
This is my expanded submission to PINS following the early stage of the Manston DCO 
examination 

It contains: 

A brief resume of my contribution to the open hearing on Friday 11th January. 

My response to the process so far 

My original submission (Registered c. 2100 21/09/18) - as all of this still stands and I have heard and 
read nothing so far to alter my opinion. 

 

I attended the preliminary meeting and I spoke on the subject of impact at the open hearing on 
Friday 11th January - this is the gist of what I said 

“At the preliminary meeting the chair said that impact would be a major consideration in this 
examination. He also made it clear that evidence is vital. In assessing the impact of aircraft 
operations we do not have to rely on theoretical projections and modelling. This is because there is a 
great deal of relevant real-life evidence available regarding the impact of commercial operations at 
Manston prior to its closure. [As an example I showed a paper copy of a report from the Manston 
Airport Consultative Committee (MACC) held in September 2000. It contains a comprehensive 
breakdown of complaints received regarding noise, noise abatement, pollution, low flying and 
planning issues.] 

 “I also have correspondence with the various operators and TDC on the impact of aircraft 
operations on my family at our home in Broadstairs in the vicinity of North Foreland lighthouse. This 
relates mainly to noise, pollution, safety, low flying and off-track aircraft.  Many people will have 
similar valuable evidence and I urge them to make all relevant material available to the examination. 

“My career in the merchant marine quickly taught me that hoping for the best can lead to disaster, 
while planning for the worst gives you the best chance. This leads me to believe that we have to face 
the likelihood of maximum utilisation of all the proposed aircraft stands – else why would you build 
them? The same goes for maximum utilisation of night flights – else why ask for them?” [End of my 
little speech] 

I attach the MACC report as a pdf. I wish I had more of them to pass on to you. I have contacted TDC 
planning department to ask whether it holds MACC reports and those of its successor KIACC (Kent 
International Airport Consultative Committee) and if so if it will make them available to me. I 
received an automated acknowledgement but I have heard nothing further at this time. If I have any 
luck subsequently I’ll pass the reports on to you. If these important documents are available I think 
they should be displayed on the Manston airport section of the TDC website, to help everyone 
understand the potential impact of RSP’s proposals. 

Examination process to date 

I am very concerned that the application has made it this far, given that PINS appeared to find the 
documentation far from satisfactory. The consultation process was inadequate - in fact to my 
recollection there was no significant public consultation on the substantially revised application that 
we are now considering.  

The preliminary meeting did little to comfort me as it became clear that should RSP gain control of 
the land it seems uncertain who would police its subsequent actions and whether RSP would have to 



make a serious attempt to deliver on its stated aims; what would happen if it didn’t, and if it would 
in fact be in a position to do more or less what it liked with the land, subject to necessary 
permissions.  

This appears to be an ill-conceived, speculative and unrealistic proposal that – if it were however to 
succeed - would be detrimental to the wellbeing of residents.  

I am concerned – among many other things - about unrealistic flight projections, unrealistic job and 
economic projections, the lack of financial transparency, the lack of a business plan, the lack of a 
Public Safety Zone and a QC that would allow a large number of night flights. 

I am very disappointed that both local MPs take a very pro-airport stance. Their assurances that 
there is little to fear from the proposal in general and night flights in particular appear to contradict 
information contained in RSP’s application and must have been very helpful to RSP in allaying 
concerns among residents who rely on their elected representatives to keep them well informed and 
look after their best interests. The argument that they were elected on an “airport ticket” does not 
hold water as there were no credible candidates taking an opposing stance – while a single-issue 
pro-airