the
flat in the Romanian capital to his husband.
Now he faces fresh heartache after learn
ing Mr Mann has been dating wealthy
Spanish businessman Jeronimo Jesus
de Vega, 48, in Alicante, which he admit
ted on Romanian TV show Fashionista.
MrClements and Mr Mann had been dis
cussing a reunion in a year’s time, possi
bly moving to a Kentish town like Dover
because village life did not suit Mr Maria.
The 24-year-old said on TV he flew to
Spain when his new lover agreed to buy
him plane tickets so they could meet.
Now, Mr Clements says he will ask Mr
Maria if he went behind his back.
• For the full story, see page 9

INSIDE
Great delivery
Christmas baby is
a beautiful gift

Palace at sea

MP’s campaign for
new royal yacht

CALL NOW FOR YOUR

FREE VALUATION

miles&barr

DEAL 01304 800 555 DOVER 01304 202 111

YOUR PROPERTY AGENT

mIesandbarr.co.uk

+

Newsdesk: 01304 365526
www.kentouline.co.uk/bookanad

HEAlTh
• Chiropodists

Do you suffer with
Corns, Hard Skin,
Verrucas, Thickened Toe
Nails, Long Toe Nails,

Athlete’s Foot, Calluses,
Fungal Infections?
I do home visits
including evening

and weekends.
I am registered, have a
OBS check. First Aider
07304 363222
0759 444 0404

• Auctions / Markets

K] AUCTIONS
EVERY FRIDAY
General Auction
at .rtbburn Parish RaN
TheBrueCTl4GLN.

any persons having a claim against

Public
Notices
For all your public
notices, AGMs
and meetings

Hirchington Library

Monday Tuesday. Thursday. Friday’:
Sam-6pm; Saturday: lOam-2pm:
Wednesday & Sundae: Closed

The proposed DCO ssiif I, amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runssay and improving the parallel taxiway;
• constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a new
passenger terminal:
completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;
refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
new fire training area;
• building new air cargo facilities;
• developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current
Air Traffic Control tower;
• an aircraft recycling facility;
• a flight training school;
• a fixed-base operation for executive travel;
• building new aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas
of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highway improvement woiks to ensure improved access to and
around MansIon Airport, including a new, permanent,
access on Spitfire Way svhich wilIhelp to reduce airportdedicated
related
traftic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development l”EIA development”i, as defined by the 2017
This means that the proposed works constitute developmentRegulations.
br xs’hich
Environmental Impact Assessment will be required. An Environment
al
Statement ssill therefore be submitted as part of theproposed application
containing information about the environmental effects of the proposed
development. Preliminary environmental information can be found
in
the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report f”PEIR’)
svhich
forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report f”PEIR9;
• a non-technical summary of the PEIR;
• an updated masterplan;
• a Noise Mitigation Plan;
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
• an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need: and
•

a feedback form.

From Friday 12 lanuary to Friday 16 February 2018 you can view
and
download the consultation documests on and from lieerOak’s
prolect
website al sxwse.rsp.co,uk. Hardcopies svill also be available to vinsv
of charge at tire lolloseing locations and times. Due to its size, hard Jive
copies
of the PEIR

svlll only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgale libraries,
Ihe olher libraries svill have on-screen versions.

KM
Call and
speak to
one of our
Advisors on

01622
717744
Email: publicnotices@

thekmgroup.co.uk

CTT SEC

.,
f
Broadstairs Library
The broadsvay; Broadstairs,

CItO 2BS

Cliftonvifle Library
! Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
Margatu, CT9 3lX
Library
I Deal
Broad Street, Deal,

Monday, Tuesday. Wednesday, Friday:
9am-6pm: Thursday: 9am-Bpm;

Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed

17

01280 Namaste, The Quay,
Sandwich, Cr13 9EN

17

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday. Friday:
9am-6pm: Thursday: ttam-Bpm;
Saturday: 9um-5pm;
. Sunday: Closed

•
•

By post: Feedback Forms and any’ other consultation responses

can be posted to MansIon Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadway, London SWt H OBL: and
At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms ss’ill be available

at the Consultation Events and can he mit at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on
Friday
16 February 2018.

RiverOak requests that responses state the ground of representatio
n, the
nalure of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate ssho is making
it,
and provide an address to which any correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent,
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response
to this
consultation sx’ill he treated confidenlially and processed and handled
accordance seith the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may in
be
disclosed to or shared with RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors who pros’ide services to RiverOak in connection
with the preparalion ol an application for development consent under
Planning Act 2008, This will alloss Ris’erOak to fully consider the
responses and use them in the preparation of application materials, the
Upon
submission of our application for development consent
under the

Planning Act 2008 or in connection sx’ith our application for
any consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State

Civil Aviation Authority may reqsirn RiverOak to supply copies or the
of all
consultation responses received. If a request is made, RiverOak
a legal obligation to supply copies ot the response to the Secretary isof under
By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent State.
that see may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of agrees
Stale via
the Planning lnspectorate if required to do so, otto the Civil Aviation

Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this conssltation please contact
the
Projeclleam by:
Email: manstonconsultationebdb-Iaw.co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SWIH OBL
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am 105pm
3 January 2018

Buying, Selling or
renting your home?
Go online to www.kentonhne.co.uk/BookanAd

KentHomes
E Together we make difference
a

I

0

C

o

Insert new internal partitions Listed Building in a Conservation Ares

and floor to facilitate
refurbishment of restaurant

01435 Site Adlacent to Scout Hall,

Heme Bay Library

Mondas’ to Friday: 9am-6pm;
124 1-tigh Street, Hence Buy, Saturday: rtam-Spm; Sunday: Closed

The CouncIl gives notice that ft has received the following applications
Which It Is required to
advertise under Town and Country Planning, and Wildlife and Countryside
legislation
Notice Is hereby gieen that application(s) have been made to the Dover
District
Council for
consent 00 carry out the following proposal(sl:

Erection of lino. beach
Within Con Area & Affects Right of Way
huts. 2no. disabled access
paths and
repair/replacement of
existing fencing
Basement, 18 Castle Street, Change of use and
Listed Building in a Cennervatien Area
Dover, Cr16 IPW
conversion to self-contained
hat, removal of door and
replace With window and the
erecton ala single storey
rear link extension
3lNetson Street, Deal,
Erection of a single storey
Within Conservation Area
Cr14 6DB
rear extension and rear
dormer roof extension
The Oast House, Cave
Replace enloting windows
To affect setting of a listed building
Lane, Goodnestone, CT3
and doors to SW, NW and
1PB
NE elevatooo
Basement, 18 Caste Street, Conversion to residential to Listed
Building in a Conservotien Area
Dover, Cr16 1 PW
inst. erection of rear
extension
Swlngste Mill, The Lane,
Removal of condition 5sf
The proposal affects a listed building
Guston, CTI5 5ES
planning permisalon
DOV/00/00508 to allow the
garage to be used for
renidential use (section 73
application)
IA Victoria Road, Deal,
Erection of railings to front Within Conservation Area
CT14
boundary wall
Land Adjacent to Pegasus,
Erection of two dwellings
Affects Right of Way
London Road, Sholden,
and creation of parking
CTI4 OAD
Ben Tree Cottage,
Variation of condition 2 of
Within Conservatioo Area
Hungman’s Lane,
planning permission
Ringwould, CT14 BMW
DOV/i 7/00572 to allow
changes of approved rout
Marine Road, Walmer, CTI4
7DN

CT65JY

One copy per person ol all consultation documents, except for
the
‘FIR, svill be made available, free of charge, by’ emailin
manston@communityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 08000
30413
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of
PEtIt can
be provided bul this syill incur a charge of up to £500 for the
printing and
delivery. A USU copy of all consullation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project website: www.rsp.co.uk;
• By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to
manstonconsultation@bdb-lasx.co.uk:

-

17

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-Spm; Wednesday & Saturday:
9am-lpm: Sundax: Closed
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday: 9am-5pm; Sunday: lOam-4pm

King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Herne Bay, CE6 6BA

43

NEW PLANNING APPLICATIONS

DOVER

I

M1

or an inlereal in the Estate of the
aforementioned deceased, late ot
183 Ididdle Street Deal Kent CT14
6LW, who died on 19/08/2017, are
required to uend parliculam thereof
in writing to the undersigned
SolIcitors on or betsre 0903/2018,
after which dote the Eutate will be
distributed having regard only to
claims and Interests of which they
have had notice.
WILLIAMSON & BARNES
12/14 Queen Street Deal
Kent CTI4 6EU
1900225

Alpha Road, Birchington,

j

Goods lfl from Barn to 830am
Auction starts 6pm
Refreshments Available

JOHN DUDLEY ERNEST
GOULD (Deceased)

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
Of THE PLANNING ACT 2008

Wednesday, January 3, ‘2019 Mercury (EM)

Monday, Tuesday & Thursday:
Road,
in
9am-tpm & 2pm-5pm;
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between
Minster, Ramsgate,
12
June
;
Friday: 9am-Spm;
and 23 July 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the ‘CT12 4EA
Saturday: 9am-lpm;
Manston Airportsite, which comprises approximately 296
732
acres, and which first operated as an RAE base in 1916 and hectares
most
recenti
operated as a passenger airport until it was closed in May 2014, RiverOa
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a hub for
Marlowe Academy
Sam-6pm; Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm:
air freight which also offers passenger, executive travel international
Wednesday & Sunday’: Closed
and aircraft j Marlowe Way, Ramsgate,
engineering services.
CT12 6NB
In considering the responses to the statuton consultation and through
Ramsgate Library
Monday to Friday:
ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined
its Guildtord Lawn, Ramsgate, Saturday: 9am-5pm;9am-6pm;
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation
Sunday: Closed
and
cm
9AY
application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
ltnvironmental Impact Assessmentt Regulations 2017
2017 Sandwich Library
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
Regulations”). It is following the latest 2017 Regulations to “the
make sure 13 Market Street, Sandsvich, 9am-Spm; Wednesday: 9am-1 pm;
that its assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible.
! CT1 3 9DA
[Saturday:
The
1 Oam-1 pm: Sunday: Closed
assessment witl now additionally consider the effects ol climate change
on the Project, the effects of the Project on climate change, impacts
Westgate
Library
Monday
&
Wednesday: 9am-Spm;
of Minster
waste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of
Road,
Tuesday & Friday: 9am-hpm;
major ‘ Westgate-On
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the
-Sea,
Saturday:
1 Oam-2pm:
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed acomments
Thursday & Sunday: Closed
series of CT8 8BP
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse
impacts
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the ‘Noise Mitigation All of Ihe libraries can be contacted be telephone on 0300041 31
31.
Plan” ss’hich is one oI the new consultation documents
The opening hours are correct al the lime of publication.
RiverOak are seeking views on this document in particular.published and Copies of the consultation documents mill also
be available to ylese al Ihe
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult follosving Consultation Events at which anyone is svelcome to attend—
the local community and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation Event
Consultation (“SoCC”) which sets out how RiverOak will
Date and Time
its
consultation. Additionally, RiverOak has a duty to publicise undertake
the proposed Ramsgate
Tuesday 23 lanuary: 12 Noon-8pm
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line snub Regulation
I
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details4 of I Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,
of Ramsgate, CF1 1 8DT
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents
can be
viewed.
Kerne Hay
Wednesday 24 )aeuary: 12 Noon-Bpm
Proposed Works
The

Events

Pursuant to the Trustee Act 1925

Opening Hours

Notice was given in May and June 2017 that RiverOak Strategic Parhiers Margate Library
I Thanet Gatesvav Plus,
Limited (“RiverOak”) of 50 Broadway, London SWI H OBL intends
to Cecil Street, Macgate,
apph to the Secretars os State for Transport for a Development Consent
;
Order i”DCO” under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (‘the 2008 C[9 I RE
Act”) to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent
(“the Project”i. Minster-in-Thanet Library
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation
4A Monkton

LEISURE

• Public Notices

Venue

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)
NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBUCISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

Johanna Hardy

NOTICES

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

01188

17

01490

17

01391

17

01189

17

01494

17

01326

17

01504

17

01445

C
7

slates (application under

17

00612 Kearsney Abbey Tea Rooms

Alkham Road, River,
Cr16 3DZ

Section 73)
tasted Boltding Consent toe
repairs to building and roof,
single storey eutension
to Billlards Room/Cate for
impruved facilities, new
pedestrian bridge over
weir and assocIated ws,ks
(amended details)
(re-advertisement)

The proposal affects a Listed Building

The applications can be viewed on the Council’o website, www.dover.g
Business Park, Dover Cr16 3P1, ot the Dover Gateway, 71 Castle Street,ov.uk, at Ihe Council Offices, White Cliffs
Guildhall Sandwich. Representations on the applications can be made the Area Office in Deal Ubrary and at the
via the Council’s websife.
This is the Council’s preferred method as tin the speedient way to log
your views into our electronic system.
Mematively, representations csn be emaRed to tfrvelopment
r.uov,uKnr sent by letlor In the
Development Management Section at the White Cliffs Businessvontnottiove
Park address.
Representations should be made within 21 days from the date of publication
applicators reference number. Any representalons received will be available of this notice and should Quote the
for public inspection. Representabonu
will not be acknowledged but those making representations will be
informed of the Council’s decision,
Please note that this is not a full list of applications recently received
by the Council. The full list can be viewed on
the Council’o website,

.

+
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Eftice latest
Girl’s Wish to Walk
campaign gets
funding boost
I

-‘

Pledge to reopen nature reserve by spring
Supporters of Gazen Salts
Nature Reserve are going
all out to ensure 2018 is the
year it returns to its former
glory.
The nature reserve’s com
mittee chairman Bernard
Butcher and members have
set the target of a spring
reopening of the site once
dubbed the jewel in Sand
wich’s crown.
It comes four years alter

the 15-acre reserve was
forced to close due to severe
flooding.
Cllr Butcher said: “It’s an
expensive project but it’s
our aim.”
The nature reserve in
Strand Street was estab
lished in 1973 and is home
to some 160 species of birds.
It was flooded by 5ft of
salt water during the tidal
surge inDecemfer 2013, los-

tug about 450 trees.
Cllr Butcher said jobs
include recreating the foot
path and work on the lake.
Cur Butcher said: “We’re
looking at dredging the lake
and restocking it as we lost
all of the fresh water fish.
“But we can’t have too
heavy machinery because
it will compress the land so
badly that any heavy rain
fall would flood it again.”

Another complexity is
that work must be carried
out at times which avoid
disruption to nesting birds.
Dover District Council
and Sandwich Town Coun
cil have contributed funds,
in addition to a Tesco Bags
of Help grant.
Cllr Butcher said: “It will
be the jewel in Sandwich’s
crown once we get it pol
ished back up again.”

Sport
Lions suffer
controversial
defeat
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UCENSING ACT 2003

• Public Notices
RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED
SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008
REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)
NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSION AIRPORT
Notice tsar ch,en in Mar and lane 201 that RiverOak Strategic Partners
Limited (“RiverOak”) ot 50 Broadsvav, London SW] H aOL intends to
appb to Is,’ Secretars ot State for Transport tot a Development Consent
Order .flCO” code’ sectIon :t:oi the Planning Act 201t8 ‘the 2008
a,ct, to auti rinse the reopening or ‘stanston irport in Kent the Project”r.
Folloo ing the noth e RiverOak undertook statutors consultation in
aicorckrnr ‘.r ith tlrs’ 10011 \ct and risc’ 100’) Regsfations tsetrseen 12 June
and 1] talc 101 relating to tire redeseiopment and reopenina of the
‘stanston Airport site. schic ciurrpri;v.s aprosimatels 296 hccta’es 732
acres, arid is irch tirst orwrateci as an RAy la,sse in 1916 and most recentls
operated as a paseogr-r airport antI it sras closed in SLav 2014. RiverOak
ship roil wolwir the ,ite as a isis or international
is proposine to”
air freight ‘‘huh a i ‘‘r’ as”:ge’ esccutive travel and aircraft
engineering set ins.
In ccsrrsiderinii tlw rep{srrser lii the stalutors consultation and through
ongoing derign derelopment, R;vccOak has developed and refined its
proaiisal anti has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
aopircatiin dscument,sticsn is coorpliant si rth the lrrtrastructure Planning
Ens ironmental Impact Assessment’ Regulations 201: “the 20t
Reguiatrons”, iris folIos: ing t1se latest 2(ir Regulations to make sure
hat its ,sc’s’scrrsear 5 as up-tn-date and conrprehensice as possible. The
as’s ssmc’ot sr ill nov. additiooalls s oosicler tIne ertects on climate change
sso tIne I’iolcct the ettects or the Proect on climate cisairge, impacts 01
siaste, impacts so human health and iornacts from the risks of major
accidents and disasters, RiverOak has also considered the comments
receisedi on mitigating aircraft isoise and has developed a series ot
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts
of aircraft noise. These protsosals are detailed 0 the ‘Noise Mitigation
Plan’ stlrich is one o; tine nesr constrltatron documents published and
RiverOak are eekorg err on this deotitnent in pat ticular.
Cnder sections 42 ansi 4Thss the ltlO$ ‘Sit RherOak has a duty to consult
the local commrinits and has producerl a Statement or Commcinitv
Consultation , So(T svlnich sets out rosy RiverOak trill undertake its
conrsuitation, ‘ScIcl;tronalis Ri’,erOak Inas a duts to puislicise tire prcsJnose
applicatissn under ‘s’ctionr 43 tire 2008 ‘Sct in Inc with Regulation 4 ot
the 100’ Reula]’r’ Tln,r notice therefore outlines tIne main details ot
the application rod srhers’ ,s csapv of the consultation chsscuments can be
ierr cci.
Proposed Works
The purposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise—
• clrgrach’ng the rans’.ar and improving the parallel taxiway:
• coestruct!ng l’t net’, air cargo stands;
• constructing tour ness passenger aircraft stands and a new
passerrger tel minal:
• completeR re-fittrng the airtielcl nar igation aids;
• rerurlsishing or replacing the existing fire station anti constructing a
less fire tra’ning area;
lauilcling nest air cargo facilitiec;
tiereloping a nets air traffic conlrol sersice, demolislring the current
‘SirTratfic Control lover:
• an aircraft recscling facihits;
• a flight training school:
• a fixed-base olacrationa for ereca‘t”,e travel:
• building ncr’, ai’c raft ‘rainnteirarnce l’anrgn!” and dIes eloping areas or
the ‘Norilnern, Gcass’ for ,iirisot ‘elatyr iwisinr’sses’ annd
• highs’.at enroot event a. ,rks Ins ,‘:‘sar.’ ntrprt’, s’d ad ess 10 ann
around ,Mancton ‘Sapt ‘ii art IiiriiinO .1 nov. rrn’cmanent dedicated
access on Sp’trire 5r, iv s: ir:r s.. 11 neil nts’’eniru s’ ai’por I reiatcci
‘

Venue

Opening Hours
Mondas; Tuesdasr Thursday Friday:
Oam-6pm; Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm;
Wednesday 0 Sundar: Closed

I Birchington Library
‘Alpha Road, Birchington,
flf 686

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesdas; Friday:
Pam-6pm; Thursday: 9am-Bpm:
Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed

Broadstairs Library

The Broadwa), Broadstairs,
CT1O 2BS

Margate, CT’) 3JX

Monday Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
Oam-Spm; Wednesday & Saturday:
Oam-1 pm; Sunday: Closed

Deal Library
Oroad Street, Deal,

Monday to Friday: Ram-6pm:
Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: 1 Oam-4pm

Cliftonvihle Library

I Queen Elizabeth Avenue,

Herne Bay Library

I Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;

124 High Street, Herne Butt I Satundas’: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed

ICT6 SlY

Margate Library

;

Thanet Gatesras Plus,
I Cecil Street, Margate,
CT’) 1 RE
library
: Minster-in-Thanet
Stonkton
4’S
Road,
Minster, Ramsgate,
CT1 2 4EA

:
;

Newington Library
Marlowe Academy,
Mai lowe Was, Ramsgate,
iCT12’hNB

Monda Tuesda Wednesday Friday:
I 9am-hpm; Thursday: Oam-Rpm;
Saturdas’: Oam-Spm:
I Sunday: Closed
Mondas; Tuesday & Thursday:
Oam-t pm & 2pm-Spm;
: Fnidas: 9am-Spm:
i Saturday: ‘lam-i pm:
Wednesdas 0 Sunday: Closerl

.

:

Ramsgate Library
Gulidlord Laws, Ramsgate,
CT11 PAY

‘

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-6pm: Saturday: t Oam-2pm;
Wednesday 0 Sunday: Closed

I Monday

0

Friday: 9am-6pm;

Salurcias’: 6am-Spm: Sunday: Closed

THE ROSE HOTEL, 91 HIGH STREET, DEAL, CT14 6ED
Notice of applicatIon for a full varIation of a premIses licence
Notice is hereby Olsen that CHRISTOPHER HICKS has applied ta Dover District
Council for a full satiation at the premises licence for:
11 Enable the oats of alcohol between
09:00 to 00:00 Mon to Sun
09:00 to 09:00 Men to Sun fur quests ntaying at hotet
21 To enable the sate at alcohol for enteoded husro at Bank Holidays and so
other limited days as specified in the application
3110 enable Regulated Entertainment ts be provided within the Premines, on
specified in the application.
Recorded music 23:00 to 00:00 Mon to Sac
41 To enable the previsIon of hot food and drink after 23:00 hours and before
05:00 hours Mon to Sun
A register ot licensing applications can be inspected at
http://www.dover,gns,uk mat the Council Offices, WhOa Cliffs Business
Park, Whitfield, Duver Cr16 31’] tel. 01304 872295, hy appointment with the
LicensIng Team between lOam and 4pm Monday to Friday,
Any pemon wishing to submit relevant representations to this application must
give notice in writing to the address uhewn above, giving in detail the grounds
of ubiect ion by 31.01.2018
Dated: 03.01.2010.
The Council wit not entertain representations where the writer requesto that
his identity remains aoonymnuo. Copien of ott reprosentatieno will be included
in tine papem presented to the Licersing Panel and will therefore pass lotu fine
pubic domain, Represenlatlono must retale In one or mare of the four Ucenniog
Choctires; the Preuentlso of Crime and Disorder, Public Safety, the Prevention of
Pubic Nalsance and the Protvdflon of Children from Harm.
Ills an offence liable on conviction tea fine up to Inset 5 on the utandurd scate
under Section 158 at the Licenuing gel 2003 Is knowingly or recklessly make a blue
statement in connec800 with

CkF Trsvet
fly

swtt.

COCCIs

SAli

‘

Vnvr lirkt

P&O Cruise -SpaIn, France & Haly
(Sblctly Come Dancing Themed Cruise)
-

rsr

tIe w,,rld

ABTA

Enjoy the earty springtime sun In the Mediterranean with Azura.

• Step aboard Azura in Southampton and sail into the many
treasures of the Mediterranean,
Endless rugged coastal scenery, mouth-watering culinary
delights and an ever-changing tapestry of cultures.
Delve into Gaudi’s modernist masterpieces.
RedIscover Renaissance riches.
Climb leaning towers. Explore the Colosseum, Trevi Fountain,
the Vatican, as welt as chic deaigner boutiques.
‘Then, after rounding the Pillars of Hercules in Gibraltar
(not to mention some fantastic duty-free shopping), it’s a
leisurely couple of days home to Southampton.

this applicafise.
Crosskays Travel & KM Travel Exclusive For Only El ,220pp!
Saving of £50 Including Door 2 Door Transfer servIce!

SeW your unWanted items for FREE
www.kentonline.co.ukibookanad

TraveI

Together we make a difference

Sandwich library

Monday; Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
t 3 Market Street, Sandwich, I Oam-Spm; Wednesday: Pam-I pm;
RDA
Saturday: I Dam-I pm; Sunday: Closed
i CT1 3
,

;

Westgate library
Minster Road,
; Westgate-On-Sea,
CT8 8BP

Monday 0 Wednesday: Pam-Spm;
I Tuesday 0 Friday: Pam-6pm:
Saturday: tOam-2pm;
I Thursday & Sunday: Closed

All of the libraries can be contacted hy telephone on 03000 41 31 31.
The ciiaensing hours are correct at the tinm of publication.
Copies on the consultation documents still also be available to view at the
folloss ing Consultation Events at v,hich anyone is welcome to attend—
Consultation Event

Date and lime

Ramsgate
Comto0 Inn, Victoria Parade,
Rairisgate, CT1 1 80T

Tuesday 23 lanuaw: 12 Noon-Opm

‘‘

‘

or

.

traffic on the tnt air, cr6 net’,’.
The proposed projei I ir in
develsspment . HA dlc”.ehislsmn’nrl

Fr, i’or:me’ntal

Impact ‘\sSP”incflt
as rk’:i:resi hi tins’ Ill Regul,itionss.
This means that the pnopstss’di WOrks s un’titate rlr’.cloisment tot ‘a rich
Ensironmental lmlnaci ‘Scsessrnnent wilt sc. nenuirerb. he Ens ironmental
Statemenl still therelore Iae rabnnittcd as oart on the proposed aPFhLaton
containing inrormatinsn alroul that’ ens irenrrrrerrlal elc’d is it tire prssnosed

decelopmenl. Prehirninart en’,:roannental inforrnaticsn van Ire found Inn
the apdateei Prehiminran Ens risnninrentat Irnionmatisan Repent PEIR”i ‘a Inicir
‘

forms part 01 tIne consrihat:isn material,
Details of line proposer) atrphrc.srion and copies
documents include

of the cnnsultaton

•
•
•
•

an introduction Icr tine ysnecultatiorn’
an updated pielnn;n.nrs ens irorn’nnental irnformation report’’ PEIR””
a non-tecirnical s,smmars of tIre PEIR;
an updaled nnasleiphar;

•

a Noise Mitigation Plain:

•

a Slatement of Ct ,rnrinrunils Cons,sitatri,in:

an updated annals orn air nnt:’rgh: v.nlracits and need: and
a leedhinac k furor,
From Fridag 12 laeuars to Friday 16 February 2018 soa can den and
closvnhoarl the onnsultattd,r t ,,c:rr,’:nt’ tnt i:ri bonn Ris’erOak’s prolect
o n’hs;re ul sr’st nr,rsn , vt,sik t(,rrd t’stp,’ :31 liSts he ,‘a,tilahle to sins’, free
or charge at lIne tailor’, inng sic ,rtions ‘mdi rinses. fltne Ifs its size, hard copies
of Ihe PEIR will onis nc’ asarl,ible at Deai, \targate ond Ramsgaln libraries,
the othner libraries v, ill hare un-screen s’ersions.
•

•

‘

;

Herne Bay

I The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
; Herne Bay, CT6 60’S

i Wednesday 24 lanuaw: 12 Noon-Sjjm

One cops’ per person of all consultation documents. except for the
PEIR, svilh Ire nnnade asaihahle, free of charge. by emaihing
manstooccomnnunityrelationns,co.uk or lag telephoning 08000304137
Mondays to Frid,svs Isetweena Pant and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
lie pros bled hut jhis will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided tree of cltarge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: ‘Scopv of lire Fcecllaack Form is available to fill in at the
project svelnsite: svssst.rsp.co.uk;
• By email: Consultation responses carl be nmailed to
mainstonconsultationtrbcila-lass’,co.uk;
• By post: Feedback Forms and ant other consultation responses
can inn hosted to Manston ‘Sirport Consultalion, Bircham Dyson
Bell, Sit Brsnadssay, London SW1 H OBL: and
• At the Consultation Events; Fecclhack Forms will be available
at the Consultation Events and can he left at the Es’ent on returned
sr post to tine anichress stated alaove.
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on Friday
16 February 2018.
RiverOak idly ests risat rs’clsonrces state the ground of representation, the
natcire or your interest in the pnoiusserl Project, indicate who is making it,
,rnrh puvnile an achIness 65 which any ctarrespondence relating to the
representarron nsar be sent.
Pensonal infsirmation thtct is supplied to RivenOak in response to this
consultatirsn will se treated contidentially and processed and handled in
accorrlance wills tire Data Protection Act 1998. The information mat’ be
disclosed 10 or shared with RiverOak crsnnected companies, agents,
cisntractrirs and ads isdsrs svlno pros ide services to RiverOac in connection
o ith tIne preparation of ann applivation for development consent under the
Pianning Act 20(18. This svill allosv RiverOak to nulls consider the
responses and use thena in the preparabon 01 application materials, Upon
submission of slur .npphicatirsn for development consent under thin
PlanninR Act 2008 or in connecticsn si tIn slur .ntnplic’ation for ant consents
or licnnccs from tlse Civil Avialinis Autbnority, the Secretary of State or the
Civil Aviation Authonits mac rer(uire Ris’erOak to sapplt’ cdspies ot all
consultation responses received. It a reguest is made, Ris’erOak is under
a legal obligation 10 supply copies 01 the response to the Secretary of Slate.
B submitting a cnsnsultatisan response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees
that we mar supple a copy 01 their response to the Secretary of State via
the Planning innspectorate if required to do so, otto the Civil Aviation
Authorits if requested.
How to contact us:
Ii you have and questions about this consultation please contact the
Prolect Team by:
Email: manstnnconsultationpbdb-law.co.uk
Post: MansIon Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SW1H OBL
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 lanuurv 2018
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START COLLECTING YOUR TOKENS
AND PASSWORDS THIS WEEKFoV!S

*Minirnum booking of four people sharing. Token/Password collect. Service and optional
entertainment charges may apply Terms and conditions apply see website for details

By Sean Doherty
sean.doherty@kentlive.news

THE interim chairman respons
ible for the QEQM hospital has
encouraged patients to use altern
ative services as the hospitals con
tmue to struggle under pressure
during winter.
Susan Acott has called on people
to reduce strain on hospital fad

Th.QEQMHospital

ities by using the other injury
units and pharmacies where pos
sible.
It comes as figures show nine in
10 beds are occupied at hospitals in
the region
She said: “As well as 24/7 A&Es
at Ashford and Margate, there are
an additional eight minor injury
units in east Kent open 8am to 8pm
365 days a year.

£1

4á’
‘:
t”

“The Trust encourages people
to use these and pharmacies to
take pressure off its emergency
departments.”
New figures revealed by the
NHS have shown the strain that
hospitals in the area are currently
under.
In the week running up to New
Yea;; hospitals handled by East
Kent had an average bed usage

rate of 92.8 per cent, well above the
85 per cent bed occupancy rate
which the NIIS states is a ‘sate’
level.
Patients arriving to East Kent
hospitals in ambulances also
suffered some significant delays
during the Christmas week, with
585 of 1,350 patients waiting more
than 30 minutes to be seen after
arriving at hospital.

in Margete

FULL STORY: Highest level of alert declared page 7
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BRZIL EROS TREE SERVICES
• ftjAspects of Tree Surgery: Shaping, Pruning,
Felling, Thinning, Deadwood, Reductions,
Hedge Trimming
• Free Quotations
• Garden Clearance: Stump Grinding
• NPTC Qualified: Fully Insured

24/7 Adverti5ing for private and trade

I

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

I

Find a loving pet

0 1b41

Antiques & Collectables

I

KENT-BEER-SIGNS LOCAL cutectnm
keen tn buy nd breamy adneus,
posters. u!3rs, bottle abets elc. Cush
paid. £1 Tel: DT7tt tn6500

POLISHED PEWTER GOBLETS x 6.

t92Cn.’30s. t5ttnnn.’tl tat x
ude. Classic hnurgfasn
pie. VGC. £90 Tot:
077tt t90SOO
Eng’ish.

O5mrr!2.5
design.

Can nend

WORThINGTON ASHTRAY

‘

Antique

tn2us, embossed capper. 120mm din-

meter. Used but in VGC. CtO Tel:
077tt 106506

Sportswear
WET SUIT Stroe(e Gents 3mm Me
dium little Used Cr5 Tel: 0t233
6$350u

Birchington Library

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPUCATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

Broadslairs Library
Mondas, Tuesdas’, Wednescias; Friday:
The Broadway, Broadstairs, i 9am-bpm; Thursday; 9am.8pm;
CTtO 2BS
Saturday; 9am-Tpm; Sund,rv; Closed
Cliftonvilie library
Monday Tuesday Thursday, Friday;
Queen Elizabeth Avenue, 1 Ram-5pm; Wndnesriav & Saturday;
Margate, CTI 31X
9am-l pm; Sunday; Closed

•

building new air cargo facilities:
developing a ness air traftic control service, demolishing the current
Air Tratric Control tower;
an aircraft receding facility:
a flight training school;

•

a fined-base operation for executive travel:

•
.

•
•

•

building new aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass for airport relared businesses: and
• highwas’ improvement works to ensure improved access to and
around Manston Airport. including a new; permanent. dc’dicated
access on Spithrn Way which will help to reduce airport related
tratfic on the local road network.
Ihc propitsed Protect is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development (“EIA development”, as defined he the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed works constitute development for which
Environmental Impact Assessment will be required. An Environmental
Statement will therefore be submitted as part of the proposed application
containing information about the environmental effects or the proposed
development. Preliminan environmental information can he touncl in
the updated Preliminary Fncirirnmental information Report “PEIR” svhich
forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
dot uments include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminars’ environmental iniotmation report i’PEIR’l;
•

a non-technical summary cif the PEIR;

•

an updated masterplan;

•

a Noise Mitigation Plan;

•

a Slaterm’nt of Community Consultation;

•

an updated anals’sis on air freight capacity and neerl; antI

• a feeclhai k form.
From Friday 12 ianuarv to Eridas 16 February 2018 son can view and
download tire coosui;,rfirrir dot uments on and from RiverOaks prcievt
rvvf’site at ssrv.;rsntoak. I Ird copies riO aiso he asailahle to view tree
of charge at ire loiseving liii atiiins and times. Due to its size, hurst copies
of the PEIR sill only Ire usailalde at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries.
tire other i itraries wi! I hare onscryen si’rsions.

Road, Birclrrngton,

CT7 9EG

Deal library

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday; 9am.Spm: Sunday; 1 Oam-4pm

‘

• Broad Street, Deal,
CT146ER

Minster-in.Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
Mmster, Ramsgate,
CT1 2 4tA

Monday Tuesday & Thursday;
Oam-1 pm & 2pm-5pm;
Friday; 9am-Opm:
I Saturday; 9am-1 pm;
Wednesday & Sunday; Closed

Newinglon Library
Mario’s e Academy.
Marlosee Was; Ramsgate.

Monday, Tuesday, Thursdas; Friday;
ffam-6pm; Saturdas’; t Oam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sundas’; Closed

i

I

G126XB
I

Ramsgate Library
Guildiord Lawn, ‘Ramsgafe,
CTtt 5tAY

9am.6pm; Thursday; 9um-Bpm;
Saturday; 9am-5pm;
Sundae: Closed

i

yegf 9r1 vex ft

ANYTIME

-

i

1

JUST TEXT THE WORD

0

FOLLOW THE
INSTRUCTIONS

WE SEND
GET DETAILS OFYDUR

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
124 High Street. Herne Bay; Saturday; 9am-Opm; Sunday; Closed
CT651t

I hiondas, Tuesdas; Wednesdas; Friday;

AS

I

JOIN 10 63222

I Herne Bay Library

Margate Library
Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,
G9 iRE

WANTED

11$ 4$EA$y

Monday, Tuesday Thursday Fridas’;
9am-6pm; Saturday; 1 tlarn.2pm:
Wednesday & Sunday; Closed

IA1Pks

flee,’ fire training area:

.

I Opening Hours

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008

Xotice as tiven n Mavand une 2D1 thai RierOak Siralegic Partners
Limited (RiverOak”) ot 50 Broadwa, London SW1 H OBL intends to
appv to the SecretaR o State or Transport for a Dev&oprnent Consent
Order DCO under section 37 of the Planning Act 21108 i”the 2008
Act) to auihtnise the reopening ci Mansion Airport in Kent (the Protect.
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory con5utatlon in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between I 2 lune
and 23 july 201 7 relating to the redevelopmhnt and reopening of the
Manston Airport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares 1732
acresi, and which first operated as an RAF base in I 91 6 and most recenti
operated as a passenger airport until it was closed in May 201 4. RieerOu
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a hub for international
air might which also ofters passenger, executive travel and aircraft
engineering services,
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through
ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant ss’ith the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations 2017 “the 2017
Regulations”(. it is following the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure
that its assessment is as up-io.riate and compreirensive as possible. The
assessment will now additionally consider the effects of climate change
on the Prolnct, the effects of tire Project on climate change, impacts of
waste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of major
accidents and disasters. RiserOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plan” which is one of the ness’ consultation documents published and
RiverOak are seeking viesvs on this document in particular.
L’nder sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act Ris’erOak has a duty to consult
the local communits and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation i”SoCC”’ which sets out how RiverOak will undertake its
consultation. 5sdditionalb; Ris’erOak has a duts to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line svilh Regulation 401
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefree outlines the main details of
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be
viesved.
Proposed Works
Thn proposed DCO ss’ill, amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel taxiwar,;
• constructing 19 new air turgo stanris;
• constructing tour new passenger aircraft stands and a new
passenger iernrinal;
• completely re-fitting the airfield oar igation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
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Mondas’ to Friday; 9am-hpm;
Saturday; 9am-Tpm; Sunday’; Closed

Sandwich Library
Monday Tuesday, Thursday Friday;
13 Market Street, Sandwich, Ram-5pm; Wednesday; Oam-t pm;
Gm5p
Tuesday & Fricfas’; Oam-6prn;
i Saturday; t Oam.2pm;
Westgate-Dn-Sea.
Cr8 8BP
Thursday & Sunday; Closed

: \tinster Rirad,

All of the libraries can he contacted by telephone on 0300041 31 31.
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents ssilt also be aeailahle to s’iess’ at tire
iollwving Consuhation Events at rhith anyone is welcome to attend—
fConsultation Event
‘
,

Date and lime

Ramsgate
Comfort Inn, Victoria Rirade,
Rsmsgatc, CT1 1 BDT

Tuesday 23 ianuary; t 2 Noon.Bpm

Herne Bay
lhn Kir.gi Hail, Beacon Hill,
Hymn Bay, GO 60A

Wednesday 24 ianuarv; t2 Noon-Bpm

One cops’ per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR. will be made available, free of charge. by emailing
manstoncornmunth’reIationsvo.uk or irs’ lelephoning 0800 030 4137
Mondays to Fridays betss’een 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be proiticd hut jhis will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delicer. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online; A copy or the Fnnclhack Form is available to fill in at the

B RUN 0
LAID BARE

‘DepressIon comes from nowhere.
From the shadows. How can you
defend yourself from a punch
you can’t see?
#LetMeBeFrank

project svnbsiie: svwsv.rsl).co.uk;
By email; Consuitalion responses cmx Ire emailed to
munstrinyonsullationC bclb.lawco.uk;
• By post; Feecliruck Forms and any’ other consultation responses
can be posted to Manstorr Airport Consultation, Bircham Ds’son
BnII, 50 Broadssas: London SW1 H OBC; and
• At the Consultation Events; Feydlrack Forms svili be available
at Ire Consultation Evenly and can he left at the Event or returned
by’ post to tire address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on Friday
•

I

FREE
p&p*

16 February 201 B.

RicerOak requests that responses state Ihe ground of representation, the
nature or your interest in the proposed Project-indicate who is making it,
antI provide an address to which any correspondence relating to the
representation mat he sent,
Personal information that iS supplied to RiverOak in response to this
consultation svill be treated crinridentiallv anti processed and randled in
accordance rUth the Data Protection Act 1998, The intormation maybe
disclosed to or shared with RicerOak connected companies, agents,
contractors ann advisors ss Ira pros ide services to RiverOak in connection
rs ith the preparation of an application for development consent under tIre
Planning Act 2008. This ss’ill allose RicerOak to fully’ consider the
responses anti use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application or development consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connection with our application for any consents
or licencvc from the Civil Aviation .Aatlroritv, ttne Secretary of State or the
Ciril Aviation A’athonitv Cray’ require RiserOak to suppls’ topics nt all
i orr’altation responses received, If a request is marIe, Ris’erOak is under
a legal obligation In supply copies of tire response to the Secretary of State,
Br sabmitling a consultation response to RiverOuk, a respondent agrees
that rye may suppi a cops nt heir ‘esponsn to tire Secretary ot State cia
tIre PIarrnlng lnspi’ctorate ii requircnl to do so, sir to Ire Cir il Aviation
.\uthords’ it renue,tccl.
How to contact us:

It you have any’ questions about Iris consultation please contact the
Projs’ct Team fry;
Email: manstonconsultationc’ bdh.iasn.co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircbam Dyson Bell,
50 Broadsvay, London SWI H OBI
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 lanuars 2ttt B
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after mum is
found dead
in house fire

-.

F

C.

‘She has been my rock and I will love -her forever’

By Victoria Chessum
victoria.chessum@kentlive.news

A DAUGHTER has spoken of her
heartbreak just a day after her
mother was found dead ma house
fire.
Julia Brown, in her 50s, was
found unresponsive in a house in
Rectory Road, Broadstairs, which
started just after 630pm. The fire
was not put out until after 9pm.
Officers confirmed on Tuesday
morning that a woman was pro
nounced dead at the scene and her
next of kin had been informed.
A police statement said: “A
Kent Police spokesman said:
“Officers attended and closed the
road while the fire was being
tackled.
“A report is being prepared for
the coroner. Investigations into
the cause of the fire are ongo
mg”
Ms Brown’s daughter Izzy, said

I
Izzy Brown with her mother Julia
on Facebook: “I am at a loss of
what words are right to say but
sadly my mum lost her life last
night in a house fire.
“It’s been a shock to the whole
family and close friends. She will
be missed, she been my rock and I

Photo: IZZY BROWN

“If anyone has any enquiries
about the funeral wake or
something like that then send me
a message.
“Please pass this on to anyone
who knew her and has not got
Facebook as I have no contacts or
addresses.”

CENTRAL

01543888888
www.centralcarsthanet.co.uk

Download our App
Four Offices Coveting Thanet • Private Hire 24 Hour Service
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—
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jnsce Specialists
Mi your insurance needs on your High Street
House, Motor & Business Insurance
Call in for a quotation & free advice
130 High Street, Broadstairs, CT1O 1JB
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Public Notices
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RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

Venue

Opening Hours

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008

Birchington Library
Alpha Road, Birchiegton,
CTZ 9EG

Monday Tuesday, Thursdas; Friday;
Sam-6pm; Saturday: lOam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Broadtairs Library
The Broadway, Broadstairs,
Cfl 0 2BS

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesdas; Friday:
9am-6pm; Thursday: Sam-Bpm;
Saturday: Sam.Spm: Sunday: Closed

Cliftonville Library
Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
Margate, CTQ 3lX

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday Friday:
9am-Spm; Wednesday & Satardas’:
Sam-i pm: Sunday: Closed

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)
NOTICE Of PUBLICATION Of STATEMENT Of
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

Deal Library
ttroad Street, Deal,
CT146FR

I

0

I
I

A compelling, full throitle story of one mon’s fight against 21st Century piwcy’
Tim Marshall hetnotionai (des! Selling Author
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Order now for £1,99* at:
mirrorcotlection5couk Or call 0845 143 OOOV
Available in good bookshops and on Kindle and iBook
“Plus £lp&p UK onty “Lkies open from 9am-5pm, Monday-Friday
Mirror

the competition by adding
a picture to your advert.
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AWAY’

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Frid,sv:
9am-hpm; Thursday: Sam-Bpm;
Saturday: Sam-5pm;
Sunday: Closed

Notice was given in May and June 2017 that RiverOak Strategic Partners
Limited (“RiverOak”) of 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBL intends to
apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent
Order “DCO’i under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (the 2008
Act’S to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent ‘the Project”l.
Monclat; Tuesday & Thursday:
9am-l pm & 2pm-5pm:
Following the notice -RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in
Friday: 9am-Spm;
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 June
‘Saturday: Sam-i pm;
and 23 July 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
jWednesday&Sunday:Oosed
Manston Airport site, which comprises appronimately 296 hectares 732
acresl, and which first operated as an RAF base in 1916 and most recently
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
library
operated usa passenger airport until it was closed in May2014. RiverOak
‘Qam-6pm; Saturday: 1 Oum.2pm;
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a huh (or international Marlowe Academ,
air freight which also offers passengnr, executive travel and aircraft Marlosce Way Ramsgate, : Wednesday & Sunday: Closed
;Cfl2SNB
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through ‘Ramsgate Library
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm:
ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined its Gnildtorcl Lasx’n, Ramsgate, Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and CTtt SAY
application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
Monday, Tuesday Thursday Friday:
Environmental Impact Assessmentl Regulations 2017 ‘the 2017 Sandwich Library
Regulations”. It is tollosving the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure 13 Market Street, Sandwich, 9am..Spm; Wednesday: 9am-1 pm;
9DA
Saturday: 1 Oam-i pm; Sunday: Closed
that its assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible. The Cli 3
assessment svill now additionally consider the effects of climate change
Monday & Wednesday: 9am-5pm;
on the Project, the etfects of the Project on climate change, impacts of Westgate Library
Tuesday & Friday: Sam-6pm;
waste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of major Minster Road,
Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm;
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments Westgate-Dn-Sea,
Thursday & Sunday: Closed
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of CIB SBP
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 0300041 3131.
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation The opening hours are correct at tIre time of publication.
Plan” schich is one of the nesv consultation documents published and
Copies of the consultation documents will also be available to view at the
RiverOak are seeking view’s on this document in particular.
tollowing Consultation Events at which anyone is welcome to attend—
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act Riverctak has a duN to consult
the local community and has produced a Statement of Community Consultation Event
Date and Time
Consultation l”SoCC”t sehivh sets out hosv RiverOak will undertake its
consultation. Additionally, RiverOak has a duty to publicise the proposed Ramsgate
Taesda 23 lanuary: 12 Noon.Bpm
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line svith Regulation 4 of Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of Ramsgate, CTt 1 BDT
the application and ss’here a copy of the consultation documents can be
Herne Bay
Wednesday 24 January: 12 Noon.Bpm
viewed.
The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Proposed Works
Hernn Bay CT6 6BA
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, uuthorise—
One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel tuniway;
PEIR, will be made available, free of charge, by emailing
• constructing 19 nesv air cargo stands;
manston@communityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 0800 030 4137
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy ot the PEIR can
• constructing four nesv passenger aircraft stands and a new
be provided but tIns svill incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
passenger terminal;
delivery. A 000 copvof all consultation tlocumcrsts, includ:ng the PEIR,
• completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;
can also be provided tree of charge.
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
Comments on the proposats can he made:
new fire training area;
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project ss’ebsite: ss’svxs’.rsp.co.uk;
• building new air cargo facilities;
• developing a ness’ air traffic control service, demolishing the current • By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to
manstonconsultationobdb-law.co.uk;
Air Traffic Contrtil tower;
• By post: Feedback Forms and any other conyultation responses
an aircraft recycling facility;
can he posted to Manston Airport Ccinsultation, Bircham Dyson
a flight training school;
Bell, 50 Broadwas; London SW1 H OBL; and
• a fixed-base operation for executive travel;
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms svill be available
at the Consultation ts’ents and can be left at the Event or returned
• building new aircraft maintenance hanoars and developing areas of
by post to the address stated above.
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related gusinesses; and
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on Friday
• highway improvement works to ensure improved access to and
16 February 2018.
around Manston Airport, including a nesv, permanent, dedicated
RiverOak requests that responses stale the ground of representation, the
access on Spitfire Way suhich svill help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road netsvork.
nature of eour interest in the proposed Project, indicate who is making it,
The proposed project is, an Environmental Impact Assessment and provide an address to sshich any correspondence relating to the
development l”EIA des’elopment”l, as defined by the 2017 Regulations. representation may be sent.
This means that the proposed works constitute development for svhich Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this
Environmental Impact Assessment will be required. An Environmental consultation will be treated contidentially and processed and handled in
Statement will therefore be submitted as part of the proposed application accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be
containing information about the environmental eftects ot the proposed disclosed to or shared seith RicerOak connected companies, agents,
development. Preliminary environmental information can be found in contractors and advisors seho provide services to RiverOak in connection
the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report 5”PEIR”t schich seith the preparation of an application for development convent under the
Planning Act 2008. This ss’ill allow RiverOak to fully consider the
forms part of the consultation material,
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation responses and use them in the preparation of application matvtials. Ltpon
submission of our application for development consent under the
documents include—
Planning Act 2008 or in connection svith our application for any consents
• an introduction to the consultation;
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretaw of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority was’ require Ris’erOak to supply copies of all
• an updated preliminary environmental information report t”PEtR”l;
consultation responses received, If a request is made, RiverOak is under
• a non-technical summary of the PEIR;
a legal obligation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary’ of State.
• an updated masterplan;
By submitting a consultation response to Ris’erOak, a respondent agrees
that we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via
• a Noise Mitigation Plan;
the Planning Inspectorate if required to do so, or to lie Civil Aviation
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
• an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; antI
1l you have any questions about this consultation please contact the
• a leedhack form,
Project Team by:
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018 you can s’ieu, and Email: manstonconsultation(hdb.law.co.uk
dosenload the consultation tocuments on and from RiverOak’s proJect
websile at www.rsp.co.ak. Hardcopies seill also be available to view tree Post: MansIon Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
ot charge at the tolloseing locations and times.. Due to its size, hard copies 50 Broadway, London SWJ H OBL
of the PEIR svill only be available al Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries, Telephone: 0800 0304137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
the other libraries will have on-screen versions.
3 lanuary 2018
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BAT

• Herne Bay Library
Monday to Friday: Sam-hpm;
t24 Higlt Street, Herne Bay, Saturday: Sam-Spm: Sunday: Closed
,C1691\
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24/7 Advertising

Monday to Friday: Sam-6pm;
j Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: lOam-4pm

Margate Library
Thanet Gatesvay Plus,
I Cecil Street, Margate,
ERE
Minster-in-Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
Minster, Ramsgate,
CF12 4EA

I

PersonaIs

All adverts must be pre booked using a credit card. Advertisers
In this classification must provide a veritted name and address.
we reserve the right to reEuse advertisenients and undertake to
fonw’ard niormation to the relevant authorities upon request.
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• Removals /1Storage

www.kentonline.osj.nk/bookanad

Books
• Books

‘E•
REMOVALS!DECIVERIES
COLLECTION S!RECYCLING
KCC REGISTERED
STORAGE AVAILABLE
LOCAL & LONG DISTANCE

Luton Van

& I or 2 men.
Attordable Prices
24hr 7 days a week.

Folkestone 07900 974674
01303 240740

Herne Bay
Removals
Jumbo Luton Van
• Single items £70
• 1 bed flat £700
• 2 bed flat £150
• 3 bed hse/bung

LEISURE
-

JAGUAR E-WPE Portrait of a

design icon, by Glen Smale,
hardback, like new accept £17

7 days till 9.OOpm

VAN & MAN
REMOVALS-DELIVERIES
SINGLE ITEMS
RUBBISH CLEARED
2417 SER’SlCE
FULLY INSURED
CALL MATI

Olfll 363788

07917 095137
KCC Licensed

ISecondhand
Furniture
CABINEt’ Mahogany wood, 2

drawers & double doors, on
begs 1106cm wide xtt2cm high

• CDs I Records

WANTE

Pets
• Pet Foods!
Accessories
lOOxlOOcm.
180cm high.
Dismantles for transport. £290
01227 765267

07982309199

Sports

Musical
• Wind Instruments

• Bikes and Cycles

Buying,
Selling or
renting
e
!0U
Goon5netn

wrss,kenttn’inecn,uklBeekanAd
FLUTE Pearl Flute suitable grades

HYBRID BIKE Ducale Hi Ten.

1-6 £50 ono 01227 454923

F/18, W/26. 18 Speed, Stand,
Lights & D Lock. I year old. Can
send pies £160 07711 106506

• Hunting, Shooting,
Fishing

wyKent;
ToetIwWe makes di%ren(e

DRIVETIM E

HACKING JACKET Ladies Brown

Tweed. Dublin. Size 38inn. £40

Rob WillsIGpm

JACKET Ladies Black
Saddlemaster. Size 10. £30
01227765267

SHOW

Wedding

M1SIC

8. Burgundy. Full length.
Straps/strapless. Never worn.
£25

HrnFm

• Public Notices

under Articte 13 otthe Town & Country Planning fOevetopment Management Procedure) lenglandl Order 2015
under Article 8 of the Town & Country Planning (Generat Development Procedure) Order 1985
under SectIon 67 andbor Section 73 of the Planning fctsted Buitdingn and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
undne Regulation 5 of the Ptennlng (LIsted Buildings and Conservation Areas) RegulatIons 1990
under RegulatIon 2 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) IAmendmentb (Englandl Regulations 2015

The fottuwing app!icanions Save been submitted for consideration by the council:

-U

0
0,
‘.3

so
-4

x

CM17102751)ADV: Tadpole Tea Rooms, Court Lodge Farm, Frog Lane, Bishopsboume, CT4 5HR Retrospective apptcation for the erection and
display of four eon-iLluminated signs. Applicant: Hardres Court Farm Reason: Conservation ama,
CMI7!027541FUL; 99A High Street, Whithtabte, CT5 IBD Proposed change of use from bank to drinking esiabiishment, use of band to mar as outdoor
seating area, installation of extraction system to side and removal 0fATM. Applicant: EA Securbties Wbitstabie) Limited Reason: Conservation ama.
CN1171029041LB; 114 Sweechgate, Broad Oak, Stony, CT2 SOP Application for tinted building consent for inlemab and eubemat alterations.
Applicant: Wedgewood Homes Reason: Work to a tinted building,
CMI7IO28O7bLUE; 4445 High Street, Canterbury, CTI 2SA Application for awful desetopmont cerliticate for existing use as cafe.
ApplIcant: Climb Up Limited Reason: Setting of listed buitding In consersauon ama.
CAIII7IO2S3IJFUL: 17 Harbour Street, Whftstable, Cr5 lAG Proposed singbe-storey and first floor rear eutensions tolbnwing demolition of extension,
and change of use from retail to restauranticate with internal alterations. Appttcant: Mr and Mrs tngotdby Reason: Conservation area.
CAI!17!028371FUL; Tudor Cottage, The Street, Bossingham, Upper Har&es, CT4 60Y Proposed two-snowy rear extension. Applicant Mr D Hays
Reason: Conserxaliun area.
CN!17I029381FUL; Manor Farmhouse, I The Skeet, Adisham, CT3 3JJ Propound insotion offer tmber windows to gable ends. ApplIcant SIr Nice
Reason: Setting of listed building in conservation area,
CMI7m2S3OILB: Manor Farmhouse, I The Street, Adisham, CT3 3JJ Application for listed buCding consent for insertion of tour limber windows no
gable ends. Applicant: Sir Nice Reason: Work to a listed building.
CNII7IO2853IFUL: Beach Cottage, Sea Wall, Whttstable, CT5 1BX Proposed window to rear elevation. Appttcant: Mrs West Reason: Setting 01
listed building in conservation area.
CA1I171028541LB: Beach Cottage, Sea Wall, Whitatabie, CT5 IBX Application for listed building conseni for proposed window to rear elevation.
Applicant: Mrs West Reason: Work no a listed building.
CAIII7IO2B65IFUL: 6 Suffolk Street, Whitstabie, CT5 4HA Proposed replacement of upvc windows and front door with timber, inslatialion of French
doom and enlergement of rear windows. Applicant: Mr OlIver Reason: Conservation area,
CA11171028791FUL: 18 St Johns Crescent, Tyler Hiii, Hacklngton, CT2 9NB Proposed single-sloney side extension following demoS finn of
outhuitding. Applicant: Me S Surfontein Reason: Conservation area.
Any representations should be submitted via
Feiday 26 January 2018.

Alpha Road, Birchington,
07 9EC
Broadstairs Library

i

The Broadsvay. Broudytuirs,
CTtO 2BS

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesda Friday:
9am-fipm; Thursday: 9am-Bpm;
Saturday: 9am.Spm; Sunday: Closed

Cliftonvii(e Library

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:

(THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
rgate._C19 3jX

NOTICE Of PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

‘Deal Library

tam.Spm; Wednesday & Saturday:
9am-) pm: Sunday: Closed
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday: 9am.Spm; Sunday: 1 Oam.4pm

Broad Street, Deal,
Cr14 6ER
Heme Bay Library

Monday to Friday: 9ans-6pm;
124 High Street, Herne Bay, Saturday: 9am.Spm; Sunday: Closed
Cr6 51Y

.

I

Margate Library
Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,
Cr9 t RE

Mondats Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
9am.6pm; Thursday: 9am-Bpm;
Saturday: 9am-5pm;
Sunday: Closed

Minster-in.Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
Minster,
Ramsgate,
(
Gt2 4EA

Mondats Tuesday & Thursday:
9am.1 pm & 2pm.5pm;
Friday: 9am-Spm;
Saturday: 9um-lpm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Cloned

i‘ Nrwington Library
Marlowe Academy,
Marlowe Way, Ramsgate,

Mondas: Tuesda; Thursdas, Friday:
9am.6pm; Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

CTt2 (NB

Ramsgate Library
Guildforcl Lawn, Rumsgate,

CT)) 9AY

Monday to Friday: 9am’bpm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed

Sandwich Library

Miinclay Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
13 Market Street, Sandwich, 9am.Spm: Wednesday: Oam-1 pm;
COT 9DA
Saturday: 1 Oam-1 pm: Sunday: Closed

Westgate Library
Minsler Road,
Westgate-On.Sea,
T8 85P

Monday & Wednesday: Pam-Spm:
Tuesday & Friday: 9am-hpm:
Saturday: 1 Oam.2pnr;
Thursday & Sunday: Closed

All of the libraries cart be contacted by telephone on 0300041 3131,
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents ss’ihl also be available to view at the
(ollosving Consultation Events at which anyone is welcome ts attend—
Consultation Event

Date and lime

Ramsgute
I Comfort ten, Victoria Parade,

j

Ramsgate, CT1 1 ADT

! Herne Bay

Tuesday 23 lanuury: 12 Noon-8pm
,

iThe King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Herni’8a.CTlr6flA

Wednesday 24 January: 12 Noon-Bpm

One cops’ per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, seill be made ueailable, free of charge, by emailing
manstonCcommunityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 0800030 4137
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PER can
be provided but this witl incur a charge or up to £500 for printing and
delivers. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project svebsite: ssns’w.rsp.co.uk:
• By email: Consultation responses can be ernailecl to
manctonconsultationCbdh-lawco.uk:

•

By post: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses

can he posted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadway, London SW1H OBL; and
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms vill he available
at the Consultation Events and can be left at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated aliove.
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on Friday’
16 February 2018.

RiverOak requests that responses state the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate who is making it,
and provide an address to svhich any correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent.
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this
consultation svill be treated crintidentially and processed and handled in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be
disclosed to or shared svith RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors ann advisors svho provide services to RiverOak in connection
with the preparation of an application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This will allosv RiverOuk to fully consider theresponses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application fnrr development consent under the;
Planning Act 2008 or in connection svith our application tot any consents
or hicences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State or the,
CMI Aviation Authorily may require RiverOak to supply copies of all
consultation responses received. ha request is made, RiverOak is under
a legal obligation to supply copies ot the response to the Secretary ot State.
By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees
that we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via
the Planning expectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this consultation please contact the
Project Team by:
Email: manstonconsultation@bdb.law.co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Hircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SWiFt 0BL
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 January 2018

D RIVETI ME
Rob Wills
4pm-Zpm

pubtic access on the planning pages ol the websile www.canterbury.gov.uk to arrive on or before

The weekly list of applications can be stewed on our website at www.canterbury.gou.uk
FrIday 5 January 2018

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am.6pw; Saturday: lOam.2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

The proposed DCO will, amongst other things. authorisw—
• upgrading the runseas’ and improving the parallel taxiss’ay;
• constreecting t 9 ness’ air cargo stands;
• constructing tour new passenger aircraft stands and a new
passenger terminal;
• completely re4itting the airfield navigation aids;
• refurbislning or replacing the existing (ire stations and constructing a
new fire training area;
u
building ness air cargo facilities;
• developing a new air traftic control service, demolishing the current
AirTranic Control tosser;
• an aircraft recycling facility:
u
a Bight training school:
• a fixed.base operation for executive travel;
u
building new aircratt maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport reiated businesses; and
.
highway improvement evoiks to ensure improved access to and
around Manston Airport. including a ness; permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire Way which ss’ihl help to reduce airport related
traftic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental ImpacT Assessment
development (“EtA deveiopmenfl, as defined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed ssorks constitute development or which
Environmental Impact Assessment svihl be required. An Environmental
Statement will therefore be submitted as part of the proposed application
containing information about the environmental eftects of the proposed
development. Preliminary’ environmental information can be found in
fhe ripdated Preliminaw Environmental Information Report l”PEtR”) svhich
forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents incluite—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report l”PEIR’l;
a non-technical summary’ of the PEIR;
• an updated masterplan;
• a Noise Mitigahion Plan;
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and
• afeedbackform.
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018 you can viesv and
download the consultation documents on and rrom ftiverOak’s prOfect
svebsite at svwvv.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies will also be available to viess’ tree
of charge at the folloseing locations and times, Due to its size, hard copies
of the PEIR will only be available at Deal, Margale and Ramogate libraries,
the other libraries se’iIl have on-screen versions.

• Wedding Fashion

NOTICES

Nottce
Notice
Notice
Notice
Notice

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)fa) AND SECTION 48
Of THE PLANNING ACT 2008

Proposed Works

BRIDESMAID DRESS Debut. Size

DRYER Tricky Bendix,
white, half load function £95
01227 784210

• WASHER

Opening Hours

Bfrchington Library

viewed.

u 50cm) £45 01227 784210

• Washing Machines!
Dryers

Venue

Notice was given in May and June2017 that RiverOak Strategic Partners
Limited rkwerOak”l of 50 Broadway, London 5W1 H OBL intends to
apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent
Order ;‘DCO”) under section 37 of the Planning Act 21)08 (‘the 2008
Act”) to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent (“the Project’9.
Following the notice RivnrOak undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 June
and 23 luiv 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening ot the
Manston Airport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares t732
acres), and which first operated as an RAE hase in 1916 and most recently
operated as a passenger airport anti) it was closed in Mac 2014. RiverOak
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site usa huh br international
air freight which also ofters passenger, veer alive travel and aircraft
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through
ongoing design development, Ris’erOak has tleveloped and refined its
proposals and has taken tire decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
Environmental Impact Assessmentl Regulations 2017 (“the 20t 7
Regulations’l. It is following the latest 20)7 Regulations to nrake sure
that its assessment is as up.to.date awl comprehensive as possible. The
assessment scill ness’ additionally consider the eiiects of climate change
on the Project, the ettects of the Project on clinrate change, impacts of
ss’aste. impacts on human health and impacts trom the risks 01 major
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircratt noise and has developed a series of
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plan which is one of the ness’ consultation documents published and
RiverOak are seeking views on thie document in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local comniunity and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation ‘50CC” sshich sets out hose RiverOak evili undertake its
consultation. Additionally, RiverOak bass duty to pubhicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line evith Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations, This notice therefore outlines the main details ot
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be

O12272623.

PARROT CAGE Large corner cage.

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
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SENTENCED

Man died
after 999
hold-up

Mum-of-12 is
spared jail for
handling cash
I:

*

HEALTH
Patients’ fears
over GP surgery’s
grant delay

• Pensioner died after waiting hours for help

Trevor Sage with a pair of his now redundant shorts
Picture: Chris Davey FM5042876

I’m shorter of weight!

• Concerned delivery man raised the alarm

Dad-of-four Trevor Sage is feeling fabulous. He has shed nine stone
in as many months after a doctor told him he couldn’t have a knee
operation while he weighed 26 stone. And his efforts have seen him
crowned Slimming World’s Man of the Year.
• For more, turn to page 4

• Neighbours criticise emergency response

TRIBUTE
Farewell to shoe
shop’s Harry West

FOR THE FULL STORY, TURN TO PAGE 5
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GARDNERCROFT

The Canterbury Law Firm

s

0

1

i

t o r s

OUR FAMILY TEAM ARE ALWAYS HERE FOR YOU:
Relationship Breakdowns & Divorce, Family Financial Matters,
Domestk Violence, Cohabiting Couples. Pronuptial Agreements. Children

01227 813 400
enquiries@gardnercroft.co.uk

Private Client

Property

-

Family

-

Disputes & Claims

-

Commercial

www.gardnercroft.co.uk

r
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. Public Not!es
RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

Venue

Opening Hours

----

SECTION 42, SECTION 47f6)(a) AND SECTION 48

OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008
REGUlATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009

(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

MANSTON AIRPORT

05

us
_i

PARRY LAW

12-14 Oefsrd Street Whiotabte
Kent CT5 IDE
T5r9323

Mondus; Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday;

Cliftonville Library
Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
Margate, Cr9 3JX

Monday, Tuesdats Thursday, Friday:

Oam-5pm; Wednesday & Saturday:
9am-tpm; Sunday; Closed

1ndao Friday; 9am-6pm;
Saturday; 9am-5pm; Sunday; lOam-4pm

.____

Notice was 0iven In May and June 201 7 that Rveroak Strategic Partners
Limited (RiverOak”) of 50 Broadwaf London SW1 H OBL ntends to
apply to the Secretary ol State foriransport for a Development Consent
Ordr (13C0”) under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (“the 2008
Act’) to authorhe the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent (‘the Project’).
Fo)Iosving the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consu)tation in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations betss’een 1 2 june
and 23 July 201 7 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
Manston Airport site, svhich comprises approximately 296 hectares 732
acres), and which first operated as an RAF base in 1916 and most recentl
operated as a passenger airport until it ssas closed in May 2014. RiverOa
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the Site as a hub for international
air freight svhich also offers passenger, executive travel and aircraft
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and throu0h
ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined Its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant with the Intrastructure Planning
(Environmental tmpact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (“the 2017
Regulations”). It is following the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure
that its assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible. The
assessment svill nosy additionally consider the effects of climate change
on the Project, the effects of the Project on climate change, impacts of
svaste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of major
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitments which it proposes to make lB control the adverse impacts
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the ‘Noise Mitigation
Plan” sehich is one of the new consultation documents published and
RiverOak are seeking views on this document in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local community and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation l”SoCC”) which sets out hose RiverOak svill undertake its
consultation. Additionally, RiverOak has u doW to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line with Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice theretore outlines the main details of
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be
viewed.
Proposed Works
The proposed DCO svill, amongst other things, asthorise—
• upgrading the runss’av and improving the parallel taxiway;
• constructing 19 ness air cargo stands;
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a ness’
passenger terminal;
• completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
new fire training urea;
• building ness air cargo facilities;
• developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current
Air Traffic Control tower;
• an aircraft recycling facility;
• a flight training school;
• a fised-base operation for executive travel;
• building ness aircraft maistenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses: and
• highway improvement svorks to ensure improved access to and
around Manston Airport, including a ness, permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire Way which svillhelp to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road netss’ork.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development CEIA development”), as detined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed ssorks constitute development mr svhich
Environmental Impact Assessment will be required. An Environmental
Statement will theretore be submitted as part of theproposed application
containing information about the environmental etfects of the proposed
development. Preliminary environmental information can be tound in
the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report l’PEIR”l svhich
forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report i”PEIR”i;
a non-technical summar of the PEIR;
• an updated musterplan;
• a Noise Mitigation Plan:
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
• an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and
• a feedback form.
From Friday 12 lanuary to Friday 16 February 2018 you van viesv and
download the consultation documents on und from RiverOak’s project
svebsite at wssw.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies svill also be available to view’ tree
of charge at the following locations and times. Due to its size, hardcopies
of the PEIR svill only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries,
the other libraries will have on-screen versions.

have had rm5cu.

9am-6pm; Thursday; 9am-8pm;
Saturday: 9am-5pm: Sunday; Closed

Herne Bay Library
Monday to Friday; 9am-6pm;
‘124 High Street, Heme Bay Saturday; 9am-Spm; Sunday; Closed
Cr65jY
I

DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR

interest in the Estate of the afure
mentioned deceased, tale of Senelelder
Strasne sA Stuttgart Gennuny formerly
xl Elnidow Bridge Hill Bridge Cantsthury
Kent CT4 5AX, who died on 08/tO/2t17,
are required Is send particuars therent in
writing In the andertigned Sol oiocs an or
before tS/03I20t8, alter wlvdr dale the
Estate wit be diutrimited having regard
only to clatins and inlerests ot which they

I Broadstairs Library
The Broadway, Broadstairs,
Cr10 2BS

Deal Library
Broad Street, Deal,
CT146ER

PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A

URSULA CHARLOTTE
BETTANY (Deceased)
Ptesuarl to the Trustee Act 1925 any
pernonu haerrg u claim against or an

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturday; 1 Oam-2jsm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

i

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT Of
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE

.

‘ Birchington Library
Road, Birchiegton,
: Alpha
Cr? 9EG

Margate Library
Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Murgate,

‘

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday;
Oam-6pm; Thursday; 9am-8pm;
Saturday; 9am-5pm;
Sunday: Closed

Minster-in-Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
Minster, Ramsgate,
Cr12 4EA

Monday, Tuesday & Thursday;
9am-lpm & 2pm-5pm;
Friday; 9am-Spm;
Saturday;
9am-1 pm;
)
Wednesduy & Sunday; Closed

Newington Library
Marlosve Academy,
Murlosve Way, Ramsgate,

Monday; Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturday; 1 Oam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

‘

Friday; 9am-6pm;

Guildford Lawn, Ramsgate,
Cr11 9AY

Saturday; 9am-5pm; Sunday: Closed

)

Sandwich Library
Monday Tuesday Thursday, Friday:
‘13 Market Street, Sandsvich, 9am-Spm; Wednesday: 9am-1 pm;
Cr13 9DA
Saturday: 1 Dam-i pm; Sunday: Closed
‘

Westgate Library
Minster Road,
Westgate-On-Sea,
Cr8 881’

Monday & Wednesday: 9am-5pm;
Tuesday & Friday; 9am-6pm;
Saturday; lOam-2pm;
Thursday & Sundab; Closed

Al! ofthe libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000 41 31 31.
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents will also be available to view at the
folloseing Consultation Events at svhich anyone is ss’elcome to attend—

Consultation Event
• Ramsgate

Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,

Date and lime
Tuesday 23 january: 12 Noon-Bpm

The following applications have been submitted for consideration by the councii:
CNI171027435FUL: 140 Regent Street, Whttstabte, Cr5 11W Proposed two-storey roar entension. Applicant: Mr and Mrs Butter

Reason: Conservation area.

CAYIEIO27BWADV: 15-17 Oxford Street, Mthltstable, CT5 1DB Retrospective appitcatean for the erection and display of twa non-iiiuminoted
rascia
signs to front elevation. Applicant: Mr RIchardson Reason: Conservation area.
CNII7IO2B22NAR: 31A Hollow Lane, Canterbury, CTI 3SB Variation of condition 02 (drawings) of planning permission CNIS7!OIS7SIFUL for
the
pmposed mof over garage and front pruiention: to aHow variation In external materials. Applicant: Mr Berry Reason: Conservation
area.
CNII7!028341FUL: 34 Joy Lane, Whitetable, CT5 4LT Pmposed sfrcgle-storey rear eutension, single-storey outbuilding/car port to roar and porch
influl to front following demolition of eutension. Applicant: Mr Hamett Reason: Conservation ama.
cNti7Ig2B5lIcs: Collared, 24 Burgate, Canterbury, CTI 2HA Application tar listed buitding consent for internal alterations including
insertion of wait.
Applicants Mr Btggs Reason: Work to a listed building.
CNI17IO2852SLB: 30-32 Burgate, Canterbury, CTI 2HA Application for listed building consent to replace cement render with lime render paInted
steam.
Applicant: Chapter of Canterbury Cathedral Reason: Work to a listed building.
CMI7IO285BNAR: University of Kent, 011cc Lane, Blean, Cr2 7NZ Variation at condition 07 Ifoul and surface water) of planning
permission
CN17100745/FUL for the proposed three-storey academic building, with associated landscaping, infrastructure and other works following
demolition of the eoisting KRDC building: to allow change of wurding hum pre-commennement to preoccupation. ApplIcant: WllImott DIxon

Reason: Malor development.

CNtl7IOZE73tLB: 49 St Peters Street, Canterbury, CTI 2BE Application toe listed building consent for intemal and entemal alterations
including
windows to sole elevation. ApplIcant: Submarine Sandwiches Cochy Ltd Reason: Work ton listed building.
CNI17IO2B74IADV: 45 HIgh Street, Whhetable, CT5 lAS Erection and display of one non-iltuminaled fannie sign end one non-ifltentnated peojecheg
sign.
Applicant: Boa of Frogs Reason: Conservation area.
CNII7IO2B75ILR: 17 Btackfdars Street. Canlerbury, CTI ZAP Application for listed building consent for replacement hont door.
Applicant: Inspired Acquisitions Ltd Reason: Work toe listed building.
CNII7JO2881NAR: Polo Farm Sports Club, Littlebourne Road, Canterbury, CT3 4AF Removal of condition 07 (cede for sustainable
homesl
and satiation of condition 02 lapproved drawings) of planning permission CN14/005351FUL for the proposed residential development comprising If
dwellings: to allow change of materials, alterations to elevations including met consguralions end repositioning of dwelling and garageu
(plots 6-18).
ApplIcant: MilIwood DesIgner Homes Ltd Reason: Major, development plan and public right of way.
CM17I028951LB: Seyes Court, Hatch Lane, Chartham, CT4 7LP Application for listed building consent for replacing a section roof
at rear horn
of
Kent peg tiles to lead. Applicant: Mrs Churchill Reason: Work ba listed building.
CNII7!02904IFUL: 19 HIgh Street, Hemo Bay, Cr6 5LJ Proposed conversion of tower ground floor to form a two-bedroom flat and alterations 50
upper ground floor tenet to form a one bedroomed fat together with raising of roof height. Applicant: Mr Ahad Reason; Conservation ama.
CNII7IO29O5IFUL: 32 Conyngham Lane, Bndge. CT4 SiX Proposed single-storey rear eutension following demolition of existing eotension together
with pitched root to side garage. Applicant: Mr and Mrs Lubenko Reason: Conservation area.
CAJII7IO2SO9fFUC: 19 Gulldford Road, Canterbury, CT1 30D Proposed single-storey rear estension. ApplIcant: Mr and Mrs Van Do
Morwe
Reason: Conservation area
CN117102924!FUC: 3 Church lane, Adtoham, CT3 311-I Proposed cmation at new parking space and formation of access. Applicant: Mr F Mount
Reason: Conservation area
Any representations should be submitted via public access on the planning pages of the website www.canterbury.govuk to arrive on or before
Friday 2 February 2019.
The weekly list of applIcations can be viewed on

Ramsgate, Cr11 8DT

Herne Bsy
The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Herne Bay, Cr66KA

Notice under Article 13 Of the Town & Country Ptanning (Devetopment Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015

Notice under Arttcle B of the Town & Counhy Planntng IGenerat Development Procedure) Order 1995
Notice under Sactton 67 anWor S.ctlon 73 of the Planning (Listed Bultdlngs and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
Notice under Regulation 5 of the Planning (Ltstod Buildings and Conservation Areas) Regulations 1990
NotIce under RegulatIon 2 of the Ptannlng (LIsted Buildings and ConservatIon Areas) )Amgndment) lEngtand) Regulations 2015

Wednesday 24 lanuary: 12 Noon-Bpm

One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, will be made available, free of charge, be entailing
manston@communityrelations co.uk orb telephoning 0800 030 4137
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard cope of the PEIR can
be provided but this svill incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can he made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project vs’ebsile: ssvvsv.rsp.co.uk;
• By email; Consultation responses can be emailed to
manstonconsultation@bdb-lasv.co.uk;
• By post; Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses
can he posted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadsvaf; London SW1H OBC; and
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms will be available
at the Consultation Events and can be left at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on Friday
16 February 2018.
Ris’erOak requests that responses state the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate svho is making it,
and provide an address to which any correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent.
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this
consultation will be treated contidentially and processed and handled in
accordance svith the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be
disclosed to or shared svith RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors svho provide services to RiverOak in connection
with the preparation of an application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This svill allosv RiverOak to tullv consider the
responses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connection with our application for any consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies of all
consultation responses received. If a request is made, RiverOak is under
a legal obligation to supply copies of tIre response to the Secretary of State.
By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees
that we may supple a copy of their response to the Secretars of State via
the Planning Inspectorute if required to do so, or to the livil Aviation
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this consultation pleuse contact the
Project Team by:
Email: manstonconsuttationrtbdh-law.co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway London SW1H ORL
lelephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 january 2018

our asmbsite at www.canterbury.gov.uk

Friday 12 January 2018
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Your ticket to the world

Fred. Olsen Cruise The Fjords of Greenland (16 nights)
Wednesday 8th August Saturday 17th August 2018
—

—

1ABTA
Association

Experience the beauty of Iceland, Greenland and Scotland
when you sail in comfort with an interior room on board
Boudicca.
Enjoy full board and the welcoming, home-from-home
ambiance, ample space and fantastic restaurants, lounges,
bars and facilities of a smaller, friendly ocean-going
cruise ship.

Departing from Dover, let Boudicca be your guide to exploring
the remote, yet breathtaking regions of Greenland.
Simply stunning fjords and waterways, astonishing natural
wonders and fascinating settlements all await discovery in
this elusive country.

• w.;’si:.

Crosskeys Travel & KM Travel Exclusive
From only £2,349pp Saving £50!
-

PLUS a choice of FREE All Inclusive Drinks or
£200 Tour Credit!
Including Door 2 Door Transfer service. (Based on 2 adults)
• .•‘

•5?

HAZEL CYNTHIA NEALE
(Deceased)
Pursuant to the Trustee Act 1925
any persons having a claim
against or an interest in the Estate
of the u)orementisned deceased,
late 0) 8 Lawrence Gardens Heme

Bay Kent C16 6NL, who died on
19/10/2017, are required to uend

particulars thereot in writing to the
undersigned Solicitors on or before
16/03/2013, alter which date the
Estate will be distributed having

regard only to claims and interests
of which they have had notice.
GIRLINGS

39 William Street Heme Bay
Kent CT6 5NR
T5r97v1

EVELYN MAY DOWELL Deceased
Pursuant to thelmsteekt 925 tepee
basing a dent agalnat nr an interest in rite
Estate of the deceased, late of 36
Clareedon Road, Ayesham, Canterbury
Ct) 3AG,wtnt cOed mc 22il5125t7, enact

tend wnffee pnrscOurs to the addrvst
belowby 17i03t20t0,afterwfrth date the
EsrasewcObedbnibueed hashtg regard strip
to elates sod kfleeesta notified.
SWWTnast Corporation
Unit 3, Checkpoint Courv lincoln,
LN63PWReEI9II

To advertise
please call
01622
717744 l1Y1

—
-
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GAZETTE___
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K

01227 781600
Sales and Lettings

www.kentonline.co.uk/canterbury

TRUSTED NEWS FOR 300 YEARS

kmtm lO6fm

THURSDAY, JANUARY 4, 2018 £1.40

TOUGH TEST
Canterbury is
hardest place
for learners

HOW MUCH?!
Questions over
bill for subway
renovations

GRATEFUL
Gran thanks
teens who
rushed to help

SALE

FURTHER REDUCTIONS*

_______

_____

+

F

40__Thursday, January 4,20181KG),

-

wtoiiIhio.nklbokaad
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• Removals I Storage1

Books
• Books

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

LEISURE
-

General

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008

Sound and Vision

Luton Vat & 1 or 2 men.
Affordable Prices
24hr 7 days a week.

Fetkestona 07900 g74974
01303240140

Herne Bay
Removals
Jumbo Luton Van
• Single items £10
• 7 bed flat £100
• 2 bed flat £150
• 3 bed hse/bung
£750/200

07737
137366
7 days till 9.OOpm

VAN & MAN
REMOVALS-DELIVERIES
SINGLE ITEMS
RUBBISH CLEARED
2V7 SERVICE
FULLY INSURED
CALL MATC
01*27 363788

07917 095157
B(CC Licensed

•Secondhand
Furniture
‘V
CABINET Mahogany wood, 2

drawers &

double doors, on
legs (106cm wide x 82cm high
Socml £45 01227 784210

• Washing Machines I
Dryers
•
‘V
• WASHER DRYER Tricity Bendix,
white, half load function £95
01227 784210

JAGUAR E-TYPE Portrait of a
design icon, by Glen Smale,
hardback, like new, accept £17
07399 359072

KEORDSWANTED1

-

• Pet Foods!
Accessories
CONTACr-°122726238
PARROT CAGE Large corner cage.
lOOxlOOcm.
180cm high.
Dismantles for transport. £290
01227765267

07982 309199

Musical

Sports
• Wind Instruments
• Bikes and Cycles

Go online to

F/18’, W/26’. 18 Speed, Stand,
tights & D Lock. I year old. Can
send pics £18007711 106506

Tornhe, we make a

‘V

!Rob Wills 6pm

HACKiNG JACKET Ladies Brown
Tweed. Dublin. Size 38ins. £40

• Wedding Fashion

difference

DRIVETIM E

• Hunting, Shooting,
Fishing

Wedding

5Kentr iome

1-6 £50 ono 01227454923

HYBRID BIKE Ducale Hi Ten.

SHOW JACKET Ladies Black
Saddlemaster. Size 10. £30
01227 765267

Buying,
Selling or
renting
your home?
wwvckentwline.co.uk/BookanM

FLUTE Pearl Flute suitable grades

6

MSIC

-

I”,” BtR

BRIDESMAID DRESS Debut, Size
8. Burgundy, Full length.
Straps/strapless, Never worn.
£25

NOTICES
• Public Notices

Notice undorArticle 13 of the Town & Country Planning Ioevetonment Management Procedural (Englandl Order 2015
NotIce underArticte 8 of the Town & Country Planning (Generat Development Procedure) Order 1995
Notice under Section 67 andlor SectIon 73 of the PlannIng lctsted BulIdlng and Conceivatlon Arced Act 1990
Notice under Regulation 5 of the Ptanninq (LIsted Buildings and Conservation Areas) Regulations 1990
Notice under Regulation 2 of the Planning (Ltsted Buildings and Conservation Areast tAmendmentt lEngiandl Regulations 2015
The following

U
U,
-I

applications have been submitted for consdsration

by the council:

CAIII7IO275IIADV; Tadpole Tea Rooms, Court Lodge Pane, Frog Lane, Blshopsbourne, CT4 5HR Retrospective application for the erection and
aisplay of four non-iltuminaded signs. Applicant: Kardras Court Farm Reason: Coriservaton area.
CN!17!027541FUL: 56A High Sheet, Whltetable, CT5 IBO Proposed change of use from hank to drinking eslabtishment, use of land to rear as outdoor
seating area, insiatiation of extraction system ID side and mrrmvai odATM. Applicant: BA Securities (Whitetable) Limited Reason: Conservation area.
CN/17102804ILB: 114 Sweechgate, Broad Oak, Sturry, CT2 OQP Application for listed building consent for intemai and extemal alterations.
Applicant: Wedgewood Homes Reason: Work to a listed building.
CAIII7!O28O7ILUE: 4445 High Street, Canterbury, CTI 2SA Application for lawful das&opmant certiscate for eoisiing use an cafe.
ApplIcant: Climb Up Limited Reason: Setting of listed building In conservation area.
CAIII7IO2B3IIFUL: 17 Harbour Streat, Whltstabte, CT5 IAQ Proposed single-siomy and first Boor rear extensions tollowing demolition of extension,
arid change xl ass from retail 10 restauranUcate with internal alterations. Applicant: Mr and Mrs lngoldby Reason: Conservason area.
CAJ/17102837IFUL: Tudor Cottage, The Street. Bossingham, Upper Hardres, CT4 SOY Proposed two-storey rear autension. Applicant Mr D Hayes
Reason: Conseevalns area.
CAIII7/02838IFUL: Manor Farmhouse, I The Street, Adisham, CT3 3J] Pmposed insertion of four timber windows to gable ends. Applicant: Sir Nice
Reason: Setting of 11510d building in conservation area.
CM171028391LB: Manor Fannhouse, I The Street, Adisham, CT3 3J1 Appscation for wind building consent for insertion of four timber windows to
gable ends. ApplIcant: Sir Nice Reason: Work lo a lisied building.
CAI1I7IO28S3IFUL: Beech Cottage, Sea Walt, Whttstabte, CT5 IBX Proposed window to near elevation, Applicant: Mrs Weat Reason: Setting of
holed building in conservation area.
CNII7IO28MILB: Beach Cottage, Sea Walt, Whltstable, CT5 IBX Application for tinted building consent for proposed window to mar elevation.
Applicant: Mrs West Reason: Work to a listed building.
CM171028651FUL; 6 Suffolk Street, Whttstabie, CT5 4HA Proposed replacement of upvc windows and front door with Umber, installation of French
doors and enlargement of rear windows. Applicant: Mr OlIver Reason: Conservation area.
CAJI17/O2B79IFUC: leSt loirns Crescent, Tyler Hill, Hacktngton, CT2 9NB Proposed slngle-slorey slits extension followIng demolition of
outbuilding. Applicant: Ms S Surfontein Reason: Conservation area.
Any representations should be nubmifted sia public access on the planning pages
FrIday 26 January 2018.

of the website www.canlerbury.gov.uk

CT7 BEG

Notice was iven in May and June 2017 that RiverOak Strategic Irtners
Limited (‘RiverOak9 of 50 Broadway, London SWI H 0BC intends to
apply to the Secretary of Stale for Transport for a Development Consent
Order i’DCO”) under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 Ithe 20(18
Act”) to authurise the reopening of Manston Airport in kent (‘the Project’).
Follosvng the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in
accordance svith Ihe 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 lute
and 23 laly 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
Manston Airport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares 732
acres;, and which first operated as an RAF base in 1916 and most recently
operated as a passenger airport until it was ckssed in May 2014. RiverOak
is proposing to redevelop and rcopen the site as a huh tot international
air freight which also oilers passenger, executive trawl and aircralt
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and throuh
ongoing design development. RiverOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant with the Intrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessmenti Regulations 2017 i”lhe 2017
Regulations’l. It is following the iatest 2017 Regulations to make sure
that its aSsessment is as up.to-clate and comprehensive as possible. The
assessmvnt will now additionalit consider the eltects ot climate change
on the Project, tIre effects of lie Project on climate change, impacts ot
waste, impacts on human health and impacts 1mm the risks of major
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircrait noise und has developed a series ol
commitments which it proposes 0 make to conlrol the adverse impacts
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plan” which is one of the new consultation documents published and
Ris’erflak are seeking views on this document in particular.
L’nder sections 42 and 47 of the 1008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
tIre local community and has produced a Statement of ornmunlty
Consultation SoCC”l svhich sets out host’ Ris’erOaC scill undertake its
consultation. Additionally, RicerOak has a duty to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line with Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be
viesved.
Proposed Works
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, uuthorise—
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel taxisvay;
• constructing 19 nesv air cargo stands;
• constructing four nest passenger aircraft stands and a nesv
passenger terminal;
• completely re-lilting the airtield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the misting fire station and constructing a
ness fire training area;
• building nest air cargo facilities:
• deseloping a new air ttaftic control service, demolishing the current
Air Trutfic Control 105cm;
• an aircratt recycling facility’;
a flight Iraining school;
fixed-base operation for executive travel;
• building new aircratt maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highsvay improvement svorks to ensure improved access to and
around MansIon Airport, including a new, permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire M.ay which ss iii help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development l”EIA development”t, as defined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed scorks constitute development for which
Environmental Impact Assessment svill be required. An Environmental
Statement still therefore be submitted as part of theproposed application
containing intormation about the environmental ettects of the proposed
development. Preliminary environmental information can be found in
the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report l’PEIR”l which
forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—
• an introduction 10 the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report i PEIR9;
• a non-technical summary of the PEIR;
• an updated masterplan:
• a Noise Mitigation Plan;
• a Statement of Community’ Consultation;
• an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and
• a feedback form,
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2010 you can viesv and
doss’nload the consultation documents on and from RiverOak’s project
website at www.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies will also be available to viesv free
of charge at the following locutions and limes. Due to its size, hard copies
of the PEtR svill only be available at Deal, Margafe and Ramsgate libraries,
the other libraries will have oesxcreen versions,

Monda) Tuesday. Thursday, Friday:
9am-hpm; Saturday: lOam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Mondah Tuesdah Wednesday, Friday:
Bum-6pm; Thursday: Bam.8pm;
Saturday: Barn-Spm; Sunday: Closed

Cliltonvifle library
Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
Margate, C 31k

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
Bam-Spm: Wednesday & Saturday:
9am-1 pm; Sunday: Closed

Deal library
Broad Street, flea),
Cr14 6ER

Monday to Friday: Bam.6pm;
Saturday: Bam-Spm; Sunday: 1 Oam-4pm

,

,

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

I Opening Hours

Broadstairs library
The Broadway, Broadstairs,
1Crt0 23S
—‘

• CD5 I Records

Pets

‘gton,

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(IHE 2009 REGULATtONS”)

‘V
REMOVALSIDELIVERIES
COLLECTIONS!RECYCLING
11CC REGISTERED
STORAGE AVAILABLE
LOCAL & LONG DISTANCE

Venue

To advertise: 01227 768181

:

Herne Bay Library
Monday to Friday: 9am-hpm;
1124 High Street, Herne Bay, Saturday: Barn-5pm; Sunday: Closed
CF6 SlY
Margate Library
Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,
C19 1 RE
Minster-in-Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
i Minster, Ramsgate,
CD 2 4EA

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Thursday: Bam-8pm;
Saturday: 9am-5pm;
Sundayi Closed
Monday, Tuesday & Thursday:
9am-tprn & 2pm-Spm;
Friday: Barn-Spm:
Saturday: Barn-i pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Newington Library
Marlowe cadvrny,
Marlosve Way. Ramsgate,
CTt2 6NB

Mondat, Tuesday, Thursdas; Friday:
Bam-hpnr; Saturdas’: 1 Oam-2pm;
Wediresday & Sunday: Closed

Ramsgate Library
I Gaildford taste, Ramsgate,
CF1I BAY

Monday to Friday: Bam-bpm;
Saturday: Qam-Spm; Sunday: Closed

‘

Sandwich Library
Mondas, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
13 Market Street, Sandwich, Bam.Spm; Wednesday: Bam-lpm;
3 9DA
Saturday: 1 Pam-i pm; Sunday: Closed

:_cr

: Westgate library
i MOister Road,
: Westgate-On-Sea.
Cr8 8BP

Mondas & Wednesday: Sam.Spm;
Tuesday & Friday: Bam.6prn;
Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm:
Thursday & Sundae: Closed

All of the libraries can be contacted be telephone on 030004131 31.
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents svill also be available to view at the
fol lotting Consultation Events at sshich anyone is svelcome to attend—
Consultation Event

j Ramsgate

Comttwl Inn, Victoria Rirade,
Ramsgate, Cr1 1 8DT

I Herne Bay
The lOrry’s FlaIl, Beacon Hill.
LHern Bay, 06 68A

Date and ‘lime
,

Tuesday 23 lanuary’: 12 Noon-Bpm

Wednesday 24 lanuary: 12 Noon-Bpm I

One copy per rerson of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, still lie made available, free of charge, bc emailing
manstonccommunityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 0800 030 4137
Mondays to Friday’s between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
he provided but this svill incur a charge of up to £500 foe printing anrf
delivery. A 1158 copy ol all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also he provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy’ of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project stebsite: svissv.rsp.co.uk:
• By email: Consultation responses can be ernailed to
manstonconsu)tationrtbdh-lasv.couk;
• By post: Feedback Formy and any other consultalion responses
can be posted to MansIon Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBL; and
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms will be available
at the Consultation Es’enty and can he left at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than lL59pm on Friday
16 February 2018.
RiverOak requests hat responses state the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate who is making it,
and provide an address to svhich any correspondence relating to the
representation mas’ be sent,
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this
consultation svill be treated confidentially and processed and handled in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may’ be
disclosed to or shared svith RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors who provide services to RiverOak in connection
svith tIre preparation of an application for des’elopment consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This still allose RiverOak to fully consider the
responses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connection ss’ith oar application br any consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require Ris’nrOak to suppls’ copies of all
consultation responses recei’ed. If a request in made, RiverOak is under
a legal obligation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of State.
By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak. a respondent agrees
that we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via
the Planning tnspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this consultation please contact the
Project Team by:
Email: manstonconsultation5uhdbIaw.co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Rircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, london SW1H 081
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 January 2018

to amve on or before

The weekly list or applications can be viewed on our website at www.canterbury.gov.uk
Friday 5 January 2018
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TURN IT OFF!
Care home blasted
by Beyoncé
and Bon Jovi

TRIBUTE
Farewell to shoe
shop’s Harry West

The Canterbury Law Firm

GARDNER CROFT
s 0

I

I

c i 1

0

r
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OUR FAMILY TEAM ARE ALWAYS HERE FOR YOU:
Relationship Breakdowns & Divorce, Family Financial Matters,
Domestic Violence, Cohabiting Couples, Prenuptial Agreements, Children

01227 613 400
enquiriesgardnercroft.co.uk

Private Client

-

Property

-

Family

-

Disputes & Claims

-

Commercial

www.gardnercroft.co.uk
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pJVprr:M%k STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OFTHE PlANNING ACT 200$

Venue

Opening Hours

Birthington Library

Monda, Tuesda Thursday, Friday;
9am-Opm; Saturday; lOam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday; Closed

Alpha Road, Birchington,
C17 9EG

Broadstairs Library
Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday;
The Broadway, Broadstairs, i 9am-6pm; Thursday; 9am-8pm;
CT1O 2BS
‘Saturday; 9am-Spm; Sunday; Closed

REGUlATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(UTHE 2009 REGULATIONS”)
NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

I

Notice
Notice
Notice
Notice
Notice

Cliftonville Library
Queen Elirabeth Avenue,
Margate, CT9 3JX

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday;
9am-Spm; Wednesday & Saturday;
9am-1 pm; Sunday; Closed

Deat Library

Monday to Friday; Sam.bpm;
Saturday; 9am-Spm; Sunday; 1 Oam.4pm

Broad Street, Deal,
T146ER
Herne y library

underArticte 13 of the Town & Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015
under Article B of the Town & Country Planning (General Development Procedure) Order 1995
under Section 67 andlor Section 73 of the Planning (Usted Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
under Regulation 5 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Regulations 1990
under Regulation 2 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Amendment) (England) Regulations 2015

T5e following applications have been submi0ed for consideration by the council:

Monday to Friday; 9am-6pm;

124 High Streel, Herne Bay, Saturday; 9am-Spm; Sunday; Closed

T65JY

!ateiibr
Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday;
Notice was 0iven in May and June 2017 that RiverOak Strategic [‘ariners Thanet Gateway Plus,
9am-6pm; Thursday; 9am.8pm;
Limited (“RiverOak”) of 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBL intends to ‘Cecil Street, Margate,
Saturday; 9am-Spm;
apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent CT91RE
Order (“DCO”) under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (“the 200$
Act’) to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent (“the Project”l. Minuter-in-Thanet Library Monday, Tuesday & Thursday;
9am-1 pm & 2pm-Spm;
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in 4A Monkton Road,
Friday; 9am-5pm;
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 June Minster, Ramsgate,
Saturday; 9am-lpm;
and 23 July2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the CT12 4EA
Wednesday & Sunday; Closed
Manston Airport site, svhich comprises approximately 296 hectares 1732
acrevl, and which first operated as an RAF base in 1916 and most recentl
Newinfiton Library
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
operated as a passenger airport until it was cloved in May 2014. RiverOa
9am-6pm; Saturday; 1 Oam-2pm;
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a hub for international Marlowe Academy,
Ramsgate,
Marlosse
Wednesday
& Sunday: Closed
Wats
air freight svhich also offers passenger, esecutive travel and aircraft
CT126NB
engineering services.
In connidering the responses to the statutory consultation and throu8h Ramsgate Library
i Monday to Friday; 9am.6pm;
ongoing design des’elopment, RiverOak has developed and refined its Guildiord Lawn, Ramsgale, Saturday; 9am-5pm; Sunday: Closed
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that Its consultation and CEll 9AY
applIcation documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
(Environmental Impact Assessmentl Regulations 2017 (“the 2017 Sandwich Library
RegulMions”l. It is following the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure 13 Market Street, Sandwich, 9am-5pm; Wednesday; 9am-1 pm;
Saturday; 1 Oam-1 pm; Sunday: Closed
that its assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible. The CR3 90A
assessment will nosy additionally consider the effects of climate change
‘Monday & Wednesday; 9am.Spm;
on the Project, the effects of the Project on climate change, impacts of Westgate Library
Tuesday & Friday; 9am-6pm;
waste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks ot major Minster Road,
Saturday; 1 Oam-2pm;
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments Wevtgato-On-Sea,
Thursday & Sunday; Closed
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of CEO BBP
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts All of the libraries can be contacted telephone 0300041 31
by
on
31.
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation The opening hours are correct at the tirie
of publication.
Plan” which is one of the new consultation documents published and
Copies of the consultation documents will also be available to view at the
RiverOak are seeking views on this document in particular.
following Consultation Events at which anyone is welcome to attend—
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local community and has produced a Statement of Community Consultation [sent
Date and Time
Consultation (“SoCC”) svhich sets oul hose RiverOak will undertake its
consultation. Additionally, RiverOak has a duty to publicly the proposed ; Ramsgate
Tuesday 23 January; 12 Noon.Spm
applicalion under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line with Regulation 4 of : Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of Ramsgate, CT1 1 8DT
the application and svhere a copy of the consultation documents can be
Herne Bay
Wednesday 24 January; 12 Noon-Bpm
vlesved.
The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Proposed Works
Herne Bay, CT66BA
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise—
One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the
• upgrading the runsvay and improving the parallel taxiway;
PEIR, svill he made available, free of charge, by emailing
• constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
manston@commanitvrelations.co.sk or by telephoning 08000304137
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a ness
be provided but this will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
passenger terminal;
delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
• completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;
can also he provided free of charge.
• relurhishin or replacing the enisting lire station and constructing a
Comments on the proposals can be made:
new fire training area;
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
• building nesv air cargo facilities;
project ss’ebsite: svsssv.rsp.co.uk;
• developing a ness air traffic control service, demolishing the current • By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to
mansIonconsuItationbdb-lasv.co.uk;
Air Traffic Control tower;
• By post: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses
• an aircraft recycling facility;
can be posted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
• a flight training school;
Bell, 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBC; and
• a fixed-base operation for executive travel;
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms will be available
at the Consultation Events and can he left at the Event or returned
• building ness aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of
by post to the address stated above.
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
Comments must be received no later than 11.59pm on Friday
• highway improvement svorks to ensure improved access to and
16 February 2018
around MansIon Airport, including a ness, permanent, dedicated
RiverOak requests that responses state the ground of representation, the
access on Spitfire Way schich will help to reduce airport related
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate ss’ho is making it,
traffic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment and provide an address to which any correspondence relating to the
development t”EIA development’), as delined by the 2017 Regulations. representation may he sent.
This means that the proposed seorks constitute development br which Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this
Environmental Impact Assessment ssill be required, An Environmental consultation will he treated confidentially and processed and handled in
Statement svill therefore be submitted as part of I he proposed application accordance svith Ihe Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be
containing information about the environmental effects of the proposed disclosed to or shared svith RiverOak connected companies, agents,
development. Preliminary environmental information can be found in contractors and advisors sho provide services to RiverOak in connection
he updated Preliminary Environmental lniormation Report l”PEIR’) svhich with the preparation of an application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This svill allosv RiserOak to fully consider the
forms part of the consultation mainrial,
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation responses and use them in the preparation of application materials, Upon
of our application for development consent under the
submission
documents include—
Planning Act 2008 or in connection svith our application for any consents
• an introduction to the consultation;
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority; the Secretary of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies of all
• an updated preliminary environmental information report l”PEIR’);
consultation responses received. Ifs request is made, RiverOak is under
• a non-technical summary of the PEIR;
a legal obligation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of State.
By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees
• an updated maslerplan;
that we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via
• a Noise Mitigation Plan;
the Planning Inspectorate ii required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
a Stalemenl of Community Consultation;
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
• an updated analysis on air freighi capacity and need; and
If you base any questions about this consultation please contact the
• a feedback form.
Project learn by:
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018 you can view and Email: manstonconsultation@beJb-law.co.uk
dosvnloud the consuliut on documents on and from RiverOak’s project
website at wsvw.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies will also be available to view free Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
of charge at the tollosving locations and times. Due 10 its size, hard copies 50 Broadway, London SWIH OBL
of the PEIR will only be available ai Deal, Margate and Ramsgale libraries, Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
the other libraries will have on-screen versions.
3 January 2018
,

-

+

—

+

CAIII7/027431FUL: 140 Regent Street Whitsabie, CT5 11W Proposed two-storey rear exionsion. Applicanc Mr and Mrs Butter
Reason: Conservation area,
CNII7IO27UWADV: 15-17 Onfoed Street, Whitstabie, CTS 108 Retrospective application for ihe oreciion and display ottwo non-illuminated fascia
signs In front elevation, Applicant: Mr Richardson Reason: Consorsaiion area,
CAIl17I02822NAR: 31A Hollow Lane, Canterbury, CTI 35B Variation of condition 02 Idrawings) of planning permission CNII7IOI57WFUL for ion
pmposed roof over garage and front proeciion; in ailuw variation 10 external materials, Applicant: Mr Berry Reason: Conservation area.
CNII7IO2B34IFUL: 34 Joy Lane, Whitstable, Cr5 4LT Proposed single-siomy mar eulension, slngio-sloroy ontbuiidinglcar port in rear and porch
tofu to froni following demolition of eniension. Applicant: Mr Hameft Reason: Conservaiion area.
CN117l028511LB: Collared, 24 Burgate, Canterbury, CTI 2HA Applicaiion for listed building consent for internal alierailons including insestien of wuli.
Applicant: Mr Biggs Reason: Work in a lisied building.
CAI!17102992ILB: 30-32 Burgate, Canterbury, CTI 2HA Appiicaiion for listed building consent to replace cement render with lime render pointed cream.
Applicant: Chapter of Canterbury Cathedral Reason: Work io a listed building.
CA/Il 7102858/VAR: University of Kent, Glies Lane, Biean, CT2 7HZ Vartabon of condition 07 Jfoui and surface waterl of planning permission
CA/i 7/00745/FUL for ihe proposed lhree-siorey academic buiiding, with associaied landscaping, infrasiruciure and other works following
demolition of the onisting KRDC building: to ailow change of wording from pre-commencement to pre-occupation. Applicant: Willmott Dixon
Reason: Major development.
CN117/026731LB: 49 St Peters Street, Canterbury, CTI 2BE Apphcalion for lIsted building consent for Internal and extemal alterations including
windows to side elevation, Applicant: Submarine Sandwiches Corby Ltd Reason; Work to a listed buading.
CAI/17/02874IADV: 45 High Street, Whttstable, CT5 lAS Erection and display of one non-tlanrlnaled fascia sign and one non-illuminated peffedting sign.
Applicant: Box of Frogs Reason: Conservation area,
CA/117102875ILB: 17 Btackfriars Street, Canterbury, CTI 2AP Applicaiion for listed buiiding consent for replacement front door.
Applicant: inspired Acquisitions Ltd Reason: Work to a listed building.
CMI17i02881NAR: Polo Pants Sports Ciub, Littlebourne Road, Canterbury. CT3 4AF Removal of condition 07 Icode for sustainable homes)
and variation of condition 02 lappraved drawings) of planning permission CA/i 4/00535/FUL for the proposed residenuai development corriprising 10
dwellings; to allow change of materials. aiteraihes to elevations including roof contuguralions and repositioning of dwelling and garages (pints 8-18).
Appilcane Miliwood Designer Homes Ltd Reason: Major, development plan and public nght of way.
CNI17i02895ILB: Sayes Court, Hatch Lane, Chartham, CT4 7LP Applicalion for listed buitding consent for replacing a section of roof at mar from
Kent peg i/es to lead, Applicant: Mrs Churchill Reason: Work to a sided building.
CA//17/02904/FUL: 19 High Street, Heme Bay, CT6 5LJ Proposed conversion of lower ground floor to form a two-bedroom B at and allerations to
upper ground floor levet to form a one bearoorned f at together with raising of roof height. Applicant: MrAhad Reason; Consenvation area,
CMI7/029051FUL: 32 Conyngham Lane, Bridge, CT4 5JX Proposed single-siorey rear extension following demoiiiion of enisting extension logelher
with pitched roof to side garage. Applicant: Mr and Mrs Lubenko Reason: Conseuvatmn area,
CA/!17/02909IFUL: 19 Guildford Road, Canterbury, CTI 3QD Proposed single-storey rear extension. Applicant: Mr and Mrs Van De Merwe
Reason: Conservation area,
CATh7I02924/FUC: 3 Church Lane, Adisham, CT3 3JH Proposed creation of new parking space and formation of access. Applicant: Mr F Mount
Reason: Conservation area
Any representations should be submieed via public access on ihe planning pages of the websiie www.canterbury.gov.uk to arrive on or before
Friday 2 February 2818,
The weekly list of applications can be stewed on our website at www.canterbury.gov.uk
Friday 12 January 2018
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Your ticket to the world

Fred. Olsen Cruise The Fjords of Greenland (76 nights)
Wednesday 8th August Saturday 17th August 2018
—

—

Experience the beauty of Iceland, Greenland and Scotland
when you sail in comfort with an interior room on board
Boudicca.

Enjoy full board and the welcoming, home-from-home
ambiance, ample space and fantastic restaurants, lounges,
bars and facilities of a smaller, friendly ocean-going
cruise ship.
Departing from Dover, let Boudicca be your guide to exploring
the remote, yet breathtaking regions of Greenland.
Simply stunning fjords and waterways, astonishing natural
wonders and fascinating settlements all await discovery in
this elusive country.

Crosskeys Travel & KM Travel Exclusive
From only £2,349pp Saving £50!
-

PLUS a choice of FREE All Inclusive Drinks or
£200 Tour Credit!

-

URSULA CHARLOHE
BEHANY (Deceased)
Pursuant to the Trustee Act 1925

o

Ot

ta
.-,

‘<

any

pemurm having a claim agalaid or an
interest in the Estate of the able
mentioned deceased, tale of Senefeldvr
Shame 6A Stuttgart Gennany forrnofy
of [Inn/ore Bridge H:ll Bridge Canlenbury

Kent CT4 SAX, wire dud on 0811012017,

are required to seed particulars therent in
writing in the undersigned Solicitvrs on or
before 1810212010, uter which dote ihe
Ealate ti/il be disinbuind having regard
suulyto claims and interasis of which frey
hunt had notice,
PARRY LAW
12-14 On/aid Street Whitotuble
Kent CT5 1 GE
T5i9323

Including Door 2 Door Transfer Service. (Based on 2 adults)

HAZEL CYNTHIA NEALE
(Deceased)

to the Trustee Act 1925
any persons having a claim
against or an inierest in the Estate
Pursuant

of the aforementioned deceased,

tale of 8 Lawrence Gardens Hame
Bay Kent Cr6 6NL, who dad on
19/10/2017, are required to send
particulars thereof in wnting to the

undersigned Solicitors on or before

16/03/2010, after which date the
Estate will be distributed having
regard only to ctaims and interests

u/which they have had notice.
GiRLINGS

39 William Sireet Home Bay
Kent CT6 SNR
miami

EVELYN MAY DOWELL Deceased
Pursuant to theTrustee Act 925 ugeee
bade6 a clew aeso wan nitermu 01 the
Estate of the deceaseuL bte of 36
Clarendon Road, Aytesham, Canterbury
CT3 OAG,wtuo died on 22)1012017, must
send written poertculars to the address
be01wby 12103t201&afterwbichthtethe
Estatued be nikuredbadsigregurdon4
yciaram and interests stotdied,
SWWTnast Coepoeadon
Unit 3. Checkpoint Court Lincoln,
LN63PWReRI9II

To advertise
please call
01622
717744 I1

-

-
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HERNE BAY
www.kentonllne.co.uk/hernebay

GAZETTE
TRUSTED SINCE 1883

JACKSON-STOPS

kmtm lO6tm

01227 781600
Sales and Lettings

THURSDAY, JANUARY 4, 2018 £1.40

HEALTH SERVICE IN GRIP OF
‘WORST EVER’ WINTER CRISIS%.
‘I’VE_NEVER SEEN_IT THIS_BAD’_TURN TO PAGES 8 AN.D 9

Fears over p1
for seafront flats

RAIL FURY
Anger over
hike in fares

Neighbours unimpressed with proposals for three-storey block
Neighbours living near a •
proposed three-storey block
of flats near the seafront say
it is “out of character” and
construction work could
damage local roads.

-

SPOOKY

—

Is top fashion
shop haunted?

—

An ambitious proposal has been
put forward to build the apart
ments demolishing an existing
building to make way for the dev
lopment.

But locals are concerned and have
branded the developer behind the project
“ridiculous” after discoveringits name is
Impressive Erections.
The architect designing the building
insists it wifi “freshen up” the area and
be suitable.
A meeting between the residents asso
ciation, councifiors and architects takes
place today (Thursday).
I Full story page 3
-

GRATEFUL
Gran thanks teens
who rushed to help
Residents say they feat damage to toads if an “out of character” development gets the go-ahead in Studd Hill

SALE

FURTHER

REDUCTIONS*

I,’4L

+

40

Thursday, January 4, 2018 (KG)

• Removals I Storage

www.kentonline.co.uWbookanad

Books
• Books

LEISURE
-

General

Sound and Vision

—

REMOVALSIDELIVERIES
COLLECTIDNS!RECYCLING
KCC REGISTERED
STORAGE AVAILABLE
LOCAL & LONG DISTANCE
Luton Van & 1 cr2 men.
Affordable Prices
24hr 7 days a weak.

JAGUAR E-WPE Portrait of a

design icon, by Glen Smale,

• CDs I Records

hardback, like new, accept £17
07399 359072

Pets

Falkestone 07900 974674
01303 240740

Herne Bay
Removals
Jumbo Luton Van
• Single items £10
• 1 bed flat £100
• 2 bed flat £150
• 3 bed hse/bung
£1501200

07737
137366
7 days till 9.OOpm

FVAN
REMOVM&DELWERIES
& MAN

SINGLE ITEMS
RUBBISH CLEARED
24fl SERVICE
FULLY INSURED
CALL MATI’

01227 363788
07911 095151
KCCUcsnccd

B Secondhand
Furniture
CABINET Mahogany wood, 2
druwers & double doors, on
legs 1106cm wide x 82cm high
x 5OcmJ £45 01227 784210

• Washing Machines /

B Pet Foods I
Accessories
lOOxlOOcm.
180cm high.
Dismantles for transport. £290
01227765267

Sports

Musical

renting

• Bikes and Cycles
HYBRID BIKE Ducate Hi Ten.

your home?

• Wind Instruments

I

Go m!inn In
ss’iswkeolnninc.cn.uk/BnokunAd

‘1

FLUTE Pearl Flute suitable grades
1-6 £50 000 01227 454923

ToZeherwe maiwsiffes-ence

F/is’, W/26. 18 Speed, Stand,
Lights & D Lock I year old. Can
send picnfl60077ll 106506

B Hunting, Shooting,
Fishing

D RIVETI M E

HACKING JACKEt Ladies Brown
Tweed. Dublin. Size 38ins. £40
SHOW JACKET Ladies Black
Saddlemaster. Size 10. £30
01227765267

Wedding

-

Rob Wills I 6pm

StC

B Wedding Fashion

Dryers
• WASHER DRYER Tricity Bendix,
white, half load function £95
01227784210

BRIDESMAID DRESS Debut. Size
8. Burgundy. Full length.
Straps/strapless. Never worn.
£25

lAipha Road, Birchington,
07 9EG

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

The Broadway Broadstairs,

limited (“RiverOak”) of 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBL intends to
apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent
Order i”DCO”f under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (“the 2008

buying,
Selling or

-

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACT 200$

Birchinglon library

Notice was given in May and lune 2017 thai RiverOak Strategic Partners

262 388’
07982 309199

CONTACt.01227
PARROT CAGE Large corner cage.

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

REORPSWANTE

Act’) to authorise the reopening us Mansion Airport in Kent (‘the Project”).
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 lane
and 23 luly 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
Manston Airport site, svhich comprises approximately 296 heciares 1732
acres), and which first operated as an RAF base in 1916 and most recently
operated as a passenger airport until it was closed in May 2014. RiverOak
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a huh for international
air freight which also ofters passenger, executive travel and aircratt
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through
ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 l”the 2017
Regulations”). It is following the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure
that its assessment is as up.to.date and comprehensive as possible. The
assessment soil now additionally consider the effects Dl climate change
on the Project, the efrects of the Project on climate change, impacts of
svaste, impacts on human health and impacts trom the risks ot major
accidents and disasters. RivemOak has also considered the coniments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts
ot aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plan” which is one of the ness’ consultation documents published and
RiverOak are seeking views on this document in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local community and tias produced a Statement of Community
Consultation SoCC”) ss’hich sets out boss’ RiverOak sxill undertake its
consultation. Additionally, RiverOak has a duty to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line svith Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details ot
the application and sx’here a copy of the consultation documents can be
viewed.
Proposed Works
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel taniway;
• constructing 19 ness’ air cargo stands;
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a new
passenger terminal:
• completeis re.litting the airtield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
nesv fire training area;

B Public Notices

Notice under Article 13 of Ihe Town & Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (Engtand) Order 2018
Notice under Arttcle 5 of the Town & Country Planning (General Development Procedure) Order 1995
Notice under SectIon 67 andlor SectIon 73 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and ConservatIon Areas) Act 1990
Notice under Regulation 5 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Regulations 190
Notice under Regulation 2 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Amendment) (England) Regulations 2015
The fottowing

applications have been submitted for consideration by the council:

CAIII7IO275IIADV: Tadpole Tse Rooms, Court Lodge Fann, Frog Lane, Bishopsbourne, CT4 5HR Retrospective application tor the erection and
display of four non-illuminated signs. Applicant: Hardres Court Farm Reason: Conservation area.
CNII7IO27S4IFUL: 56A HIgh S5set, Whltstable, CT5 IBD Proposed change 01 use from bank to drinking establishmest, use of land in rear as outdoor
seating area, installation of extraction system to side and mmoval 0fATM. Applicant: EA Securities (Whllstable) Limited Reason: Conservation area.
CNII7IO2SO4ILB: 114 Sweechgate, Broad Oak, Starry, CT2 OQP Application for tisied building conoent toe inlnmal and extemat alterations.

Applicant: Wedgewood Homes Reason: Work to a listed building.

0

CNII7!O2SO7ILUE: 4445 High Street, Canterbury, CTI 2SA Application mr lawful development certiscate for existing use an cafe.
Applicant: Climb Up LimIted Reason: Setting 01 listed building in conservation area.
CNII7IO2B3IIFUL: 17 Harbour Street, Whitetable, Cr5 IAQ Proposed singte-storey and first floor rear nstensions toltowing demolition of eotens’mn,
and change of use from retail to restasranOcafe w’dh intemal alterations. Applicant: Mr and Mrs ingoldby Reason: Conservation area.
CNfl7!02537(FUL: Tudor Cottage, The Street, Bosslngham, Upper Hardres, CT4 6DY Proposed two-storey rear eutens’mn. Applicant: Mr 0 Hayes
Reason: Conservation area.
CAI1I71g2B3BtFUL: Manor Farmhouse, I The Street, Adisham, CT3 3JJ Proposed insertion of four timber windows to gable ends. Applicant: Sir Nice

Reason: Setting of listed building in conservation area.

-o

0

a
“3

us
-I
s-c

x

CMIVO2S39ILB: Manor Farmhouse, I The Street, Adisham, CT3 3JJ Application for tisted building consent for insertion of four timber windows to
gable ends. ApplIcant: Sir Nice Reason: Work lou listed building.
CA11171028531FUL: Beach Cottage, Sea Wall, Whitstable, Cr5 IBX Proposed window to rear elevation. Applicant: Mrs West Reason: Selling of
listed building in conservation area.
CNII7!02854ILB: Beach Cottage, Sea Wall, Whltstabte, CT5 IBX Application for listed buiding consent for proposed window to mar elevation.
Applicant: Mrs West Reason: Work lou listed building.
CNI17i028651FUL: 6 Sulfotk Street, Whltstabie, CT5 411A Proposed replacement of upvc windows and front door with limber, installation of French
doom and enlargement of rear Windows. Applicant: Mr OlIver Reason: Conservation area.
CN/17102879/FUL: 18 St Johns Crescent, Tyler Hill, Hacklngton, CT2 9NB Proposed singis-storey side eotension following demolition of
outbuilding. Applicant: Ms S Surfontein Reason: Conservation area.
Any representations should be submitted via public access on the planning pages of the website www.canterbury.gov.uk to arrive on or before
Friday 26 January 2018.
The weekly list of appllcationn can be viewed on our website at www.canterbuty.gov.uk
Friday 5 January 2018

Broadstairs library

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am.Spm: Wednesday & Saturday:
9am-tpm; Sunday: Closed

Broad Street, Deal,
1CT146ER

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm:
Saturday: 9am-5pm; Sunday: I Oam-4pm

Herne Bay library

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
124 High Street, Herne Bay, Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed

j Ct6 Sly

Margate library
Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,
GO i RE

Monday, Tuesday, WednesdaN Friday:
9am-6pm: Thursday: 9am-8pm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm;
Sunday: Closed

Minster-in-Thanet library

4A Monkton Road,
I Minster. Rumsgate,
CT1 2 4EA

Monday, Tuesday & Thursday:
9am-1 pm & 2pm-5pm;
Friday: 9am-Spm;
Saturday: 9am-1 pm;
Wednesday & Sundas: Closed

Newingion library
Marlowe Academy,
Marlowe Way, Ramsgate,
1G12 6N8

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Ramsgate library
i Guildiord Lawn, Ramsgaie,
CT11 9AY

Sandwich Library

Monday to Friday: Oam-6pm;
Saturday: Oam-Spm; Sunday: Closed
Mondas’, Tuesday Thursday Friday:

‘13 Market Street, Sandwich, 9am-5pm; Wednesdau: Oam-tpm;

CT1 3 9DA

Westgate Library
Minster Road,
Wes!gate-On-Sna,
:
T8 IMP

Saturday: 1 Oam-1 pm: Sunday: Closed
Mondas & Wednesday: Oam-Spm:
Tuesday & Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm;
Thursday & Sunday: Closed

All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 0300041 31 31.
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies ol the consultation documents svill also be available to view ut the
joliowing Consultation Events at sshich anyone is svelcome to attend—
Consultation Event

Date and time

Ramsgate
I Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,
Ramsgate. 011 8DT

Tuesday 23 lanuamy: 12 Neon-Rpm

Kerne Bay
The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
[rne Bay, CT6 6BA

Wednesday 24 January: 12 Noon-8pm

One cops’ per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, will he made available, free of charge, by emailing
manston’communityrelations,co.uk or by telephoning 08011 030 4137
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be provided but this ssill incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project website: www.rsp.co.ak;

•

developing a ness’ air tralic control service, demolishing the current

•

•

an aircraft recycling facility;

•

•

a flight training school;

a fixed-base operation for executive travel;
building ness aircratl maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highsvav improvement svorks to ensure improved access to and
around Mansion Airport. including a new, permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire Way sx’hich will help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development (‘EtA dnvelopment’i, as defined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed works constitute development or svhich
Environmental Impact Assessment svill be required. An Environmental
Statement seill therefore be submitted as part ot the proposed application
containing information about the environmental eftects of the proposed
development. Preliminary environmental information can be founrl in
the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report )“PEIR”) svhich
forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report l”PEIR);
• a non-technical summary of the PEtR;
• an updated maslerplan;
• a Noise Mitigalion Plan;
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
• an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and
• a feedback form.
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018 you can viesv and
download the consultation documents on and trom ivnrOak’s project
website at svsvsv.rsp.co,uk. Hard copies svill also be available to viesv tree
of charge at the following locations and times. Due to its size, hard copies
of the PEIR svlll only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries,
the other libraries svill have on-screen versions.

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am.6pm; Saturday: tOam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Cliftonville library
Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
Margate, CT9 3lX

I Deal library
,

Opening Hours

Monday, Tuesda Wednesday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Thursday: 9am-8pm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm: Sunday: Closed

building ness air cargo facilities:

•
•

-.

010285

•

Air Traftic Control tower;

NOTICES

To ,dvprfisp: 01227 76RIRJ
Venue

•

by email: Consultation responses can he emailed to

manstonconsuilat)onrtbdb-lasv.co.uk;
By pust: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses
can be posted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadway, London SW1H OBL: and
At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms will be available
at the Consultation Events and can be len at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.

Comments must be received no later than 11.59pm on Friday
16 February 2018.

RiverO,mk requests that responses state the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate who is making ii,
and provide an address to which any correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent.
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this
consultation will he treated contidentially and processed and handled in
accordance svith lIme Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be
disclosed to or shared svith RicerOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors whim provide services to RiverOak in connection
with tIre preparation of an application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This ss’ilI allow RiverOak to fully consider the
responses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of oar application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connection svith our application for any consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies of all
consultation responses received. If a request is made, Ris’erOak is under
a legal obligation to supply copies of the response 10 the Secretary of State.
By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees
that ss’e may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of Stale via
the Planning tnspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:

If you have uey questions about this consultation please contact the
Project Team by:
Email: manstonconsultaiionfthdb-law.co,uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SW1H OBI
Telephone: 0800 0304137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 January 2018
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ROADS
Electric car points
revealed

PLANS IN FOR 450 HOMES
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HEALTH
Is Aussie flu set
to sweep in?

ENVIRONMENT
Getting tough
on plastics

FULL STORY ON PAGE 7

The Canterbury Law firm
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c

s 0

I i c

1

1 o r

OUR FAMILY TEAM ARE ALWAYS HERE FOR YOU:
Relationship Breakdowns & Divorce, Family Financial Matters,
Domestic Vlolence,.CohobWng Couples. PrenupUal Agreements, Children

01227 813 400
enquiriesgordnercrott.co.uk

Private Client

-

Property

-

famUy

-

Disputes & Claims

-

Commercial

www.gardnercrott.co.uk
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• Public Notices
RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

Venue

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACT 200$

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT Of
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT
Notice was given in May and June2017 thai RiverOak Strategic Partners
Limited rRiverOak”) ot 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBC intends to
apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent
Order (“DCO) under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 “the 2008
Act”) to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent (“the Project”).
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 June
and 23 July 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
Manston Airport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares (732
acres), and which first operated as an RAF base in 1916 and most recentl
operated as a passenger airport until it seas closed in May 2014. RiverOa
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a hub for international
air freight svhich also offers passenger, executive travel and aircraft
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through
ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined is
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (“the 2017
Regulations”). ti is following the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure
that 115 assessment is as up-to.date and comprehensive as possible. The
assessment svill nosy additionally consider the effects of climate change
on the Project, the effects of the Project on climate change, impacts of
waste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of major
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plaff’ which is one of the nose consultation documents published and
RiverOak are seeking viesvs on this document in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local community and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation l”SoCC”l which sets out how RiverOak will undertake its
consultation. Additionally. RiverOak has a dxiv to pablicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line with Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be
viewed.
Proposed Works
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, author(se—
• upgrading the runsvay and improving the parallel tauiway;
• constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a new
passenger terminal;
• completely re.fiuing the airfield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
new fire training area;
• building ness air cargo facilities;
• developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current
Air Traffic Control tower;
• an aircraft recycling facility;
• a flight training school;
• a fixed.hase operation for executive travel;
• building nesv aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Crass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highsvay improvement works to ensure improved access to and
around Manston Airport, including a ness, permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire Way which will help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development ‘ElA development), as defined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed ss’orks constitute des’elopment br which
Environmental Impact Assessment will be required. An Environmental
Statement ss’iIl therefore be submitted as part of the proposed application
containing information about the environmental effects of the proposed
development. Preliminary environmental information can be found in
the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report i”PEIR”) which
torms part ot the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
an opdaied preliminary environmental information report i”PEIR”i;
a non-technical sammary of the PEIR;
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•

an updated masterplan;

•
•

a Noise Mitigation Plan;
a Statement of Community Consultation;

•

an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and

• afeedbackform.
From Friday 12 lanuary to Friday 36 February 2018 you can view and
download the consultation documents on and from RiverOak’s project
website at www.rsp.couk. Hard copies will also be available to view free
of charge at the following locations aod times. Due to its size, hard copieu
of the PEIR will only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries,
the other libraries will have on-screen versions,
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Sirasue 6A Stangart Geenany tncnrerly
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PARRY LAW
t2-t4 Ostord Street Whi’slable

Kent CTh 108

T519323

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday;
9am-6pm; Saturday: lOam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Broadstairs Library
The Broadway, Broadstairs,
CT1 0 2B5

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
9am.6pm; Thursday: 9am.8pm;
Saturday:_9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed

Alpha Road, Birchington,

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(ÜTHE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

Opening Hours

Ct7 9EG

(Birchinglon Library

Notice underArticle 13 of the Town & Country Piannlng (Devetopment Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015
Notice under Article B of the Town & Country Planning (Generat Oeveiopmont Procedure) Order 1995
Notice under Secllon 67 andbor Section 73 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
Notice under RegulatIon 5 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Regulations 1990
Notice under Regulation 2 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Amendment) (England) Regulations 2015

Cliftonville Library
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
Queen Elizabeth As’enue,
9am-5pm; Wednesday & saturday:
I Margate, CT9 __.4!m.1 pm; Sunday: Closed
Deal Library
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Broad Street, Deal,
Saturday: 9am-5pm; Sunday: lOam-4pm
CT146ER

I

• Herne Bay Library
Monday to Friday: 9am.6pm;
124 High Street, Herne Bay; Saturday: 9am.Spm; Sunday: Closed
Cr6 Sly

i Margate Library
I Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,
CT9 iRE
i

Minster-in-Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
Minster, Ramsgate,
Cr12 4EA
Newington Library
Marlowe Academy,
Marlowe Way; Ramsgate,
Cr12 6NB
Ramsgate Library
Guildford Lasvn, Ramsgate,
Cr119AY

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
9am.6pm; Thursday: 9am.8pm;
Saturday: 9am.Spm;
Sunday: Closed

-

Monday, Tuesday & Thursday:
9am-l pm & 2pm.5pm;
I Friday: 9am-5pm;
Saturday: 9um.tpm;
Wednesday & Sanday: Closed

j

Mondas; Tuesday, Thursdas; Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sanday: Closed
to Friday: 9am.6pm;
I Monday
Saturday:

—

9am-5pm; Sunday: Closed

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
13 Market Streel, Sandwich, 9am-5pm; Wednesday: 9am-1 pm;
Saturday: lOam-i pm; Sunday: Closed
9DA

Sandwich Library

Westgate Library
Minster Road,
Westgate-On-Sea,
Cr8 8BP

Monday & Wednesday: 9am-Spm;
(Tuesday & Friday: 9am.6pm;
Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm;
Thursday & Sunday: Closed

All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000413131.
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents will also he available to view at the
following Consultation Eeents at svhich anyone is welcome to attend—
: Consultation Event

Date and time

Ramsgate
Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,
; Ramsgate, Cr11 8DT

Tuesday 23 January: 12 Noon-Bpm

Herne Bay
The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
HerneBay,Cr66BA

Wednesday 24 January: 12 Noon-Bpm

y—-

‘

The bottoming applications hose been submitted ion consideralion by

Any representations should be submitted via puuhc access on the planning pages of thn website www.canterbury.gov.uk to arrive on or before
Friday 2 February 2018,

The weekly lIst of applications can be viewed on our website at www.senterbury.gov.uk
Friday 12 January 2018

One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, svlll be made available, free of charge, by emailing
manston@communityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 08000304137
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be provided but ibis will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delivery. A USB cops of all consultation documents, including thePEtR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
•

OftF1

project website: svsvsv.rsp.co.uk;
By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to

rxssnstonconsaltation@bdb.law.co.uk;
By post: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses
can be posted to Mansion Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, SO Broadway, London SW1H OBL; and
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms will be available
at the Consultation Events and can be left at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 11 .59pm on Friday
16 February 2018.
RiverOak requests that responses State the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate who is making it,
and provide an address to ss’hich any correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent.
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to ibis
consultation will be treated contidentially and processed and handled in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The intormation may be
disclpsed to or shared with RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contracbors and advisors who provide services to RiuerOak in connection
svibh thy preparation of an application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This ‘will allow RiverOak to fully consider the
responses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connection svith our application for any consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authorit the Secretary of Stale or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies of all
consaltation responses received. If a request is made, RiverOak is under
a legal obligation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of State.
By sufsmitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees
that we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary or State via
the Planning lnspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authority if requested.
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undersigned Solicitors on or before
16/03/2018, after which date the
Estate will be distributed having

regard only to daims and interests
of which they have had notice.
GIRLINGS

39 William Street Home Bay
Kent CT6 55tH
T5f579l
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Your ticket to the world

—

—

Experience the beauty of Iceland, Greenland and Scotland
when YOU sail in comfort with an interior room on board
Boudicca.

Departing from Dover, let Boudicca be your guide to exploring
the remote, yet breathtaking regions of Greenland.
Simply stunning fjords and waterways, astonishing natural
wonders and fascinating settlements all await discovery in
this elusive country.

Crosskeys Travel & KM Travel Exclusive
From only £2,349pp Saving £50!
-

How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this consultation please contact the
Project Team by:
Email: manstoncoiisultationebdh-law.co,uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SWill 081
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 January 2018

EVELYN MAY DOWELL Deceased
Purnovt to thelnown Act 925 anyone
haung a cltho agamst seas newest m the
euote of the deceased. bte of 36
Carendon Road, A,enhan. Canterbury.
CII 3AG,wtio 6nd on ThtO/20I7,must
send wdtten parricu’ars to the address
below by 71n3)2OiRafterwlch slate the
Estacew8 be ciowdused hadng regard only
to clabus and interests notified
SWWThist Corporation
Unit 3, Checkpoint Coors. Lincoln,
LN6 3tW Ref. 1911

PLUS a choice of FREE All Inclusive Drinks or
£200 Tour Credit!
Including Door 2 Door Transfer service. (Based on 2 adults)

t

To advertise
please call
01622
717744

“

Enjoy full board and the welcoming, home-from-home
ambiance, ample space and fantastic restaurants, lounges,
bars and facilities of a smaller, friendly ocean-going
cruise ship.

claim

19/10/2017, are required to send
particulars thereof in writing to the

1

Fred. Olsen Cruise The Fjords of Greenland (16 nights)
Wednesday 8th August Saturday 17th August2018

HAZEL CYNTHIA NEALE

against or an interest in the Estate
of the aforementioned deceased,
late of 8 Lawrence Gardens Home

SAIL
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(Deceased)
Pursuant to the Trustee Act 1925
any

the council:

CAII171O2743IFUL: 140 Regent Street, Whitotable, CT5 11W Pmposod two-otomy mar eniension. Applicant: Ut and Mm Butler
Reason: Conservation area.
CAII171O27BOtADV: 15-17 Oxford Street, Whliotabie, CT5 1DB Retrospective application for lbs erection and display of iwo non-illumInated fascia
signs to front elevation. Applicant: Mr Richardson Reason: Conservation area.
CNiI71O2B22NAR: 31A Hotiow Lane, Canterbury, CTI 3SB Vacation ofcondiliso 02 ldrawingo( of planning pennisnion CNi17/01575!FUL for the
proposed root over garage and irrert projection; to allow variation to external materials. Applicant: Mr Berry Reason: Conservation area.
CAIII7tO2B34IFUL: 34 Joy Lane, Whltstable. CT5 4LT Proposed single-siorey rear eutension, singie.utorey ouibuiidinglcar poil In rear and porch
still to imnt following demolition of eotension. Applicant: Mr Hameft Rosuon: Conservation area.
CMI7IO2B5IiLB: Collared, 24 Burgate, Canterbury, CTI 2HA Application for listed building conseni for internal alterations including innertion of wall.
Applicant: Mr Blggs Reason: Work to a lobed building.
CAI!17b028521LB: 30-32 Burgale, Canterbury, CTI 2HA Application for listed buiiding consent to replace cement render with time render painted cream.
Applicant: Chapter of Canterbury Cathedral Reason: Work bo a holed building.
CNIIVO2B5BNAR: University of Kent, Glles Lane, Blean, CT2 7NZ Variation of condition 07 Ifoal and surface waterl of ptanning permission
CN17100745IFUL for the proposed three-siorey academic building, with associaied landscaping, inrrasimctore and other works following
demolition of the eoisting KROC buitdieg: to allow chanBe of wording from pro-commencement to pro-occupation. Applicant: WIlimoft Dixon
Reason: Major developmenl.
CN117IO2BT31LB: 49 St Peters Street, Canterbury, CTI 2BE Applicalean ton listed building conseni for internal and nolemal alterations flooding
windows to sole olevalion. Applicant: Submarine Sandwiches Curtsy Ltd Reason: Work to a listed building.
CNII71O2B74IADV: 45 HIgh Street, Whitsiable, CTS lAS Erecieni and display of one non-ilurrdnaied fonda sign and one non-ifluminated prcjedirrg sign.
Applicant: Box of Frogs Reason: Cooserealion area.
CAI!171028751LB: 17 Blackfrtars Street, Canterbury, CTI 2AP Application for listed building consent for replacement hei door.
Appticant: InspIred AcquIsitions Ltd Reason: Work to a listed building.
CAIiI7IO2BSINAR: Polo Fans Sports Club, Littieboume Road, Canterbury, CT3 4AF Removal of onniddoal 07 (code for sustainable homesl
and variation of condition 02 (approved drawingsl of planning permission CA1S4/OO5351FUL for the proposed residential development comprising 18
dwellings; to allow change of materials, alierati005 10 elevations including roof configurations and repositioning of dwelling and garages I plots 6-18).
ApplIcant: MIlIwood Designer Homes Ltd Reason: MaJor, development plan and public right of way.
CN1I7IO28951LB: Bayes Court, Hatch Lane, Chartham, CT4 7LP Applicalion for listed building consent for replacing a section of roof at mar from
Kent peg tiles in tead. Applicant: Mrs Churchlti Reason: Work to a listed building.
CAIII7IO29O4IFUL: 19 High Street, Name Bay, CT6 5LJ Proposed conversion of lower ground floor to boms a iwo-bedroom fat and alterations to
oppor ground floor level to form a one bedmomed flat together with raising of roof height. Applicant: Mr Ahad Reason: Conservation area.
CAJII71O29O5iFUL: 32 Conyngham Lane, Bridge, CT4 SJX Proposed single-storey rear aotension following demolition of esisting extension fogeiher
with pitched roof 10 side garage. Applicant: Mr and Mrs Lubanko Reason: Conservation area
CAI1I7iO2909JFUL: 19 Gulldford Road, Canterbury, CTI 3QD Proposed single-storey rear notension. Applicant: Mr and Mrs Van 0. Merwe
Reason: Conservation area.
CN1I7IO2924WUL: 3 Church Lane, Adlsham, CT3 3JH Proposed creation of new parking space and formation of access Applicant: Mr F Mount
Reason: Conservaildu area
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ABTA
Tb. Travet Association

+

WHIT$TABLE

I’
www.kentonllne.co.uk/whitstable

GAZETTE
TRUSTED NEWS FOR WHITSIABLE
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I
JACKSON-STOPS
01227 781600
Sales and Lettings

ac

kmtm lO6fm

THURSDAY, JANUARY 4, ?018 £7.40
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Town remembers
club stalwart

Banking on
burrito$
A former bank building on the High Street
is on the verge of being converted into a
Mexican restaurant—with its vaults hosttag private parties.

NatWest moved out of the site last sum
mer. Now a couple want to bring a touch
of tacos to the town centre by converting
it into a “cool” eatery. They also want to

SPOOKY
Is top fashion
store haunted?

The former NatWest building In Whltstable High
Street could become a Mexican restaurant

provide a cocktail bar plus outside seating.
Plans have been submitted to city councifiors with the team behind it hoping jf
ailgoestoplan,itcouldbeopenforbusi-

SALE

FURTHER REDUCTIONS*

ness by May. They also want to turn one
of the former vaults into a function room
available for hire.
•Seepage5

GRATEFUL
Gran thanks teens
who came to aid

3

-

-r

40

Thui’qtlay, January 4, 2018 (Kb)

• Removals I Storage

To advertise: 07227 768181

Books
• Books

-

-

REMOVALS/DELIVERIES
COLLECTIONS/RECYCLING
KCC REGISTERED
STORAGE AVAILABLE
LOCAL & LONG DISTANCE
Luton Van & 1 or 2 men,
Attordable Prices
245w 7 days a week.

Folkestone 07900 974874
01303 240740

Herne Bay
Removals
Jumbo Luton Van
• Single items £10
• 1 bed flat £100
• 2 bed flat £150
• 3 bed hse/bung
£150/200

07737
137366

General

JAGUAR E-TYPE Portrait of a
design icon, by Glen Smale,
hardback, like new, accept £17

• Secondhand
Furniture
CABINET Mahogany wood, 2
drawers & double doors, on
legs (106cm widen 82cm high

x5ocrnl £45 01227 784210

• Washing Machines I
Dryers
‘V

• WASHER DRYER Tricity Bendin,
white, half load function £95

01 227 784210

07982309199

Sports

Musical

Buying,
Selling or

• Wind Instruments

• Bikes and Cycles
‘V
F/18’, W/26. 18

renting
your home?
Gnnntneta
wwwkestne”se,cn iasfuonlsannd

FLUTE Pearl Flute suitable grades
1-6 fSO ono 01227 454923

,

KentHonis

ToEederwe nsalw a difFerence

Speed, Stand,

Lights 60 Lock t year old. Can

• Hunting, Shooting,
Fishing

DRIVETIME

HACKING JACKET Ladies Brown
Tweed. Dublin. Size 3ttins. £40

JACKET Ladies Black
Saddlemanter. Size 10. £30

SHOW

01227 765267

Wedding

Rob Wilts j 6pm

gt)SIC

• Wedding Fashion
BRIDESMAID DRESS Debut. Size
8. Burgundy. Full length.
Strapsfstrapless. Never worn.

£25

NOTICES
• Public Notices

Notice underArtlcle 13 of the Town & Country Planning (Development Management Procedurel (England) Order 2015
Notice under ArticleS of the Town & Country Planning (General Development Procedure) Order 1995
Notice under Section 67 andlor SectIon 7301 the Planning (Listed Buildings end Conservation Arae) Act 1990
Notice under Regulation 5f the Planning (LIsted Buildings and ConservatIon Areas) Reguletions 1990
Notice under Regutation 2 of the PlannIng (LIsted Buildings and Conservation Areas) tAmendment) (England) Regulations 2015

The tollowing applications have been submitted for conshinretion by the council:

0

CN1171527511ADV: Tadpole Tea Rooms, Court Lodge Pane, Frog Lane, Bishopsbourne, CT4 5HR Retrospective application for the erection and
display of four non-illuminated signs. Applicant: Hardres Court Farm Reason: Consecvatlon area.
CAIII7IO27S4IFUL: 56A High Sheet, Whitatabie, CT5 lED Proposed change of use born banS to drinking establishment, use or land to rear as ouldoor
sealing area, instatiabon of eotradton system to side and removal 0IATM. Applicant: EA Secuddee (Whiletabie) LImited Reason: ConservaSon area,
CAJII7IO2SO4ILB: 114 Sweachgate, Broad Oak, Stuny, CT2 DOP Apptcat’sas toe l’eted building consent for Internal and eetemal aherat’ions,
Applicant: Wedgewood Homes Reason: Work to a cited building.
CAIII7!O2SO7ILUE: 4445 High Street, Canterbury, CTI 25A Application toe lawful development carlificatn for noisbng use as cafe
Applicant: Climb Up LImited Reason: Setting at listed building in conservation area.
CNII7IO2B3IIFUL: 17 Harbour street, Whitatabte, CT5 lAO Proposed single-storey and first floor rear extensIons following demolition of entens’mn.
and change of use from retail to restaamntlcafe with iniemal aterabons. Applicant Mr and Mrs ingolitby Reason: Consewatlon area,
CATh7a2837lFUL Tudor Collage, The Street, Bosetngham, Upper Hardres, CT4 6DY Proposed iwo-stray rear eutenscin, Applicant Mr D Hyen
Reason: Conservation area,

Notice was iven in May and June 201 7 that RiverOak Strategic Partners
Limited (‘RiverOak’) of 50 Broathvay, London SW1 H OBL intends to
apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent
girder DCO under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 the 200R
Act’) to uuthorise the reopening of MansIon Airport in Kent (“the Projettl.
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 June
and 23 july 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
Manston A(rport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares (732
acres), and which first operated as an RAF base in 1916 and most recently
operated usa passenger airport until it syas closed in May 2014. RiverOak
is proposing to redes’elop and reopen the site as a hub for international
air treight svhich also oilers passenger. esecutiss’ travel and aircraft
engineering services,
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and throuph
ongoing design development. RivwOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure Ilsat its consultation and
application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 ‘the 2017
Regulations’’. It is follosving the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure
that its assessment is us up-to-date and comprehensis’e as poesible. The
assessment will nosy adclitionatly consider the ellects of climate change
on the Project, the effects 01 the Project on climate change, impacts of
svasle, impacts on human health and impacts trom the risks of major
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitment5 sehich it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts
of aircraft noise. ‘these proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plas syhich is one of the sew consultation documents published and
RiverOuk are seeking views on this document in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local community and has produced a Statement at Community
Consultation “SoCC’i svhicls sets out hess’ RiverOak will undertake its
consultation. Additionally; Ris’erOak has a duty to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Ad inline ss’ith Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of
the application and svhere a cops’ of the consultation documents can be
viewed.
Proposed Works
The proposed XO will, amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runss’as and improving the parallel taxiway;
• constructing 19 nesv air cargo stands;
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a new
passenger terminal;
• completely re-titling the airfield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
new fire training area;
• building nesv air cargo facilities:
• developng a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current
Airlraffic Control toss’er
• an aircraft receding facility;
• u flight training school;
• a fixed-base operation for esecutive travel;
• building ness aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highsvav impros’ement works to ensure improved access to and
around Manston Airport, including a ness’, permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire Way ss’hich ss’ill help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development (“EtA deveiopment”l, us defined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed svorks constitute development for svhich
Environmental Impact Assessment svill he required. An Environmental
Statement will therefore be submitted as part of the proposed application
containing information aboiat the environmental eHects of the proposed
desnlopment. Preliminary environmental information can be founsl in
the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report f”PEtR9 ss’hich
forms part of the consultation material,
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—

•
•
•

an introduction to the consultation;
an updated preliminary’ environmental information report l”PElRf;
a non-technical summary’ of the PEIR;

•

an updated masterplan;

• a Noise Mitigation Plan;
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
• an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and
• a feedback form,
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018 y’ou can viesv and
dosvnload the consultation documents on and from RiverOaks project
website at wsvsv.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies will also be uvailuble to view free
of charge at the following locations and times. Due to its size, hard copies
of the PEIR ss’ill only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries,
the other libraries will have on-screen versions.

j9pening Hours
Monday, Tuesday Thursday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturdas’: toam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday; Closed

Alnlra Road. Birchington,
Ct7 9EG

Broadstairs Library

CT1O 285

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
9am.6pm; Thursday’: 9am’Bpm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed

Cliftonville Library
Queen Elizabeth As’enue,
Margate, CT9 31X

Monday, Ttiesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-Spm: Wednesdas’ & Saturday;
9urn-t pm; Sunday: Closed

Deal Library
Broad Street, Deal,

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday’: 9am-Spm; Sunday’: lOam’.4pm

I The Broadway, Broadstairs,

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

CAGE Large corner cage.

send picsLl60077ll 106506

KLC Lioursed

• CDs I Records

COt’UACP°1227262--- ,
lOOxlOOcm.
180cm
high.
Dismantleu for transport, £290
OS 227 765267

I

REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)

• Pet Foods 1Accessories

VAN & MAN
2417 SERVICE

Sound and Vision

Pets

PARROT

Venue
I Birchington Library

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
OF THE PLANNING ACt 2008

07399 359072

HYBRID BIKE Ducale Hi Ten.

FULLY INSURED
CALL MATT
01227 363788
07917 095157

•

-

7 days till 9.OOpm
REMOVALS-DELWERfl
SINGLE ITEMS

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

LEISURE

Cr14 6ER

Henne Bay library
Monday to Friday: 9um’6pm;
. 124 High Street, Herne Bay,
Saturday’: rtam-5pm; Sunday; Closed
1Cr6 51 Y
Margate Library
Thanet Gatewas’ Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate.
_CT9 1 RE

Monday, Tuesday Wednesday, Friday:
9am-6pm: Thursday’: 9am-Bpm;
Saturday; 9am-Spm;
Sunday’; Closed

Minster-in-Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
I Minster, Ramsgate,
I CT1 2 4EA

Monday, Tuesday & Thursday;
9am-1 pm & 2pm-Spm;
Friday: 9am-Spm;
Saturday: 9am-1 pm;
Wednesday & Sunday; Closed

Newington Library
I Marlowe Academy,
Marlowe Way, Rumsgate,
(112 6N8

Monday; Tuesday, Thursday, Friday;
9um’6pm; Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm:
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

kamsgate Library
Gu3dford Lawn, Ramsgate,
CD 1 9AY

Monday to Friday’: 9am.hpm;
Saturday: 9am.5pm; Sunday: Closed

,
‘

i

‘

‘

Sandwich Library
Monday; Tuesday; Thursday’, Friday:
113 Market Street, Sandwich, 9am-Spm: Wednesday; 9am.lpm;
Saturday: lOum.tpm; Sunday: Closed
(113 9DA
Westgate Library
Minster Road,
Westgate-On.Sea,
CT8 8BP

Monday & Wednesday: Qum-Spm:
Tuesday & Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday; 1 Oam-2pm;
Thursday & Sundae: Closed

All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 0300041 31 31.
The opening hours are correct ut the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents seill also be available to view at the
folloss’ing Consultation Esents at which anyone is svelcome to attend—
Consultation Event

Date and ‘lime

Ramsgate

Tuesday 23 January; 12 Noon-8pm

(Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,
Ramsgate. CT1 1 8DT
‘Herne Bay
IThe King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Herne Buy, Cr6 68A

Wednesday 24 January; 12 Noon-Bpm

One copy’ per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, will be made available, free of charge. by emailing
manstonCcommunityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 0800 030 4137
Mondays to Friday’s between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be provided but this will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delivers: A USB copy 01 all consultation documents, including the PEIR.
can also he provided Iree of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project website: www.rsp.co.uk;
• By email: Consultation responses can Ire emailed to
manstonconsultation0bdh-Iaw.co.uk;
• By post: Feedback Forms and any’ other consultation responses
can be posted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBL; and
• At the Consultatinn Events: Feedback Forms will be available
at the Consultation Events and can he left at the Event or returned
by’ post to the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 1159pm on Friday
16 February 2018

RiverOak requests that responses stale the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate svho is making it,
and provide an address to svhich any’ correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent.
Personal information that is supplied to RiyerOak in response to tins
consultation will be treated confidentially and processed and handled in
accordance with the Data Protecliois Act 1998. The information may be
disclosed to or shared with Ris’erOak connected companies, agents.
contractors and advisors scho provide cervices to RiverOak in conneclion
with the preparation of an application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This ss’ill allow RiverOak to tullv consider the
responses and use them is the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application for des’elopmest consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connection with our application tar any’ consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary’ of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOuk to supply copies of all
consultation responses received. If a request is made, RiverOak is under
a legal oblifation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of State,
By submitting a consultation response to RinerOak, a respondent agrees
that xs’e may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary’ of State via
the Planning Inspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this consultation please contact the
Project Team by:
Email: manstonconwltation@bdb-law.co.uk
Manston Airport Consultation, Birtham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SW1H OBL
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 January2018
Post:

CAIIITIO2B3BIFUL: Manor Fannhouse, I The Street, Adisham, CT3 3J1 Proposed insertion of four timber windows to gable ends. Applicant: Sir Nice
Reason: Setting of listed building in conservation area.
CATh7!028391LB: Manor Fannhouse, 1 The Street, Adisham, CT3 3J1 Applicat’mn for listed building consent for insertion of four Umber windows to

gable ends. ApplIcant: Sir Nice Reason: Work to a listed buIlding.

-U
C
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CNII7IO2BS3IFUL: Beach Cottage, Sea Wall, Whitetable, CT5 IBX Proposed window to mar elevation. Applicant: Mm West Reason: Setting of
toted buiiding to conservation area,
CAIII7IO28S4ILB: Beach Cottage, Sea Wall, Whttstabie, CT5 IBX Application for listed building consent for proposed window to rear elevation.
Applicant: Mrs Weet Reason: Work to a listed beiidieg.
CNI171028651FUL: 6 Suffolk Street, Whitatabie, CTS 4HA Proposed replacement of spec windows and front door with tmber. installation of French
doors and enlargement of rear windows. Applicant: Mr Oliver Reason: Conservation area.
CNII7IO2ST9IFUL: 18 St Johns Crescent, Tyter Hilt, Hackington, CT2 SNB Proposed s’mgle-storey side extension following demolition of
outbuilding. Applicant: Ms S Surfontein Reason: Conservation area,
My representations should be submifted va public access on the planning panes of the website www.canterbury.gov.uk to arrive on or before
Friday 26 January 2018.
The weekly list of applications can be viewed on our website at www.canterbury.gov.uk

FrIday S January 2018
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Electric car points
revealed

£5,000 DEBT
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‘I won’t stand again’

HEALTH
Is Aussie flu set
to sweep in?
I
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Former Whitstable MP Sir Julian Brazier says he will
not apply to stand for re-election.
The veteran Tory lost his seat to Labour’s Rosie
Duffield In a shock result at the ballot box In June.
And this week, amid much speculation about who his
successor will be, he officially took himself out of the
running to fight the next election. See page 4
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CHRISTMAS LIGHTS ORGANISERS
STILL IN RED DESPITE £22,500
COLLECTION
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ENVIRONMENT
Getting tough
on plastics
I
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GARDNER CROFT
s

0
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OUR FAMILY TEAM ARE ALWAYS HERE FOR YOU:
Relationship Breakdowns & Divorce, Family Financial Matters,
Domestic Violence, Cohabiting Couples, Prenuptial Agreements. Children

01227 813 400
enquiriesgardnercrott.co.uk

Private Client

-

Property

-

Family

-

Disputes & Claims

Commercial

www.gardnercroft.co.uk
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• Public Notices

j

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED

Venue

SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48
Of THE PLANNING ACT 2008
REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND
PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009
(“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)
NOTICE Of PUBLICATION Of STATEMENT OF
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE
PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSION AIRPORT

.
.

Notice was iven in May and June 201 7 that RwerOak Strategic Partners
Limited t”R,verOak”) of 50 Broadsva London SW1 H OBL intends to
apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent
Order (“DCO’) under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (“the 2008
Act”) to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent (“the ProjecC).
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 1 2 lune
and 23 July 201 7 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
Manston Airport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares (732
acresi, and which first operated as an RAF base in 1 91 6 and most recentl
operated as a passenger airport until it seas closed in May 201 4. RiverOa
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a hub for international
air freight which also offers passenger, executive travel and aircraft
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through
ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant svith the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (“the 2017
Regulations”). It is following the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure
that its assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible. The
assessment will now additionally consider the effects of climate change
on the Project, the effects of the Project on climate change, impacts of
waste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of major
accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitments which it proposes to make to control the ads’ense impacts
of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plan” which is one of the new consultation documents published and
RiverOak are seeking viesvs on this docuhient in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local communit) and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation )“SoCC’) which sets oat how RiverOak will undertake its
consultation. Additionally, RiverOak has a duly to pablicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line svith Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of
the application and sshere a copy of the consultation documents can be
vieseed.
Proposed Works
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel taxisvay;
• constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
• constructing four nnsv passenger aircraft stands and a nesv
passenger terminal;
• completely re-fining the airfield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing tire station and constructing a
nesv tire training area;
• building nesv air cargo facilities;
• developing a ness’ air traffic control service, demolishing the current
Air Tratfic Control tower
• an aircraft recycling facility;
• a flight training school;
• a fixed-base operation for executive travel;
• building nesv aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highway improvement works to ensure improved access to and
around Manston Airport, including a ness; permanent, dedicated
access on Spitfire Way which svilt help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment
development CEIA development”i, as defined by the 2017 Regulations.
This means that the proposed scorks constitute development tor which
Environmental Impact Assessment svill he required. An Environmental
Statement svill therefore be submitted us part of the proposed application
containing information about the environmental effects of the proposed
development. Preliminary environmental iniormation can be found in
the updated Preliminary Environmental Intormation Report (“PEIR”) svhich
forms part ot the consultation material,
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary ens’ironmental information report l”PEIR”l;
• a non-technical summary of the PEIR;
• an updated maslerplan;
• a Noise Mitigation Plan:
a Statement of Community Consultation;
• an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and
• a feedback form.
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018 you can view’ and
dosvnload the consultation documents on and from RiverOak’s project
website at svssw.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies will also be available to view tree
of charge at ibm following locations and times. Due to its size, hardcopies
of the PEIR will only be as’ailable at Deal, Margute and Rumsgate libraries,
the other libraries will have on-serene versions.

URSULA CHARLOHE
BETIANY (Deceased)

HAZEL CYNTHIA NEALE

In the Trenton Act 1925 any
persons hashag a claim ag&nsl m an

Pursuant to the Trustee Act 1925

Pursuant

interest in the Estate of the atone
mentioned deceased, late nt Senetekior

Stiasxe BA
o

°

—i

Stangast Gennany foreo.y
ot Elv’nure Bridge Ri Bridge Cardethury
Kent CT4 5AX, else stied on Ot/t0120t7,
use required to send particulars thereof in
setting In the undersigned Solicitors en or
before tt531201 8, uher whet dote Ihe
Estate will be distributed having regard
snip to claimn and interests of winch they
huse had notice.
PARRY t.AW
12-14 Outnrd Street Whitotable
T5f9323
Keel CT5 iDE

Opening Hours

Birchington Lihrary

Alpha Road, Birchington,

Monday Tuesday, Thursday Friday:
,

cr7 9EG

9arw6pm; Saturday: ioam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

‘Broadstairs Library
The Broadway, Broadstairs,
CT1 0 285

Mondax; Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday;
9am-6pm; Thursday: 9am-flpm;
Saturday: 9am-5pm; Sunday: Closed

Cliftonville Library

Mondas; Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-5pm; Wednesday & Saturday:
9am-1 pm; Sunday: Closed

‘ Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
Margute, CT9 3lX

Deal Library
Broad Street, Deal,
CT146ER

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday: 9um-lpm; Sunday: 1 Oam-4pm

Margate tibrary
Thanet Gateway Plus,
‘ Cecil Street, Margate,
CT9 1 RE

Monday, Tuesday Wednesday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Thursday: 9um-Bpm;
Saturday: 9am-5pm;
Sunday: Closed

Minster-in-Thanet Library
4A Monkton Road,
Minster, Ramsgale,
CT1 2 4EA

Monday, Tuesday & Thursday:
I 9am-1 pm & 2pm-Spm;
Friday: 9am-5pm:
Saturday: 9am-1 pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Newington Library
Marlowe Academy,
Murlosvn Way, Ramsgute,
CT126NB

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed

Ramsgate Library
l Guit&ord Lawn, Ramsgate,
CT1J 9AY

Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturdoy: Sam-5pm; Sunday: Closed

‘

,

I
‘

I

19/152017, are required to send

particulars thareot in writing to tErn
undersigned Solicitors on or before

afar which date the
Estate will be distributed having
regard only to claims and inteteafs
at which they have had notice,
16/03/2018,

GIRLING5

William Street Heme Bay
Kent CTB 5NR
T5t979t
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Sandwich Library
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday:
13 Market Street, Sandsvich, 9am-5pm; Wednesday: 9am-1 pm;
Saturday: 1 Dam-i pm; Sunday: Closed
,

_T1 3 9DA

Wesigate Library
Miester Road,
Westgate-On-Sea,
CT8 8BP

,

Monday & Wednesday: 9am-Spm;
Tuesday & Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday: iOam-2pm;
Thursday & Sunday: Closed

All ofthe libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000 41 31 31.
The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents will also be available to view at the
follosving Consultation Events at which anyone is welcome to attend—
I
.

Consultation Event

Date and Time

Ramsgate

Tuesday 23 lanuary: 12 Noon.Bpm

Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade,
Rumsgate, Cr1 1 8DT

: Herne Bay
The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
Herne Bar; CT6 68A

under Article 13 of the Town & Country Plaening (Development Management Procedure) tEnotand) Order 2015
under Article 8 of the Town & Country Planning (General Development Procedure) Order 1995
under SectIon 67 anWor SectIon 73 of The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
under RegulationS of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Regulations 1990
under Regulation 2 of the PlannIng (Listed Buitdings and Conservatton Areas) (Amendment) (Engiand) Regutattons 2015

The toilowing npplicauons have been sabmitled fof consideration by the council:

Herne Bay Library
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm;
124 High Street, Herne Bay, Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed
IY

CNII7IO2T43IFUL; 140 Regsnt Street. Whltstable, CT5 11W Proposed two-storey rear entension. Applicant: Mr and Mrs Butter
Reason: Conservation area.
CA1517502760!ADV: 15-17 Oxford Street, Wbltstabte, CT5 1DB Retrospective application for the erection and display ot two non-Illaminatea tascia
signs to front elnoation. Applicant: Mr RIchardson Reason: Conservation area.
CAI517102822NAR: 31A Hollow Lane, Canterbury, CTI 3SB Variation of condition 02 Idrawinos) of planning permission CN/l7lOl57SIFULfor the
proposed mof oser garage and front profectlon: to allow variation to external materials. Applicant: Mr Berry Reason: Conservation area.
CNII7IO2834WUL: 34 Joy Lane, Whlistable, CT5 4LT Proposed oingle-storey mar eotension, ningle-stomy outbuildinglcar port 10 rear and porch
intll to front following demolition of attention. ApplIcant: Mr Hamett Reason: Conservaiion area.
CNII7IO2B5IILB; Collared, 24 Brargate, Canterbury, CTI 2HA Application for listed building consent for internal aterations induding insertion of wall,
Applicant: Mr Blggs Reanon: Work to a listed building.
CM171028521LB: 30-32 Burgate Canterbury, CTI 2HA Application for listed building consent to replace cement render with lime render painled cmam.
Applicant: Chapter of Canterbury Cathedral Raauon: Work to a listed building.
CAIII7IO2B5BNAR: University of Kent, Gites Lane, Btean, CT2 7NZ Varialion of condition 07 Ifoul and surface watarl of planning permission
CNS7IOO745IFUL for the proposed throo-storey academic building, with associated landscaping, iofrastmctnre and other works following
demolition ot The enioting KRDC building: to allow change of wording from pro-commencement to preoccupation. ApplIcant: WIlImoft Olnon
Reason: Mainr development.
CN517I028731LB: 49 St Peters Street, Canterbury, CTI 2BE Application tsr listed building consent for internal and eutemat alterations including
windows to side elevation. Applicant: SubmarIne SandwIches Corby Ltd Reason: Work to a lisled building.
CN/17102874IADV: 45 High Street. Whllatabie, CT5 lAS ErectiOn and display ofone non-Illuminated fonda sign and one non-Illuminated projecting sign.
Applicant: Box of Frogs Reason: Conservation area.
CAIII7(02875!LB: 17 Btackfdara Street, Canterbury, CT1 2AP Application for listed building consent for replacement front dour.
Applicant: Inspired Acquisitions Ltd Reason: Wont to a lisled building.
CNSI7IO2B8INAR: Polo Farm Sports Club, LiHieboume Road. Canterbury, CT3 4AF Removal of condition 07 Icode for sustainable homes)
and variation of condtion 02 lapproved drawingsl of planning permission CPJ14II)0535/FUL for Ihe proposed residential development comprising 58
dwellings; to allow change of materials, aterations 10 elevations including roof contigurailtess and reposilioning of dwelling and garages (plots 6-16).
Applicant: Miliwood DesIgner Homes Ltd Reason: Major, development plan and public right of way.
CA15171028951LB: Sayes Court. Hatch Lane, Chartham, CT4 7LP Application for listed building consent for replacing a section of rdot al rear from
Kent peg tiles to lead. Applicant: Mrs Churchill Reason: Work to a listed building.
CAJS17IO2904IFUC: 19 Htgh Street, Hems Bay, Cr6 5LJ Proposed consersion of lower ground floor to form a two-bedroom nal and alterations to
upper ground floor level to form a one bedroomed flat together with raising of roof height. Applicant: Mr Ahad Reason: Conservation area.
CNII7IO2905IFUL: 32 Conyngham Lane, Bridge, CT4 5JX Proposed single-storey rear eutension following demolition of eotsting entension together
with jotthed roof to side garage AppilcanLi Mr and Mrs Lubenko Reason: Conservation area,
CAIII7IO2909IFUL: 19 Gulldford Road, Canterbury, CT1 300 Proposed single-slorey rear eulension. Applicant: Mr and Mrs Van Os Merwe
Reason: Conservation area.
CN5171029241FUL: 3 Church Lane, Adlsham, CT3 3JH Proposed creation of new pushing space and formation of access. Applivant Mr F Mount
Reason: Conservation area
Any representations should be submilted via public access on the planning pages of Ihe websile www.canterbury.gov.uk to amen on or before
FrIday 2 February 2018.
The weekly list of applications can be viewed on our website at www,canterbury.gov.uk
Friday 12 January 2018

Wednesday 24 lanuary: 12 Noon’8pm:

One copy per person of all consultation documents, encept for the
PEIR, will be made available, free of charge, by emailing
manston@communityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 0800 030 4137
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be provided but this svill incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
•

OCkF1C Thtvet

project ss’ebsite: svvssv.rsp.co.uk;
By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to

manstonconsullation@bdb-law.couk;
By poxt: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses
can be posted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell, 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBC; and
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms svill be available
at the Consultation Events and can be left at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 11.S9pm on Friday
16 February 2018.
RiverOak requests that responses state the ground of representation, the
nature of sour interest in the proposed Project, indicate seho is making it,
and provide an address to which any correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent.
Persuseal information that is supplied to Ris’erOak in response to this
consultation will be treated confidentially and processed and handled in
accordance svith the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be
disclosed to or shared with RiverOak connected companiec, agents,
contractors and advisors who provide services to RiverOak in connection
with the preparation of an application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008. This will allosv RiverOak to fully consider the
responses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application for development consent under the
Planning Act 2008 or in connection with our application for any consents
or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretarv of State or the
Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies ot all
consultation responses received, If a redluest is made, Riverctak is under
a legal oblipution to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of State.
By submitting a consultation response to RiverOuk, a respondent agrees
that see may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via
the Planning Inspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation
Authority’ if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this consultation please contact the
Project Team by:
Email: mairetonconsultationttbdb-tawco.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,

FLY

•

50 Broadway, London SWIH OBL
Telephone: 08000304137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm

3 lanuary 2018

(Deceased)

any persons basing a claim
against or an interest in the Estate
at the atorementioned deceased,
late at 8 Lawrence Gardens Flame
Bay Kent CT6 6NL, who died on

Notice
Notice
Notice
Notice
Notice

EVELYN NAY DOWELL Deneased
Pursuant to the Trustee Act 1925 anyone
hating a cbinss against or ass internet in the
Estate of the decease& late of 36
Clarendon Rand, Aieshans, Canterbury,
Cl] 3AG,wlso dod an 22i10120t7,must
send written paniculars tn the address
below by 218312018. utter which thte the
Esratewa be dinteddated beâsg regard oeh
to dairns and intereutu nodded.

SWWTh,st Corporation

Unit 3, Checkpoint CowL Lincoln,
CN6 3PW Ref 1911
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Your tic-ket to the world

ABTA

Fred. Olsen Cruise The Fjords of Greenland (76 nights)
Wednesday 8th August Saturday 17th August 2018
—

the Travel Assocrat,on

—

Experience the beauty of Iceland, Greenland and Scotland
when you sail in comfort with an interior room on board
Boudicca.
Enjoy full board and the welcoming, home-from-home
ambiance, ample space and fantastic restaurants, lounges,
bars and facilities of a smaller, friendly ocean-going
cruise ship.
Departing from Dover, let Boudicca be your guide to exploring
the remote, yet breathtaking regions of Greenland.
Simply stunning fjords and waterways, astonishing natural
wonders and fascinating settlements all await discovery in
this elusive country.

it.

,,,yp

Crosskeys Travel & KM Travel Exclusive
From only £2,349pp Saving £50!
-

PLUS a choice of FREE All Inclusive Drinks or
£200 Tour Credit!
Including Door 2 Door Transfer service. (Based on 2 adults)
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ENVIRONMENT & INFRASTRUCTURE

ENVIRONMENT & INFRASTRUCTURE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED
SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a) AND SECTION 48 OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008
REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING (APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED FORMS AND PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS 2009 (“THE
2009 REGULATIONS”)
NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND NOTICE PUBLICISING A PROPOSED
APPLICATION FOR A DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR MANSTON AIRPORT
Notice was given in May and June 2017 that RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited (“RiverOak”) of 50 Broadway, London SW1 H OBL intends
to apply to the Secretary of State for Transport for a Development Consent Order (“DCO”) under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (‘the 2008
Act”) to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent (“the Project”).
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 June
and 23 July 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the Manston Airport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares (732
acres), and which first operated as an RAF base in 1916 and most recently operated as a passenger airport until it was closed in May 2014.
RiverOak is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a hub for international air freight which also offers passenger, executive travel and
aircraft engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through ongoing design development, RiverOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (“the 2017 Regulations”). It is following the latest 2017 Regulations to make
sure that its assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible. The assessment will now additionally consider the effects of climate
change on the Project, the effects of the Project on climate change, impacts of waste, impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of
major accidents and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of
commitments which it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts of aircraft noise. These proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation
Plan” which is one of the new consultation documents published and RiverOak are seeking views on this document in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult the local community and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation (“S0CC”) which sets out how RiverOak will undertake its consultation. Additionally, RiverOak has a duty to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line with Regulation 4 of the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be viewed.
Proposed Works
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel taxiway;
• constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a new passenger terminal;
• completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a new fire training area;
• building new air cargo facilities;
• developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current Air Traffic Control tower;
• an aircraft recycling facility;
• a flight training school;
• a fixed-base operation for executive travel;
• building new aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highway improvement works to ensure improved access to and around Manston Airport, including a new, permanent, dedicated access on
Spitfire Way which will help to reduce airport related traffic on the local road network.
The proposed project is an Environmental Impact Assessment development (“EIA development”), as defined by the 2017 Regulations. This
means that the proposed works constitute development for which Environmental Impact Assessment will be required. An Environmental
Statement will therefore be submitted as part of the proposed application containing information about the environmental effects of the
proposed development. Preliminary environmental information can be found in the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report
(‘PEIR”) which forms part of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation documents include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report (“PEIR”);
• a non-technical summary of the PEIR;
• an updated masterplan;
• a Noise Mitigation Plan;
• a Statement of Community Consultation;
• an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and
• a feedback form.
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018 you can view and download the consultation documents on and from RiverOak’s project
website at www.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies will also be available to view free of charge at the following locations and times. Due to its size, hard
copies of the PEIR will only be available at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries, the other libraries will have on-screen versions.
Venue
Opening Hours
Birchington Library, Alpha Road, Birchington, C17 9EG
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday: 9am-6pm; Saturday: lOam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed
Broadstairs Library, The Broadway, Broadstairs, CTJ 0 2BS
Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday: 9am-6pm; Thursday:
9am-8pm; Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed
Cliftonville Library, Queen Elizabeth Avenue, Margate, CT9 31X
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday: 9am-5pm; Wednesday &
Saturday: 9am-1 pm; Sunday: Closed
Deal Library, Broad Street, Deal, CT1 4 6ER
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm; Saturday: 9am-5pm; Sunday: 1 Oam-4pm
Heme Bay Library, 124 High Street, Herne Bay, CT6 5JY
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm; Saturday: 9am-5pm; Sunday: Closed
Margate Library, Thanet Gateway Plus, Cecil Street, Margate, CT9
Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday: 9am-6pm; Thursday:
1 RE
9am-8pm; Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed
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Venue
Minster-in-Thanet Library, 4A Monkton Road, Minster, Ramsgate,
CT12 4EA
Newington Library, Marlowe Academy, Marlowe Way, Ramsgate,
CT12 6NB
Ramsgate Library, Guildiord Lawn, Ramsgate, CT1 1 9AY
Sandwich Library, 13 Market Street, Sandwich, CT13 9DA

Opening Hours
Monday, Tuesday & Thursday: 9am-1 pm & 2pm-Spm; Friday:
9am-Spm; Saturday: 9am-ipm; Wednesday & Sunday: Closed
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday: 9am-6pm; Saturday: lOam-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm; Saturday: 9am-Spm; Sunday: Closed
Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday: 9am-Spm; Wednesday:
9am-; pm; Saturday: lOam-i pm; Sunday: Closed
Westgate Library, Minster Road, Westgate-On-Sea, CTS 8BP
Monday & Wednesday: gam-5pm; Tuesday & Friday: 9am-6pm;
Saturday: 1 Oam-2pm; Thursday & Sunday: Closed
All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000 41 31 31. The opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents will also be available to view at the following Consultation Events at which anyone is welcome to attend
Consultation Event
Date and Time
Ramsgate, Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade, Ramsgate, Clii 8DT
Tuesday 23 January: 12 Noon-8pm
Heme Bay, The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill, Herne Bay, CT6 6BA
Wednesday 24 January: 12 Noon-8pm
One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the PEIR, will be made available, free of charge, by emailing
manston@communityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be provided but this will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
• Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the project website: www.rsp.co.uk;
• By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to manstonconsultation@ibdb-law.co.uk;
• By post: Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses can be posted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell, 50
Broadway. London SW1H OBL; and
• At the Consultation Events: Feedback Forms will be available at the Consultation Events and can be left at the Event or returned by post to
the address stated above.
Comments must be received no later than 11.59pm on Friday 16 February 2018.
RiverOak requests that responses state the ground of representation, the nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate who is
making it, and provide an address to which any correspondence relating to the representation may be sent.
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this consultation will be treated confidentially and processed and handled in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be disclosed to or shared with RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors who provide services to RiverOak in connection with the preparation of an application for development consent under
the Planning Act 2008. This will allow RiverOak to fully consider the responses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon
submission of our application for development consent under the Planning Act 2008 or in connection with our application for any consents or
licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State or the Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies of all
consultation responses received, If a request is made, RiverOak is under a legal obligation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of
State. By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a respondent agrees that we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of
State via the Planning Inspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation Authority if requested.
How to contact us:
If you have any questions about this consultation please contact the Project Team by:
Email: manstonconsultation@bdb-law.co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell, 50 Broadway, London SW1H OBL
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 January 2018
(2939391)

Planning
TOWN PLANNING
DEPARTMENT FOR TRANSPORT
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
The Secretary of State gives notice of the proposal to make an Order
under section 247 of the above Act to authorise the stopping up of a
length of Stanley Street at Salford in the City of Salford.
If made, the Order would authorise the stopping up only to enable
development as permitted by City of Salford Council under references
16/68325/OUT and 17/70082/REM.
Copies of the draft Order and relevant plan will be available for
inspection during normal opening hours at City of Salford Council,
Salford Civic Centre, Chorley Road, Salford M27 SAW in the 28 days
commencing on 04 January 2018, and may be obtained, free of
charge, from the address stated below quoting NAURAN/NW/
S247/3 127.
Any person may object to the making of the proposed order by
stating their reasons in writing to the Secretary of State at
nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk or National Transport Casework
Team, Tyneside House, Skinnerbum Road, Newcastle upon Tyne NE4
7AR, quoting the above reference. Objections should be received by
midnight on 01 February 2018. Any person submitting any
correspondence is advised that your personal data and
correspondence will be passed to the applicant/agent to be
considered, If you do not wish your personal data to be forwarded,
please state your reasons when submitting your correspondence.
G Patrick, Casework Manager
(2941621)

DEPARTMENT FOR TRANSPORT
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
The Secretary of State gives notice of the proposal to make an Order
under section 247 of the above Act to authorise the stopping up of a
south westem part width of Pott Street at Altrincham in the
Metropolitan Borough of Trafford.
If made, the Order would authorise the stopping up only to enable
development as permitted by Trafford Council, under reference
67009/FUU1 5.
Copies of the draft Order and relevant plan will be available for
inspection during normal opening hours at Altrincham Town Hall,
Market Street, Altrincham WA14 1PG in the 28 days commencing on
04 January 2018, and may be obtained, free of charge, from the
address stated below (quoting NAURAN/NW/S247/3i 13).
Any person may object to the making of the proposed order by
stating their reasons in writing to the Secretary of State at
nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk or National Transport Casework
Team, Tyneside House, Skinnerbum Road, Newcastle upon Tyne NE4
7AR, quoting the above reference. Objections should be received by
midnight on 01 February 2018. Any person submitting any
correspondence is advised that your personal data and
correspondence will be passed to the applicant/agent to be
considered. If you do not wish your personal data to be forwarded,
please state your reasons when submitting your correspondence.
G Patrick, Casework Manager
(2941622)
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H Gove forced
Blair ‘warned Trump’ that to plough
£lObn into
UK may have spied on him farm grants
• New book claims former PM was angling forjob

• President ‘horrified’ at own election victory

Ben Webster Environment Editor

Rhys Blakely, Boer Deng Washington

Tony Blair warned Donald Trumps
aides that British intelligence may have
spied on them during the election,
according to an explosive new book.
The former prime minister met Jared
Kushner, son-in-law to Donald Trump
and a senior aide, at the White House
last February.
According to the author Michael
Wolff, Mr Blair shared a ‘juicy rumour”
during their meeting
“that the Brit
ish had had the Trump campaign staff
under surveillance, monitoring its tele
phone calls and other communications
and possibly even Trump himself’
The claim is made in fire and fury:
Inside the Trump White House, which
draws on 200 interviews with Mr Trump’s
circle and the president himself.
Mr Blair is said to have been angling
for a role as an adviser to Mr Trump on
the Middle East. A month after his
tip-off, Britain’s relationship with the
United States nosedived when Sean
Spicer, then the ‘White House press
secretary, claimed that GCHQ, the
British signals intelligence agency, had
spied on Trump Tower during the
election. GCHQ denied the claims as
“utterly ridiculous”.
The book suggests that Mr Blair gave
the impression that the Obama admin
istration may have dropped hints that
SUCh surveil[ance would be helpful.
Last night a spokeswoman for the
former prime minister responded: “It is
all a complete and total fabrication’
adding that Mr Blair had made no pitch
to be the president’s Middle East envoy.
The account provides a scathing
portrait of Mr Trump and a West Wing
hit by inexperience and feuding among
its senior staff. It claims that:
• Mr Trump promised his wife, Mela
nia, that he would not win the presi
dency. The future first lady wept when
she realised that he had won.
• Ivanka Trump, his daughter who is
married to Mr Kushner, wants to be the
first female president.
• Steve Bannon, Mr Trump’s former
chief political strategist, said that a
meeting between three top Trump
campaign officials and a lawyer linked
to the Kremlin amounted to “treason”.
Mr Trump said last night that Mr
Bannon had “lost his mind’
The book claims that Mr Trump
started election day in a buoyant mood.
He expected to lose but believed that
his campaign had boosted his personal
brand and would prove lucrative. Mr
Bannon allegedly later recounted how
Mr Trump’s demeanour transformed as
—

the votes came in: “A befuddled Trump
morphing into a disbelieving Trump
and then into a horrified Trump.”
When he realised that he was on course
to become president, Mr Trump
“looked as if he had seen a ghost”,
according to his eldest son, Donald Jr.
On inauguration day Mr Trump was
“visibly fighting” with his wife. He is
said to have found the White House an
intimidating home. He and Melania have
separate bedrooms, the first residents
to sleep apart since the Kennedys. Mr
Trump asked for two more TVs to be
installed in his bedroom, bringing the

total to three. He demanded a lock on
the door, resulting in a stand-off with
his secret service, who insisted on
having access to his room.
He was said to have banned domestic
staff from touching his belongings,
especially his toothbrush, partly
because of a fear he could be poisoned.
This phobia apparently helps to explain
his taste for fast food, which is “safely
pre-made” by a McDonald’s cook who
has no idea who will eat it. Mr Trump
told his housekeepers when he wanted
his sheets changed, and would strip his
own bed. Ivanka Trump is said to treat

her father with “a degree of detach
ment”, mocking his hairstyle to friends.
The colour, she would point out, was
from a product called Just for Men
the longer it was left on, the darker it
got. Impatience resulted in Mr Trump’s
orange-blond hair.
A spokeswoman for Mrs Trump
described the book as “bargain fiction’
Stephanie Grisham added: “Mrs Trump
supported her husband’s decision to
run for president She was confident he
would win and very happy when he did.”
Exclusive extract, pages 8-9
—

Trump taunts North Korea, page 30

Farmers will be guaranteed the same
level of subsidy they now receive from
the European Union for five years after
Brexit in a government U-turn
expected to cost more than £10 billion.
Michael Gove, the environment
secretary, will tell industry leaders that
“basic payments” made per acre under
the EU’S common agricultural policy
(CAP) will continue until March 2024.
The commitment, to be made in a
speech at the Oxford Farming Confer
ence today, follows intense lobbying by
the National Farmers’ Union for its
members to be given greater certainty.
Mr Gove has repeatedly criticised
the CAP and its central concept of
paying farmers according to the
amount of land they own. More than
two thirds of the £3 billion that farmers
receive annually under the CAP is paid
per acre, with subsidies accounting for
more than half their total income.
The environment secretary has
pledged radical reform to link future
farm subsidies to public benefits, such
as protecting wildlife, but today will
admit that the new system will take
longer to implement than envisaged.
The government promised in last
year’s election manifesto to match the
“same cash total” paid to farmers under
the CAP until 2022. The manifesto did
not commit to matching individual
payments to farmers, many of whom
have complained that they cannot
invest in new tractors and other items
because of uncertainty over Brexit.
While Mr Gove’s announcement will
give certainty to most farmers, he will
also warn the largest landowners that
their payments may be capped before
2024. The government has yet to decide
the level of the cap but it could be
implemented using a sliding scale, with
the 3,500 farmers who receive more
than £100,000 each annually getting a
lower amount per acre above a certain
number of acres.
Several billionaires are among
recipients of the highest farm subsidies
under the CAP, including Khalid
Abdullah al-Saud, who breeds race
horses on a Newmarket farm that
receives more than £400,000 a year.
There are 39 recipients of £1 million or
more a year, including farms owned by
Sir James Dyson, the inventor who
backed Brexit.
Mr Gove will say: “I want to give
farmers and land managers time and
the tools to adapt to the future, so we
avoid a precipitate cliff edge but also
prepare properly for the changes which
are coming. I want to develop a new
Continued on page 2, col 3
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Fellows

RIVEROAK STRATEGIC PARTNERS LIMITED
SECTION 42, SECTION 47(6)(a)AND
SECTION 48 OFTHE PLANNING ACT 2008
REGULATION 4)NFRASTRUCTURE
PLANNING (APPLICATIONS: PRESCRIBED
FORMS AND PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS
2009 (“THE 2009 REGULATIONS”)
NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF STATEMENT
OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION AND
NOTICE PUBLICISING A PROPOSED
APPLICATION FORA DEVELOPMENT
CONSENT ORDER FOR
MANSTON AIRPORT

•
K

o

JOpeningHou

Birchington Library
Alpha Road, Birchingnon,
Cf7 9EG

•

•

‘

building new aircraft maintenance hangars and developing areas of
the ‘Northern Grass’ for airport related businesses; and
• highway improvement works to ensure improved access to and
around Manston Airport, including a new, permanent. dedicated
access on Spitfire Way which will help to reduce airport related
traffic on the local road network
The proposed project is an Environmental lmpactAasessment development
fDA development”), as defined by the 2017 Regulations. This means that
the proposed works constitute development for which Environmental
Impact Assessment will be required. An Environmental Statement will
therefore be submitted as part of the proposed application containing
information about the environmental effects of the proposed development.
Preliminary environmental information can be found in the updated
Preliminary Environmental Information Report (“PEIR”) which forms part
of the consultation material.
Details of the proposed application and copies of the consultation
documents include—
• an introduction to the consultation;
• an updated preliminary environmental information report (“PEIR”):
• a non-technical summary of the PEIR;
• an updated masterplan:
a Noise Mitigation Plan:
a Statement of Community Consultation;
an updated analysis on air freight capacity and need; and
a feedback form.
From Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2Q18 you can view
and download the consultation documents on and from RiverOak’s project
website at www.rsp.co.uk. Hard copies will also be available to view free
of charge at the following locations and times. Due to its size, hard copies
of the PEIR will only be available at Deal, Margace and Ramsgate libraries,
the other libraries will have on-screen versions.
•
•

c

+

‘Monday.Tuesday,Thursday, Friday:

-I

Broadthirs Library
The Broadway, Broadstairs,

CTIO 2BS

Herne Bay Library
124 High Street, Herne Bay,
CT6SJY

Monday to Friday 9am-6pm:
Saurday: 9am-5pm: Sunday: Closed

Margate Library
Thunet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate,

Monday,Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday:
9am-6pm:Thursday 9am-8pm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm:

Newington Library
Marlowe Academy,
Marlowe Way, Ramsgate,
CTI26NB
Ramugate Library
Guildford Lawn, Ramsgate,

& Thursday:
9am- lpm & 2pm-Spm:
Friday:
I
9am-Spn: Saturday: 9am-I pm:
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed
Monday,Tuesday,Thuraday, Friday:
9am-6pm; Saturday. I Oam-2pm:
Wednesday & Sunday Closed
Monday to Friday: 9am-6pm:
Saturday: 9am-5pm: Sunday: Closed

CTI I 9AY
Sandwich Library

Monday,Tuesday,Thursday, Friday:

13 Market Street, Sandwich,
CTI3 9DA
Westgate Library
Minster Road,
Westgate.On.Sea,
CT8 8BP

9am-Spm;Wednesday: 9am- I pm:
Saturday: lOam-f pm:Sunday:Closed
Monday & Wednesday 9am-Spm;
Tuesday & Friday 9am.6pm;
Saturday: l0am-2pm;
Thursday & Sunday. Closed

All of the libraries can be contacted by telephone on 03000 4 I 3 I 3 I The
opening hours are correct at the time of publication.
Copies of the consultation documents will also be available to view at the
following Consultation Events at which anyone is welcome to attend—
.

I ConnultationEvent
Ramsgate

jDate and Time

I Comfort Inn,Victoria Parade,

I Tuesday 23 January: 12 Noon-Bpm

Ramsgate, Cr1 I 8DT

Heme Bay

King’s Hall, Beacon Hill,
I The
I Herne Bay, Cr6 6BA

Wednesday 24 January: I 2 Noon-8pm

One copy per person of all consultation documents, except for the
PEIR, will be made available, free of charge, by emailing
manston@communityrelations.co.uk or by telephoning 0800 030 4137
Mondays to Fridays between 9am and 5pm. A hard copy of the PEIR can
be provided but this will incur a charge of up to £500 for printing and
delivery. A USB copy of all consultation documents, including the PEIR, can
also be provided free of charge.
Comments on the proposals can be made:
•
•

The following were admitted as Fellows of the Royal Society
of Chemistry in
November 2017 and are entitled to use the letters FRSC:
Fellow (FRSC)

Monday,Tuesday,Thursday, Friday
9am-Spm: Wednesday & Saturday:
9am-lpm: Sunday Closed
Monday to Friday 9am-6pm;
Saturday: 9am-Spm: Sunday: I Oam-4pm

4A Monkton Road, Minster,
Ramsgate, CT 12 4EA

‘

9am-6pm; Saturday: l0am-2pm;
Wednesday & Sunday: Closed
Monday,Tuesday.Wednesday, Friday:
9am-hpm;Thursday. 9am-Bpm:
Saturday: 9am-5pm;Sunday-. Closed

Cliftonvflle Library
Queen Elizabeth Avenue,
Margate, CT9 3JX
Deal Library
I Broad Street, Deal,
CF 14 6ER

I

Notice was given in May and June 2017 that RiverOak Strategic
Partners Limited (“RiverOak”) of 50 Broadway, London SWIH OBL
intends to apply to the Secretary of State forTransport for a Development
Consent Order (“DCO”) under section 37 of the PlanningAct 2008 (“the
2008 Act”) to authorise the reopening of Manston Airport in Kent (“the
Project”).
Following the notice RiverOak undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with the 2008 Act and the 2009 Regulations between 12 June
and 23 July 2017 relating to the redevelopment and reopening of the
Manston Airport site, which comprises approximately 296 hectares (732
acres), and which first operated as an R.AF base in 1916 and most recently
operated asa pasaenger airport until it was closed in May2014. RiverOak
is proposing to redevelop and reopen the site as a hub for international
air freight which also offers passenger, executive travel and aircraft
engineering services.
In considering the responses to the statutory consultation and through
ongoing design development. RiverOak has developed and refined its
proposals and has taken the decision to ensure that its consultation and
application documentation is compliant with the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (“the 2017
Regulations”). Ic is following the latest 2017 Regulations to make sure that
its assessment is as up-to-date and comprehensive as possible. The
assessment will now additionally consider the effects of climate change on
the Project, the effects of the Project on climate change, impacts of waste,
impacts on human health and impacts from the risks of major accidents
and disasters. RiverOak has also considered the comments received on
mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of commitments which
it proposes to make to control the adverse impacts of aircraft noise. These
proposals are detailed in the “Noise Mitigation Plan” which is one of the
new consultation documents published and RiverOak are seeking views
on this document in particular.
Under sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act RiverOak has a duty to consult
the local community and has produced a Statement of Community
Consultation (“SoCC”) which sets out how RiverOak will undertake its
consultation. Additionally, RiverOak has a duty to publicise the proposed
application under section 48 of the 2008 Act in line with Regulation 4 of
the 2009 Regulations. This notice therefore outlines the main details of
the application and where a copy of the consultation documents can be
viewed.
Proposed Works
The proposed DCO wilt amongst other things, authorise—
• upgrading the runway and improving the parallel caxiway;
• constructing 19 new air cargo stands;
• constructing four new passenger aircraft stands and a new passenger
terminal;
• completely re-fitting the airfield navigation aids;
• refurbishing or replacing the existing fire station and constructing a
new fire training area;
• building new air cargo facilities;
developing a new air traffic control service, demolishing the current
Air Traffic Concrol tower;
• an aircraft recycling facility;
a flight training school;
a fixed-base operation for executive travel;

Thursday January 42018 THE TIMES

Online: A copy of the Feedback Form is available to fill in at the
project website: www.rsp.co.uk:
By email: Consultation responses can be emailed to

mansconconsultation@bdb-law.co.ulc
•

By posL Feedback Forms and any other consultation responses
can be potted to Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson
Bell. 50 Broadway, London SW I H OBL and

•

At the Consultation Events: Feedback forms will be available
at the Consultation Events and can be left at the Event or returned
by post to the address stated above.

Comments must be received no later than I I.S9pm on Friday
6 February 2018.
RiverOnk requests that responses state the ground of representation, the
nature of your interest in the proposed Project, indicate who is making it,
and provide an address to which any correspondence relating to the
representation may be sent.
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this

consultation will be treated confidentially and processed and handled in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information may be
disclosed to or shared with RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors who provide services to RiverOak in connection
with the preparation of an application for development consenc under the
ManningAct 2008. This will allow RiverOak to fl,lly consider the responses
and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon submission
of our application for development consent under the Planning Act 2008
or in connection with our application for any consents or hicences from
the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State or the Civil Aviation
Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies of all consultation
responses received. If a request is made, RiverOak is under a legal
obligation to supply copies of the response to the Secretary of State. By
submitting a consultation response to RiverOak a respondent agrees that
we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via the
Planning Inspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation Authority
if requested.
How to contact us:
W.you have any questions about this consultation please contact the Project
Team by
Email: manstonconsultation@bdb-Iaw.co.uk
Post: Manston Airport Consultation, Bircham Dyson Bell,
SO Broadway, London SWIH OBL
Telephone: 0800 030 4137 Mondays to Fridays 9am to 5pm
3 January 2018
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James Crawford
Ian Ronald Crossley
Cathleen Crudden
Anthea Davies
Matthew Davies
Michael Davies
Silvia Marilia De Brito Costa
Francesco De Sarlo
Ramesh C. Deka
Hai Deng
Louis Diorazio
Mary Kate Donais
David Douce
Jianzhong Du
John Dunlop
Warwick Dunn
Christopher Dyer
Rainer Ebel
Dave English
Dell Farnan
Rasmus Fehrmann
Joel Ferguson
Robert Field
Caroline Finucane
lan Fisk
Linda Forsyth
Bruce Foxman
Maria French
Caroline German
Bruce Gibb
John Gilday
Phil Goddard
Royston Goodacre
Sarah Goodchild
Andrew Goodwin
Cohn Graves
Nicole Grobert

-

Owen Guy
Jason Mallets
Wadood Hamad
Ming-Yong Han
Erica Harper
Pascal Harper
David Harris
Keith Harris
Kennelh Harris
Jeremy Hastings
Clare Hawkins
Jr Hau He
Amanda Jane Heath
Tom Henman
Stephen Hickey
William Martin Marie Hogan
Darren Holling
Luciano Howard
Xing-Jiu Huang
Philip Hughes
Corrie lmrie
Michael Johnson
Judith Jones
Rakesh Joshi
Anthony John Timothy Jull
Kourosh Kalantar-Zadeh
Thomas C. Keane
Jellery W. Kelly
John Kerr
Frencesca Kerton
Victoria Kett
Boris Kharissov
Petr Kilian
Martin King
Aart Willem Kleijn
Timothy Korter
Sylvain Ladame
Choon Lam
Oliver Lanning
Sarah Larsen
Charles Laughton
Gavin Lazaro
Zhen Li
David A. Lightner
Thisbe K. Lindhorst
Rob Liakamp
]ianli Liu
Sudantha Liyanage
Antony Lord
Graeme Lowe
Owen Roger Lozman
Alenka Luzar
Michelle Lynch
Suman Majumder
John Malkinson
Chuanbin Mao
Martin James Maple
Daniel Nelson Margetson
Maria Paula Marques
Rudi Marquez
Lennart Martens
Sarah Masters
Alastair McIntosh
Alison McMullan
Joue Luis Medina-Franco
Alfred J. Meixner
Peng Miao
Ian Miller
Peter Minshall
Tomoyuki MQchida
Vicent Moliner
Helen Muirhead
Ravi Naidu
Roger Newman
Peter Nockemann
Alison Nordon
Gregory Offer
Martin Palmer
Ananth Pannala
Kamal Kishore Pant
Timothy Parkinson
Jayantilal Patel

THE TIMES
LEGAL, PUBLIC, COMPANY &
PARLIAMENTARY NOTICES
To place notices for these sections
1ease call: 02074814000 or
supportservkes@news.co.uk

Ian Paton
Plichard Payne
Sarah Perrett
Chris Phillips
Eli Pollak
Stephen Poulston
Stephen Price
Adham Ramadan
Andrew Ray
Guy Richards
Raphael Rodriguez
Nima Roohpour
Howard Rosenberg
Sharon Rossiter
Kei Saito
Matk Salisbury
Ramanujam Saraghi
Dipak Sarker
Shailendra K Saxona
Taro Sekikawa
Steven Setford
Anin Shunker
Michael Shaver
Robert Shaw
Helen Sheridan
Yvonne Sharon Sheridan
Anderson Ho Cheung Shum
Jan Skakle
Andrew Smith
Claire Louise Spencer
Deborah Steel
Hazel Stephenson
Carsten Streb
Ramesh T. Subramaniam
Sowrirajan Sumathi
Changquan Calvin Sun
Zhihua Sun
Kevin Sutcliffe
Thomas Swanston
Martin Sweatman
Bien Tan
Tomoaki Tanase
Chuanbing Tang
Peter Tomkins
Sergio Trasatti
Eimer Tuite
William Bruce Turnbull
Tell Tuttle
Israr UI Hassan
Pascal Van Der Voort
John Varcoe
Yan Voloshin
Gary Walker
Nicholas Walker
Guoxiu Wang
Mingkui Wang
Elaine Waterson
Julia Wates
Mike Watkinson
John Weightman
Gina Wenham
Ian Wesley
LLD Arunakumari Wickramanayake
Alan Francis Williams
Michael Williams
Thomas Ffrancon Williams
Alison Willows
Gerald Wilson
Lu Xiao-Quan
Bengang Xing
Zhichuan J. Xu
Takashi Yamashita
Huai Yang
Xiangdong Yao
Masaaki Yoshifuji
Nigel Andrew Young
Zulkarnain Zainal
Tianyou Zhai
Xian-Zheng Zhang
Yong Zhang
Feng Zhao
Eli Zysman-Colman
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Appendix 49: Table of compliance with 2018 SoCC and supporting information
Section

Commitment

Evidence

4.1

Statutory consultation under
section 47 of the Act will take place
between Friday 12 January and
Friday 16 February 2018.
This covers a period of five weeks.
The minimum required under the
Act is 28 days.

The dates were advertised on
consultation documents including in the
published Statement of Community
Consultation.
The dates were advertised on
consultation documents including in the
published Statement of Community
Consultation.
Details of the consultation were widely
advertised in the local media (see
Appendix 52 of the Consultation Report).

4.2

4.3

This statutory consultation is open
to everyone. It will provide an
opportunity for both organisations
and the general public to scrutinise
and comment on our proposals,
which include more detailed
information than was available
during our earlier first statutory
consultation held between Monday
12 June and Sunday 23 July 2017.
It will include details of the
proposed noise mitigation plan, as
well as further information on
environmental matters and how the
proposals have developed.

Postcards were delivered to all
properties within a three kilometre radius
of the airport site, as well as the whole of
Ramsgate and Herne Bay, and areas in
between. This area consisted of over
50,000 properties. A copy of the
postcard and distribution areas can be
found at Appendix 51. Prescribed bodies
(see Appendix 42), non-statutory
organisations and local elected
members, MPs and MEPs (see
Appendix 43) were also consulted.
Copies of the consultation documents
(see Appendices 32 and 34-41) were
available for the duration of the
consultation on the Project website and
in local libraries as well as the two public
consultation events.
RSP produced a non-technical summary
of the Preliminary Environmental
Information Report (PEIR) as part of the
suite of consultation documents.
An Introduction to the Consultation
document provided an overview of what
was being consulted on and what had
changed between 2017 and 2018
consultations.

4.5

We will therefore be including
preliminary environmental
information as part of the
consultation documents.

The full PEIR (nine volumes) was
available for the duration of the
consultation on the Project website and
in local libraries as well as the two public
consultation events. USBs containing
the full suite of consultation documents
was also available at each of the above
and on request.

5.1

We will promote the consultation in
a number of different ways,
including:
• sending the suite of consultation
documents to all those properties in
the following categories:
• those whose land would be
subject to compulsory acquisition
powers in our application should
agreement not be reached on
acquiring the land voluntarily; •
those whose land would be subject
to the compulsory acquisition of
existing interests in their land or the
creation of new interests in or
restrictions over it, should
agreement not be reached on
acquiring or creating these
voluntarily; and
• those whose land is not subject to
acquisition but we have been
advised that the landowners may
be entitled to make a claim for
compensation due to either the
construction or operation of the
project.

The list of addresses set out to the left
can be found at Appendix 52.
A covering letter was posted to each
address with the following enclosed:
In hard copy:
 an Introduction to the
Consultation;
 a Feedback Form, which can be
used to respond to the
consultation
 a copy of RiverOak’s notice
under section 42, section
47(6)(a) and section 48 of the Act
(which we are required to include
in our consultation material).
In electronic copy:
 an updated preliminary
environmental information report
(“PEIR”);
 a non-technical summary of the
PEIR;
 an updated masterplan;
 a Noise Mitigation Plan;
 a Statement of Community
Consultation; and
 an updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need.

5.1

5.1

5.1

5.1

5.1

5.1

5.1

Advertising in the East Kent
Mercury, Dover Mercury,
Canterbury Gazette, Herne Bay
Gazette, Whitstable Gazette,
Faversham News, and Thanet
Gazette during the two weeks
before the first week of the
consultation.

Sending emails to those who have
previously expressed an interest in
the Project and provided us with an
email address.
Sending letters and/or emails to
elected representatives in the area
including MPs, MEPs, Thanet
District and Kent County
councillors.
Sending letters and/or emails to
local community groups and
organisations who we are aware
are active in the
area and for whom we have
contact details.
Providing information about the
consultation on our website,
www.rsp.co.uk.
Issuing press releases to local
press. This will be done once at the
start of consultation and once later
in the
consultation to encourage people
to get involved.
Using Twitter, @RSPManston and
Facebook,
www.facebook.com/RSPManston
to send out updates during the
consultation period. Please note,
feedback will not be accepted
through social media.

Copies of adverts as seen in
newspapers can be found at Appendix
52 and copies of the combined s.47/s.48
notice as seen in newspapers can be
found at Appendix 47. Between these
two sets of advertising, both nonstatutory and statutory, these covered a
combination of 3 weeks advertising, with
the first as follows:
- 3/4/5 January: s.47/s.48 notice
10/11/12 January: s.47/s.48 notice and
non-statutory advert
- 17/18/19: non-statutory advert
Copies of the emails sent to those who
had previously expressed an interest
can be found at Appendix 60.
A list of addresses can be found at
Appendix 43. Letters were also sent to
Dover District and Canterbury City
councillors. A template letter can be
found at Appendix 61.
A list of addresses can be found at
Appendix 43. A template letter can be
found at Appendix 61.

Details of the information provided on
the RSP website and statistics for visits
during the consultation can be found at
Appendix 52.
A list of media outlets were sent a press
release about the consultation. Copies
of the press releases and copies of
coverage can be found the statutory
consultation Media Report at Appendix
52.
Copies of all tweets and a selection of
facebook posts can be found in the
statutory consultation Media Report in
Appendix 52. For a full list of facebook
posts please visit
https://www.facebook.com/RSPManston/

6.1

6.1

The consultation documents will be
made available in the following
ways:
• published on our Project website,
www.rsp.co.uk for the duration of
the consultation, Friday 12 January
2018 to Friday 16 February 2018;

Details of the information provided on
the RSP website and statistics for visits
during the consultation can be found at
Appendix 52.

• printed copies will be available at
consultation events to review.
Copies of the Feedback Form and
Introduction to the consultation will
be available to take away; and

Documents were placed in libraries for
the duration of the consultation. A record
of library checks can be found at
Appendix 54.

• printed copies of consultation
documents will be placed in the
libraries listed below for review, for
the duration of the consultation
period. Due to the size of the PEIR,
it will only be available to review at
Deal, Margate and Ramsgate
libraries as well as online and at
the consultation events. The other
libraries will include all other
consultation documents, including
the non-technical summary of the
PEIR. We will check on a weekly
basis that the full suite of
consultation documentation
remains available and intact at
each of these locations.
One copy per person of all
consultation documents, except for
the PEIR, will be made available,
free of charge, by emailing
manstonconsultation@bdblaw.co.uk or by telephoning 0800
030 4137 Mondays to Fridays
between 9am and 5pm. A hard
copy of the PEIR can be provided
but this will incur a charge of up to
£500 for printing and delivery. A
USB copy of all consultation
documents, including the PEIR,
can also be provided free of
charge.

Documents were available at each
consultation event.

A full copy of the PEIR was also placed
in Herne Bay library following a request
from a local resident.

Service was made available but no
requests for the full PEIR were received.

Eight copies of the USB were requested
and issued. Seven copies of the full suite
of documentation (other than the PEIR)
were requested and issued.

7.1

8.1

8.2

8.3

9.1

10.2

During the consultation period we
will hold two further events, which
anyone who is interested in the
Project can attend, read the
consultation documents, see visual
displays of our proposals, talk to
our professional team, and leave
feedback. These events will be
staffed by members of the
RiverOak team and their
professional advisors.
There are various ways that you
can respond to the consultation. All
consultation responses must be
received no later than 11.59pm on
Friday 16 February 2018, or we
may not be able to take them into
account. By post / online feedback
form / by email / at the consultation
events.

Please note that unless there are
exceptional circumstances, the
Project team will not accept oral
feedback given either at events or
via our helpline. All feedback must
be provided in writing as set out
above.
We will provide an
acknowledgement for consultation
responses that include an email
address or postal address.
We have identified a range of
community organisations with a
potential interest in the Project,
including representatives of local
‘hard to reach’ people. To ensure
that ‘hard to reach’ groups are
encouraged to get involved in the
consultation, the materials will be
prepared to be accessible and
clear.
The contact telephone number and
email address are prominent on all
published material (including this
SoCC) and enable individuals to
contact the team directly with
questions or requests.

Two consultation events were held, as
advertised. Copies of visual displays can
be seen at Appendix 62.

A variety of feedback channels were
provided.
The Freepost address, email address,
website address and telephone number
were provided on the Consultation
Postcard (Appendix 51), Feedback
Form (Appendix 34), Introduction to
Consultation (Appendix 35) and
elsewhere such as on the Project
website.
No requests were made to provide oral
feedback.

Acknowledgments were issued for each
submission of feedback.

The list of community organisations and
hard to reach groups provided with
information on the consultation can be
found at Appendix 43.

The Freepost addresses, email address,
website address and telephone number
were provided on the Consultation
Postcard (Appendix 51), Feedback
Form (Appendix 34), Introduction to
Consultation document (Appendix 35)
and elsewhere such as on the Project
website.

10.2

10.2

10.2

10.1

11.2

11.3

App. 1

The Introduction to the
Consultation and Feedback Form
can be made available in
alternative forms on request (e.g.
large print, braille, languages other
than English)
Representatives of the identified
community groups and
organisations will be contacted
directly with details about the
consultation.
We have sought to ensure that
venues are accessible and can be
reached by public as well as private
transport. For anyone with specific
additional requirements in relation
to consultation events, please
email manstonconsultation@bdblaw.co.uk or call 0800 030 4137.
We will also be carrying out
statutory consultation with statutory
consultees and those with an
interest in the land under sections
42, 43 and 44 of the Act; and
publicising the Project in local and
national publications under section
48 of the Act.
We will carefully consider all of the
issues raised in the feedback and
will take this into account when
finalising the DCO application.
Issues identified from feedback will
be included in a detailed
Consultation Report submitted as
part of the DCO application, where
RiverOak will show how each issue
has been considered and if it has
led to a change in the proposals.
If, as a result of the feedback, the
Project changes to the extent that it
is necessary to undertake further
statutory consultation or it is
decided to undertake further
consultation for any other reason,
this will be undertaken, with those
likely to be affected, in accordance
with the principles set out in this
SoCC.
Below is a list of community groups
and organisations, over and above
statutory consultees, that we are
contacting directly with details of
the consultation.

No requests were received.

The list of community organisations and
‘hard to reach’ groups provided with
information on the consultation can be
found at Appendix 43.
Details of how to access each venue via
public transport were provided in section
7.1 of the Statement of Community
Consultation (Appendix 40) and on the
Project website.

Direct mail/emails were also sent prior to
the consultation to prescribed bodies
(see Appendix 45). Copies of the
combined s.47/s.48 notice as displayed
in local and national publications can be
found at Appendix 47.

The Consultation Report is document
TR020002/APP/6.1 of the submitted
application.

Not required.

The list of community organisations and
hard to reach groups provided with
information on the consultation can be
found at Appendix 43.
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Manston Airport Consultation postcode mapping
The following four maps (and the accompanying online versions; see website links) display the postcodes of individuals who attended the Manston Airport public
consultation events on 23rd (Ramsgate) and 24th (Herne Bay) January 2018. However, it should be noted that not all of approximate 870 attendees signed in, and only 693
provided their postcodes. The software used to generate the maps has a limit of 250 postcodes per map, and so the postcodes are grouped by location for ease of display.
The number of times a postcode was provided is indicated underneath the individual red location icon.

Map 1. Ramsgate
https://batchgeo.com/map/f29b6875c49fe0fe2091b09dd38907db
*Copy and paste web link

See Map 1 for
Ramsgate

Map 2. Thanet
https://batchgeo.com/map/b40cf59bd49d373b12bfd6298b1a2ca6

Map 3. Herne Bay
https://batchgeo.com/map/818460750881c42c8bc61efcaf05c6c1

Map 4. Canterbury
https://batchgeo.com/map/5110413e371403c81aa8c0c883c4d151
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Consultation Invitation
Reopening Manston Airport
Consultation: Friday 12 January to Friday 16 February 2018
RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited
(‘RiverOak’) is proposing to reopen
Manston Airport in Kent, primarily as a cargo airport.
The proposals will help meet a growing demand for air freight in the UK,
support the regional economy and protect the Airport’s unique heritage.
Since our consultation in summer 2017, we have developed our proposals in response to your
feedback. We would now like to hear your views on changes to the masterplan and additional
environmental information. To find out more, please visit www.rsp.co.uk.
You can download documents from our website or view them at local libraries (details overleaf).

You are also invited to attend our consultation events to view our plans and speak to the project team.
Ramsgate Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade, Ramsgate, CT11 8DT

Tuesday 23 January 2018: 12 noon - 8pm

Herne Bay The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill, Herne Bay, CT6 6BA

Wednesday 24 January 2018: 12 noon - 8pm

We look forward to hearing from you.
George Yerrall Director, RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited

You can respond
to the consultation
by 11.59pm on
Friday 16 February
2018 by completing
a feedback form at
the events, online,
by email or by post.

Consultation documents are available to view at the following libraries.
Due to its size, printed copies of the Preliminary Environmental Information Report are only available
at Deal, Margate and Ramsgate libraries. Printed feedback forms and memory sticks containing all
consultation documents are available to take away from all libraries.
Library

Opening hours

Birchington Library
Alpha Road, Birchington, CT7 9EG

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-6pm
Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed, Sun: closed

Broadstairs Library
The Broadway, Broadstairs, CT10 2BS

Mon, Tue, Wed, Fri: 9am-6pm
Thu: 9am-8pm, Sat: 9am-5pm, Sun: closed

Cliftonville Library
Queen Elizabeth Avenue, Margate, CT9 3JX

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-5pm
Wed, Sat: 9am-1pm, Sun: closed

Deal Library
Broad Street, Deal, CT14 6ER

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am-5pm
Sun: 10am-4pm

Herne Bay Library
124 High Street, Herne Bay, CT6 5JY

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am-5pm
Sun: closed

Margate Library Thanet Gateway Plus,
Cecil Street, Margate, CT9 1RE

Mon, Tue, Wed, Fri: 9am-6pm
Thu: 9am-8pm, Sat: 9am-5pm, Sun: closed

Minster-in-Thanet Library 4A Monkton Road,
Minster, Ramsgate, CT12 4EA

Mon, Tue, Thu: 9am-1pm and 2pm-5pm,
Fri: 9am-6pm, Sat: 9am-1pm, Wed, Sun: closed

Newington Library Marlowe Academy,
Marlowe Way, Ramsgate, CT12 6NB

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-6pm
Sat: 10am-2pm, Wed, Sun: closed

Ramsgate Library
Guildford Lawn, Ramsgate, CT11 9AY

Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm,
Sat: 9am-5pm, Sun: closed

Sandwich Library
13 Market Street, Sandwich, CT13 9DA

Mon, Tue, Thu, Fri: 9am-5pm,
Wed: 9am-1pm, Sat: 10am-1pm, Sun: Closed

Westgate Library
Minster Road, Westgate-On-Sea, CT8 8BP

Mon, Wed: 9am-5pm, Tue, Fri: 9am-6pm,
Sat: 10am-2pm, Thu, Sun: closed

To find out more,
please visit the
project website,
www.rsp.co.uk

Contact us at:
Email manstonconsultation@bdb-law.co.uk
Post B
 ircham Dyson Bell,
50 Broadway, London SW1H 0BL
Telephone 0800 030 4137
Visit www.rsp.co.uk

Coloured highlighting: distribution area
by team
County electoral division
District ward boundary approx.

Coloured highlighting: distribution area
by team
County electoral division
District ward boundary approx.

Coloured highlighting: distribution area
by team
County electoral division
District ward boundary approx.
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Statutory Consultation January-February 2018
Local media and Publicity Report
The Statutory consultation held in January and February 2018 was promoted via print advertising and
editorial, social media and email.

Consultation Event Advertising
Advertising space was secured in three local publications to promote the consultation and
consultation events.
On this occasion there was a particular focus on Herne Bay and Ramsgate communities, given the
nature of this phase of the consultation:
•
•
•

Dover Express (11 January, 18 January)
Kentish Gazette (11 January, 18 January)
Thanet Gazette (12 January, 19 January)

Social Media
Total Social Media reach of the second statutory consultation was 40,937.
Comprising:
•
•

Twitter posts: 34,220
Facebook posts: 6,717

27 tweets and posts were published in relation to the second consultation. All are
available to view on RSP Manston’s Twitter and Facebook pages.

Emails
Total email reach of the second statutory consultation was 5,695.92
•
•

Size of database: 2,637
Average open rate 54.9% (1,423.98)

Four campaign emails sent in relation to the second consultation.

Digital advertising
Total digital advertising reach of the second consultation was a maximum of 441,273
views.
Advert on Isle of Thanet News from 17 January – 16 February
•

The advert was visible on all pages of the website and there were
281,270 visits to the site during this time.
The advert received 146 click throughs to the RSP website.

•

Advert on Kent Courier website (Kent Live) from 13 January – 2 February
•
•

There were 160,003 confirmed views of the advert during this time.
The advert received 445 click throughs to the RSP website.

Website
There were 129,866 views of pages or documents on the RSP website relating to the statutory
consultation during January and February 2018.
Overall, the RSP website was visited 35,894 times in January and February, with a total of 112,330
page views during that time. Including:
•
•
•

The statutory consultation page on the website was visited 9,897 times, during January and
February, in relation to the second consultation.
Six news stories published on RSP website specifically in relation to the second consultation,
with a total of 10,318 views between them.
Consultation documents hosted on the RSP website were viewed 17,536 times and
downloaded 1,425 times.

Press releases and media coverage
Six press releases were issued to the local media in relation to the second statutory consultation:

•
•
•
•
•
•

22 November: RiverOak to ask the public about its fully-developed plans for Manston Airport
7 December: RiverOak confirms consultation events for January 2018
5 January: Statement of Community consultation published/details of consultation
12 January: Refined proposals and plans to reduce the impact of aircraft noise form heart of
2018 Manston Airport Consultation
22 January: RiverOak Manston consultation events get underway
26 January: Almost 900 people attend RiverOak consultation events

Selection of coverage achieved (does not include print versions of Kent Live/Kent Online stories which
were published in the Thanet Gazette, Kent Courier, Thanet Extra and Kentish Gazette, not coverage
achieved on BBC Kent, BBC South East and ITV Meridian). We are also advised that many of the print
articles appeared in multiple local editions, extending the reach significantly further.
A selection of the coverage can be viewed below.
https://theisleofthanetnews.com/new-consultation-dates-announced-for-manston-airport-siteproposals/
https://www.kentlive.news/news/kent-news/manston-airport-riveroak-dco-delay-818470
http://www.aircargonews.net/news/airport/single-view/news/manston-airport-reopening-moreconsultations.html
http://www.aircargoweek.com/reducing-aircraft-noise-heart-plan-reopen-manston-airport/
https://theisleofthanetnews.com/riveroak-strategic-partners-consultation-dates-and-events/
http://www.kentonline.co.uk/thanet/news/delay-for-companys-bid-to-135806/
https://theisleofthanetnews.com/rsp-manston-site-consultations-on-heels-of-voting-down-of-thedraft-thanet-local-plan/
http://www.kentonline.co.uk/thanet/news/consultation-events-after-council-no-158946/
https://theisleofthanetnews.com/riveroak-strategic-partners-release-noise-mitigation-proposalsfor-manston-airport-site/
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/uk-england-kent-43026895/what-next-for-manston-airport
https://www.kentlive.news/news/kent-news/manston-airport-re-opens-noisier-1220372
https://theisleofthanetnews.com/manston-airport-rsp-consultation-night-flights-ryanair-and-stonehill-park/
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Campaign Overview | MailChimp

Consultation Launch 2018
Campaign Preview

HTML Source

Plain-Text Email

Details

Updates from RiverOak Strategic Partners about the Manston
Airport DCO

View this email in your browser

RSP confirms details for 2018 public consultation events
RiverOak Strategic Partners has today published details of a further public
consultation, on proposals to reopen Manston Airport, in a Statement of Community
Consultation. The consultation will be held from Friday 12 January to Friday 16
February 2018 and will include two events, as follows:

The Comfort Inn, Ramsgate, Tuesday 23 January: 12pm – 8pm
The King’s Hall, Herne Bay, Wednesday 24 January: 12pm – 8pm

These events are open to any member of the public that would like to attend and further
details of the locations, local public transport services and other information can be found
in the Statement of Community Consultation which can be downloaded from
www.rsp.co.uk.
Copies of consultation documents will be available from 12 January at www.rsp.co.uk and
at the following public libraries during their normal opening hours: Birchington, Broadstairs,
Cliftonville, Deal, Herne Bay, Margate, Minster-in-Thanet, Newington, Ramsgate, Sandwich
and Westgate.
As the full Preliminary Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) is a very large document, it will
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only be available in hard copy at Deal, Ramsgate and Margate libraries, although it will be
available in electronic form at all libraries. A non-technical summary will be available at all
libraries, at the two consultation events, and on the RSP website.
Click here to view the Statement of Statutory Consultation. Please note, if you would prefer
to unsubscribe from this list you can do so at any time using the link below.

Stay in touch with us via Twitter or our website. Just click the
links below...

Copyright © 2018 RiverOak Strategic Partners, All rights reserved.
You asked to be kept updated with developments relating to RiverOak Strategic Partners' Development
Consent Order application in respect of Manston Airport.
Our mailing address is:
RiverOak Strategic Partners
Audley House
9 North Audley Street
London, W1K 6WF
United Kingdom
Add us to your address book

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list

https://us13.admin.mailchimp.com/campaigns/show?id=1224397
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Consultation Open
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Updates from RiverOak Strategic Partners about the Manston
Airport DCO

Details
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The 2018 public consultation on our proposals for
Manston Airport is open
RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited is proposing to reopen Manston Airport in Kent,
primarily as a cargo airport. The proposals will help meet a growing demand for air
freight in the UK, support the regional economy and protect the airport’s unique
heritage.
Since our consultation held between 12 June and 23 July 2017, we have developed our
proposals in response to feedback received. We would now like to hear your views on
changes to the masterplan, additional environmental information and our proposed noise
mitigation plan, in particular, although we will have regard to all responses that we receive
on any issue relating to the Project. Responses given during the 2017 consultation remain
valid and need not be repeated.
Consultation on our proposals starts today, Friday 12 January 2018. The deadline for
receiving responses to the consultation is 11.59pm on Friday 16 February 2018.
Feedback received during the consultation will be considered alongside the responses
received to the previous consultation in 2017 and the on-going technical work, and used to
help develop our final proposals before we submit our application later in 2018.

https://us13.admin.mailchimp.com/campaigns/show?id=1232413
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Copies of our consultation documents and an online feedback form, as well as more
information about the consultation and two events we are holding on Tuesday 23 and
Wednesday 24 January, are available at http://rsp.co.uk/statutory-consultation/.
If you would prefer to not receive further emails from RiverOak Strategic Partners, please
click on the link at the bottom of the page to unsubscribe.

Stay in touch with us via Twitter, Facebook or our website. Just click the links
below...

Copyright © 2018 RiverOak Strategic Partners, All rights reserved.
You asked to be kept updated with developments relating to RiverOak Strategic Partners' Development
Consent Order application in respect of Manston Airport.
Our mailing address is:
RiverOak Strategic Partners
Audley House
9 North Audley Street
London, W1K 6WF
United Kingdom
Add us to your address book

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list

https://us13.admin.mailchimp.com/campaigns/show?id=1232413
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RiverOak's public consultation events get underway this
week
Two consultation events by RiverOak Strategic Partners (RiverOak) take place this week,
on the opportunity to revive Manston Airport as an air freight hub, with the airport site no
longer under threat of rezoning – following last week’s council vote.
Although not underestimating the huge task ahead of the council to reshape and regain support
for its Local Plan, RiverOak has welcomed the decision not to re-designate the airport for mixed
use, including housing – believing that it is not only the correct decision, but also allows the
consultation to focus on the detail of RiverOak’s proposals without underlying uncertainty about
the use of the airport site.
George Yerrall, a director of RiverOak said: “Last week’s decision by the elected members of
Thanet is in line with the Inspector’s appeal decision, in July 2017, which endorsed the strength
and weight of the EC4 zoning (aviation use) for Manston and confirmed that it accorded with
national planning policy and the aviation policy framework – irrespective of whether the airport
was open or closed at the present time. At that time the rezoning policy had ‘little weight’, as a
result of last week’s decision it now has no weight.
“If our Development Consent Order is granted, RiverOak remains committed to collaborating fully
with Thanet District Council to deliver a thriving, vibrant airport which supports the creation of
thousands of local jobs. We would also be pleased to work closely with their planning team to
contribute to a Local Plan which supports these outcomes, maximises the growth potential of the
Isle and still delivers the housing requirements placed upon Thanet by government.”
The consultation events are being held as follows:
https://us13.admin.mailchimp.com/campaigns/show?id=1245477
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Stay in touch with us via Twitter, Facebook or our website. Just click the links
below...

Copyright © 2018 RiverOak Strategic Partners, All rights reserved.
You provided your email details when you attended a consultation event in June or July 2017.
Our mailing address is:
RiverOak Strategic Partners
Audley House
9 North Audley Street
London, W1K6WF
United Kingdom
Add us to your address book

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list

https://us13.admin.mailchimp.com/campaigns/show?id=1253321
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900 Attend Consultation Events
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Details
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Almost 900 people attend Manston consultation events
Consultation remains open until Friday 16 February 2018
Despite some appalling January weather, 870 people attended our two consultation events
this week, in Ramsgate and Herne Bay, to review the refined plans for Manston Airport and
speak with some of our environmental and planning experts, as well as the RiverOak team,
about a wide range of issues - including a proposed Noise Mitigation plan, fully developed
Preliminary Environmental Information Report and amended masterplan for the airport.
Director of RiverOak, George Yerrall said: “It’s been a fantastic couple of days – both because we
have met with some of the airport’s many supporters and been able to show them in more detail
our proposals, but also we’ve been able to address some of the questions local people have
about our proposals.
“The consultation remains open until 16 February 2018 so there is still plenty of time for members
of the community and local organisations to submit feedback."
Copies of all consultation documents are available online, there are copies of the documents and
feedback forms in eleven local libraries (four of which hold complete copies of the 2,000-page
Preliminary Environmental Information Report – Margate, Deal, Herne Bay and Ramsgate) and a
feedback form online too – all at www.rsp.co.uk.
If you would prefer not to receive any further updates from us, please click the link at the bottom
of the page.

https://us13.admin.mailchimp.com/campaigns/show?id=1253321
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The Comfort Inn, Victoria Parade, Ramsgate CT11 8DT, from 12 noon to 8pm on Tuesday
23 January 2018
The King’s Hall, Beacon Hill, Herne Bay CT6 6BA, from 12 noon to 8pm on Wednesday 24
January 2018.
The deadline for responses is 11.59pm on Friday 16 February 2018. Responses to the
consultation can be made online, by email, by post or at the consultation events and copies of all
consultation documents, together with full details of how to respond, are available at rsp.co.uk.
If you no longer wish to receive updates from us, please click the link at the bottom of this page to
unsubscribe.

Stay in touch with us via Twitter, Facebook or our website. Just click the links
below...

Copyright © 2018 RiverOak Strategic Partners, All rights reserved.
You asked to be kept updated with developments relating to RiverOak Strategic Partners' Development
Consent Order application in respect of Manston Airport.
Our mailing address is:
RiverOak Strategic Partners
Audley House
9 North Audley Street
London, W1K 6WF
United Kingdom
Add us to your address book

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list

https://us13.admin.mailchimp.com/campaigns/show?id=1245477
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Selection of Facebook posts
For a full list of posts please visit https://www.facebook.com/RSPManston/
2018 Consultation

2017 CONSULTATION
TWEETS
Six hours to go until the RSP Manston consultation closes https://mailchi.mp/88bd7bff102b/finalconsultationreminder
23 Jul 2017
Just a few hours until our #Manston consultation closes. Make sure you submit your feedback
before 11.59pm tonight. http://rsp.co.uk/statutory-consultation/ …
2 replies . 12 retweets 8 likes
21 Jul 2017
The #RSPManston2017 consultation closes on Sunday. Don't forget to send in your feedback. 1,200
people already have! http://rsp.co.uk/statutory-consultation/ …
1 reply . 15 retweets 11 likes
Reply 1 Retweet 15 Like 11 View Tweet activity
18 Jul 2017
Manston Airport 2017 Consultation - week 2 update http://mailchi.mp/992d4ab9e251/consultationeventsweek2update-981525
1 reply . 8 retweets 8 likes
17 Jul 2017
@RSPManston sets the record straight on @ThanetCouncil comments about our consultation:
http://rsp.co.uk/news/consultation-with-thanet-district-council-regarding-manston-airportproposals/ …
3 replies . 18 retweets 16 likes
17 Jul 2017
Further comments from @RSPManston on last week's Appeal decision:
http://rsp.co.uk/news/stone-hill-parks-plans-for-manston-airport-thrown-out/ …
2 replies . 10 retweets 8 likes
6 Jul 2017
More
There's a consultation event in Chislet tonight at Chislet Centre in the Parish Church from 7pm-9pm.
#RSPManston2017
5 Jul 2017
RiverOak Strategic Partners announces partnership with Securitas: http://rsp.co.uk/news/riveroakannounces-partnership-with-securitas/ … #RSPManston2017
3 replies . 15 retweets 20 likes

3 Jul 2017
Another very busy event - thank you to those who came. There is another at Chislet Centre at 7pm
on Thursday. #RSPManston2017
4 replies . 25 retweets 27 likes
3 Jul 2017
There's an evening consultation event at The Centre, Birchington at 19.30 tonight.
#RSPManston2017
0 replies . 15 retweets 9 likes
3 Jul 2017
There are plenty of ways to submit your feedback to the #RSPManston2017 consultation before it
closes on 23/7:
0 replies . 13 retweets 6 likes
27 Jun 2017
There is another information event, at Acol Village Hall, tomorrow (28 June) from 7-9pm
#RSPManston2017
1 reply . 13 retweets 13 likes
26 Jun 2017
There is an informal information evening at Minster Village Hall tomorrow (27 June) from 7pm:
http://www.minsterpc.kentparishes.gov.uk/ #RSPManston2017
0 replies . 5 retweets 8 likes
26 Jun 2017
There are plenty of ways to submit your feedback to the #RSPManston2017 consultation before it
closes on 23/7: https://www.youtube.com/watch?time_continue=32&v=ded3Q_MeXT0
3 replies . 12 retweets 9 likes
24 Jun 2017
Thanks to everyone who came to @ComfortInnRam today.There's still plenty of ways to get involved
in the consultation http://mailchi.mp/21693cf9a5a1/consultationeventsweek2update …
2 replies . 13 retweets 19 likes
Reply 2 Retweet 13 Like 19 View Tweet activity
23 Jun 2017
Today's #RSPManston2017 consultation event is @ComfortInnRam, 10:00-14:00. If you can't attend
there are still 4 more weeks to give feedback
5 replies . 6 retweets 6 likes

20 Jun 2017
There's a strong economic case for reopening #Manston Airport. Find out more during our
consultation & have your say
2 replies . 24 retweets 32 likes
20 Jun 2017
Today's #RSPManston2017 event is at the Guildhall, Sandwich, 2pm-8pm. Can't make it? Check out
the other dates here:
0 replies . 6 retweets 3 likes
17 Jun 2017
For information, a correction has been made to the downloadable Overview Report & corresponding
exhibition panel. http://rsp.co.uk/news/correction-overview-report/ …
1 reply . 10 retweets 5 likes
17 Jun 2017
Great to welcome members of the Margate community & beyond to today's consultation at the
@SandsHotelMarga #RSPManston2017
1 reply . 13 retweets 12 likes
16 Jun 2017
Manston Airport 2017 consultation gets underway with events in Herne Bay & Broadstairs
http://mailchi.mp/07c7a1d1c6e8/consultationeventsweek1 …
1 reply . 5 retweets 5 likes
16 Jun 2017
A very busy Cliffsend Village Hall. Great to see so many people here for the #RSPManston2017
consultation. Open 'till 8pm.

3 replies . 6 retweets 13 likes

16 Jun 2017
Today, the #RSPManston2017 consultation events move to Cliffsend Village Hall - Open 2-8pm - we
look forward to seeing the local community.
1 reply . 12 retweets 7 likes
The business briefing is underway in sunny Broadstairs @BroadstairsPav #RSPManston2017
3 replies . 7 retweets 12 likes
15 Jun 2017
The consultation events move on to @BroadstairsPav today. Business briefing at 10...public event
from 2-8pm. #RSPManston2017
2 replies . 4 retweets 5 likes
14 Jun 2017
Great to welcome the community to @Kings_Hall_HB to view our plans for #Manston
#RSPManston2017

2 replies . 9 retweets 12 likes

14 Jun 2017
If you're coming to any of our #RSPManston2017 consultation events you will be able to look at our
proposals in miniature form too!

4 replies . 15 retweets 22 likes
14 Jun 2017
We're looking fwd to today's consultation events at @Kings_Hall_HB. We believe there's a strong
case for #Manston:
0 replies . 10 retweets 12 likes
13 Jun 2017
Consultation events kick off tomorrow at @Kings_Hall_HB. Here's a reminder of all the ways you can
participate in the consultation:
1 reply . 14 retweets 7 likes

12 Jun 2017
Here's a guide to all of the ways you can take part in the #RSPManston2017 consultation:

0 replies . 10 retweets 8 likes
11 Jun 2017
We are proposing to reopen #Manston as a vibrant air freight hub creating thousands of jobs:
https://youtu.be/Ewb6-9oArvE #RSPManston2017
7 replies . 27 retweets 28 likes
11 Jun 2017
Good morning, our 2017 #Manston Airport consultation is underway. Please click here to find out
more: http://rsp.co.uk/statutory-consultation/ …
6 replies . 19 retweets 18 likes
6 Jun 2017
Local employers, would you like to find out more about our plans for #manston? Register for our
business briefings: http://www.rsp.co.uk/blog/post/riveroak-strategic-partners-invites-businesscommunity-to-find-out-more-about-plans-to-reopen-manston …
1 reply . 16 retweets 13 likes

31 May 2017
We're holding briefings for businesses on 14/15 June. Find out here how to register to attend:
http://www.rsp.co.uk/blog/post/riveroak-strategic-partners-invites-business-community-to-findout-more-about-plans-to-reopen-manston …

1 reply . 13 retweets 10 likes
26 May 2017
Today we've published our Statement of Community Consultation, with details of 7 public
consultation events in June: http://www.rsp.co.uk/blog/post/riveroak-strategic-partners-confirmsseven-public-consultation-events-for-manston-airport-dco …
2 replies . 15 retweets 10 likes
26 Apr 2017
Our public consultation on plans for #Manston will begin on Monday 12 June:
http://www.rsp.co.uk/blog/post/riveroak-strategic-partners-confirms-consultation-on-plans-to-reopen-manston-airport-will-start-on-monday-12-june …
3 replies . 27 retweets 22 likes
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2018 RSP Manston Airport Consultation
Overview
RiverOak Strategic Partners (‘RiverOak’) is proposing to reopen Manston Airport in Kent, primarily
as a cargo airport (‘the Project’). The proposals will help meet a growing demand for air freight in
the UK, support the regional economy and protect the Airport’s unique heritage. RiverOak has
refined and developed its proposals to reopen Manston Airport following over 2,200 responses to
consultation carried out in June and July 2017. We would now like to hear your views on changes
to the masterplan, additional environmental information and our proposed noise mitigation plan, in
particular, although we will have regard to all responses received on any issue relating to the
Project. Responses given during the 2017 consultation remain valid and need not be repeated.
The consultation will run from 12 January and 16 February 2018
The statutory consultation period has now closed. However, for certain statutory consultees, the
consultation period did not start until a later time. For this reason the consultation period for them
has been extended until 9 March.

Why we are consulting
Based on the addition of 19 aircraft stands from when the airport previously operated, on the basis
that the airport is currently unable to operate, this would increase the capability of the airport by
well over 10,000 air transport movements per year. This means that the Project is classified as a
‘Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project’ by the Planning Act 2008 (‘the Act’). As a Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Project, we must make an application under the Act for a permission
known as a ‘Development Consent Order’ (‘DCO’) to construct and operate Manston Airport. The
application will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate which will examine it and make a
recommendation to the Secretary of State for Transport, who will then make a decision on whether
the Project is granted consent. This consultation will fulfil the requirements of sections 42, 47 and
48 of the Act.

https://communityrelations.citizenspace.com/manston-airport/2018-rsp-manston-airport-consultation/consultation/print_survey
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Similarly to the 2017 consultation, this consultation also forms part of RiverOak’s initial
engagement on the design of airspace and procedures associated with the airport. As such it is a
further opportunity for members of the community to highlight any factors which they believe
RiverOak should take into account during that design phase. Having taken all such factors into
account, the subsequent proposals for flightpaths and airspace will be subject to a separate round
of consultation once the DCO application has been made.

About you
Data protection
Personal information that is supplied to RiverOak in response to this consultation will be treated
confidentially and processed and handled in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The
information may be disclosed to or shared with RiverOak connected companies, agents,
contractors and advisors who provide services to RiverOak in connection with the preparation of an
application for development consent under the Planning Act 2008. This will allow RiverOak to fully
consider the responses and use them in the preparation of application materials. Upon submission
of our application for development consent under the Planning Act 2008 or in connection with our
application for any consents or licences from the Civil Aviation Authority, the Secretary of State or
the Civil Aviation Authority may require RiverOak to supply copies of all consultation responses
received. If a request is made, RiverOak is under a legal obligation to supply copies of the
response to the Secretary of State. By submitting a consultation response to RiverOak, a
respondent agrees that we may supply a copy of their response to the Secretary of State via the
Planning Inspectorate if required to do so, or to the Civil Aviation Authority if requested.

What is your name?

What is your age?
Please select only one item

18 - 24

25 - 34

35 - 44

45 - 54

55 - 64

65 +

https://communityrelations.citizenspace.com/manston-airport/2018-rsp-manston-airport-consultation/consultation/print_survey
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What is your address?
Please enter your address

What is your postcode?
Please enter your full UK postcode (including the space)

What is your email address?
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email
when you submit your response.

Are you providing feedback on behalf of an organisation?
(Required)
Please select only one item

Yes

No

If so, please let us know which one

Question 1

https://communityrelations.citizenspace.com/manston-airport/2018-rsp-manston-airport-consultation/consultation/print_survey
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1. Do you have any comments on RiverOak's updated Masterplan for
Manston Airport?
Following the previous consultation in Summer 2017, RiverOak has taken on board the comments
received on the proposed Masterplan for the airport and has made a number of proposed
amendments, including upgrading the Spitfire Way junction and changes to the Northern Grass
area. Further information can be found at Annex 1 in the introduction to the consultation
<http://rsp.co.uk/documents/consultation/01-an-introduction-to-the-consultation-2018/> document.
Please provide any comments on RiverOak's updated Masterplan for Manston Airport.

Questions 2, 3 and 4
2. Do you have any comments on the additional environmental
information provided?
Since the previous consultation in Summer 2017, RiverOak has carried out further assessment of
the likely effects of the Project on the environment. Further information can be found at Annex 2 in
the introduction to the consultation <http://rsp.co.uk/documents/consultation/01-anintroduction-to-the-consultation-2018/> document as well as the updated Preliminary
Environmental Information Report <http://rsp.co.uk/statutory-consultation/> .
Please provide any comments on the additional environmental information.

https://communityrelations.citizenspace.com/manston-airport/2018-rsp-manston-airport-consultation/consultation/print_survey
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3. Do you have any comments on the additional areas we are assessing?
RiverOak is in the process of assessing four additional areas under the 2017 Environmental
Impact Assessment Regulations, details of which can be found at Annex 3 in the introduction to
the consultation <http://rsp.co.uk/documents/consultation/01-an-introduction-to-the-consultation2018/> document as well as the updated Preliminary Environmental Information Report
<http://rsp.co.uk/statutory-consultation/> . The main additional categories are the effects of climate
change on the Project and the effects of the Project on climate change, impacts of waste, impacts
on human health and major accidents and disasters.
Please provide comments on the additional areas we are assessing.

4. Do you have any comments on the Noise Mitigation Plan that RiverOak
has published as part of this consultation?
Following the previous consultation in Summer 2017, RiverOak has taken on board the comments
received on mitigating aircraft noise and has developed a series of commitments it proposes to
make to control the adverse impacts of aircraft noise. The Noise Mitigation Plan
<http://rsp.co.uk/documents/consultation/05-noise-mitigation-plan-2018/> is one of the suite of
consultation documents.
Please provide any comments on the Noise Mitigation Plan.

Question 5
https://communityrelations.citizenspace.com/manston-airport/2018-rsp-manston-airport-consultation/consultation/print_survey
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5. Do you have any other comments about our proposal for reopening
Manston Airport?
Please provide any further comments you may have.

https://communityrelations.citizenspace.com/manston-airport/2018-rsp-manston-airport-consultation/consultation/print_survey
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Log evidencing when deposited consultation materials were checked
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Library name
Birchington

w/c 01/01
SoCC

w/c 08/01
w/c 15/01
None
30 Introduction to the Consultation
30 Feedback Forms
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need

Broadstairs

SoCC

3 x Introduction to Consultation
30 Introduction to the Consultation
3 x Feedback Forms
30 Feedback Forms
3 x USBs
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need

Cliftonville

SoCC

1 x Introduction to Consultation
30 Introduction to the Consultation
30 Feedback Forms
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need

Deal

SoCC

10 x Introduction to Consultation
30 Introduction to the Consultation
10 x Feedback Forms
30 Feedback Forms
10 x USBs
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need
All 11 volumes of the Preliminary
Environmental Information Report

Herne Bay

SoCC

None
30 Introduction to the Consultation
30 Feedback Forms
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need

Margate

SoCC

10 x Introduction to Consultation
30 Introduction to the Consultation
10 x Feedback Forms
30 Feedback Forms
10 x USBs
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need
All 11 volumes of the Preliminary
Environmental Information Report

Minister in Thanet

SoCC

6 x Introduction to Consultation
30 Introduction to the Consultation
6 x Feedback Forms
30 Feedback Forms
6 x USBs
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need

Newington

SoCC

None
30 Introduction to the Consultation
30 Feedback Forms
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need

Ramsgate

SoCC

30 Introduction to the Consultation
30 Feedback Forms
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need
All 11 volumes of the Preliminary
Environmental Information Report

8 x Introduction to Consultation
8 x Feedback Form
8 x USB
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan and Nontechnical summary of the PEIR

Sandwich

SoCC

2 x Introduction to Consultation
30 Introduction to the Consultation
2 x Feedback Forms
30 Feedback Forms
2 x USBs
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need

Westgate

SoCC

None
30 Introduction to the Consultation
30 Feedback Forms
30 USBs
1 copy of the Updated Masterplan, Noise
Mitigation Plan, Non-technical summary of
the PEIR and Updated analysis on air freight
capacity and need

w/c 22/01
15 x Introduction to Consultation
12 x Feedback Forms
23 x USBs

Delivery details - 2018
w/c 29/01
w/c 05/02
3 x Introduction to Consultation
5 x Introduction to Consultation
19 x USBs
20 x USBs

10 x Introduction to Consultation
22 x Feedback Forms
7 x USBs

1 x Introduction to Consultation
4 x USBs

None

1 x Introduction to Consultation
7 x USBs

None

None

3 x Introduction to Consultation
2 x USBs

None

None

14 x Introduction to Consultation
8 x Feedback Forms
14 x USBs
1 x Noise Mitigation Plan
1 x SoCC
All 11 volumes of the Preliminary
Environmental Information Report

7 x Introduction to Consultation
6 x Feedback Forms
17 x USBs

2 x Feedback Forms
3 x USBs

1 x Feedback Forms
3 x USBs

1 x Feedback Forms
7 x USBs

1 x USBs

2 x Introduction to Consultation
3 x Feedback Forms
9 x USBs

2 x Introduction to Consultation
1 x Feedback Forms

1 x Feedback Forms
4 x USBs

2 x USBs

1 x USBs

None

3 x Introduction to Consultation
2 x Feedback Form
1 x SoCC
Volumes of the PEIR

6 x Introduction to Consultation
3 x Feedback Forms
4 x USBs

6 x Introduction to Consultation
5 x Feedback Forms
7 x USBs

None

1 x USBs

None

9 x Introduction to Consultation
8 x Feedback Form
8 x USBs

1 x Introduction to Consultation

2 x Introduction to Consultation
2 x Feedback Forms
1 x USBs

w/c 12/02
7 x USBs

w/c 19/02
5 x USBs

w/c 26/02
x 1 Introduction to Consultation

3 x USBs

1 x Feedback Forms
1 x USBs

None

5 x USBs

2 x USBs

None

None

None

None

None

1 x Feedback Forms
1 x USBs

None

3 x Introduction to Consultation
3 x Feedback Forms
6 x USBs

2 x Introduction to Consultation
2 x USBs

None

1 x Introduction to Consultation
1 x Feedback Forms
8 x USBs

3 x USBs

None

None

None

None

2 x Introduction to Consultation
2 x Feedback Forms
3 x USBs

1 x Feedback Forms

x 5 USBs

None

None

None

1 x Feedback Form

None

None
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Copy of the letter sent to PINS notifying them that RiverOak would provide an
ES in respect of the Proposed Development
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2017 Consultation Zone Map
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2017 – Copies of emails sent to those who previously expressed an interest in
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2017 CONSULTATION – EMAILS SENT TO THOSE WHO PREVIOUSLY EXPRESSED AN INTEREST
All orginal posts can be found on RiverOak’s twitter account: https://twitter.com/rspmanston
16.06.2017 https://mailchi.mp/07c7a1d1c6e8/consultationeventsweek1

16631748.1

24.06.2017 https://mailchi.mp/21693cf9a5a1/consultationeventsweek2update

2
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18.07.2017 https://mailchi.mp/992d4ab9e251/consultationeventsweek2update-981525
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3

23.07.2017 https://mailchi.mp/88bd7bff102b/finalconsultationreminder#

4

16631748.1

THE MANSTON AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
CONSULTATION REPORT APPENDICES
DOCUMENT REFERENCE TR020002/APP/6.2

2017 – Appendix 58

Template letters/emails to elected representatives, MPs, MEPs, councillors,
local community groups and organisations

58

16631748.1

[Title] [Name]
[Organisation]
[Address 1]
[Address 2]
[Address 3] [Address 4]
[Post code]
12 June 2017
Reopening Manston Airport – 2017 Consultation
RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited (‘RiverOak’) is proposing to redevelop and reopen Manston
Airport as a hub for international air freight which also offers passenger, executive travel and aircraft
engineering services.
RiverOak is carrying out a consultation on its proposals from Monday 12 June 2017 to Sunday 23 July
2017. We are writing to you as a representative of the local community and we would like to hear your
views. Feedback received during the consultation will be considered alongside on-going technical
work, and will be used to help develop our final proposals before we submit our application later this
year.
The proposals include the ability for the Airport to handle at least 10,000 air freight movements per
year, which means the Project is classified as a ‘Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project’ by the
Planning Act 2008 (‘the Act’). As a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project, we must make an
application under the Act for a permission known as a ‘Development Consent Order’ to construct and
operate Manston Airport. The application will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate who will
examine it and make a recommendation to the Secretary of State for Transport, who will then decide
on whether the Project is granted consent. We expect a decision in late 2018 or early 2019.
Included with this letter is a copy of our Consultation Leaflet and Feedback Form, both of which are
being distributed to homes and businesses within 2km of the Manston Airport site. Also enclosed is a
copy of our Overview Report, which sets out more detail about the proposals and provides a nontechnical summary of our preliminary environmental information.
More information about the consultation and the proposals are available at www.rsp.co.uk.
Yours sincerely,
George Yerrall
Director
RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited
T: 0800 030 4137
E: manston@communityrelations.co.uk
W: www.rsp.co.uk
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2017 – Consultation event visual displays
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2018 – Copies of emails sent to those who previously expressed an interest in
the Proposed Development
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2018 CONSULTATION – EMAILS SENT TO THOSE WHO PREVIOUSLY EXPRESSED AN INTEREST
All orginal posts can be found on RiverOak’s twitter account: https://twitter.com/rspmanston
05.01.2018 https://mailchi.mp/57bdbd12cea5/riveroak-strategic-partners-confirms-2018-consultation-details
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12.01.2018 https://mailchi.mp/68340a359ff0/riveroak-strategic-partners-confirms-2018-consultation-details-1232761

2
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22.01.2018 https://mailchi.mp/ad8f4cf23f06/riveroak-strategic-partners-confirms-2018-consultation-details-1245477
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3

27.01.2018 https://mailchi.mp/a40dfa9c86fc/riveroak-strategic-partners-confirms-2018-consultation-details-1253321

4
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[Organisation]
[Address]

12 January 2018
Dear [Salutation] [Last name]
Reopening Manston Airport – 2018 Consultation
RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited (‘RiverOak’) is proposing to reopen Manston Airport in
Kent, primarily as a cargo airport. The proposals will help meet a growing demand for air
freight in the UK, support the regional economy and protect the Airport’s unique heritage.
Since our consultation held between 12 June and 23 July 2017, we have developed our
proposals in response to feedback received. We would now like to hear your views on
changes to the masterplan, additional environmental information and our proposed noise
mitigation plan, in particular, although we will have regard to all responses that we receive
on any issue relating to the Project. Responses given during the 2017 consultation remain
valid and need not be repeated.
Consultation on our proposals starts on Friday 12 January 2018. The deadline for receiving
responses to the consultation is 11.59pm on Friday 16 February 2018.
Feedback received during the consultation will be considered alongside the responses
received to the previous consultation in 2017 and the on-going technical work, and used to
help develop our final proposals before we submit our application later in 2018.
Included with this letter is a copy of our introduction to consultation document and feedback
form, both of which are being distributed to homes and businesses in the local area around
the Manston Airport site.
More information about the consultation and the proposals are available at www.rsp.co.uk.
In the meantime, should you have any further questions please do not hesitate to contact
me on the details provided below.
Yours sincerely,
George Yerrall
Director
RiverOak Strategic Partners Limited
T: 0800 030 4137
E: manstonconsultation@bdb-law.co.uk
W: www.rsp.co.uk
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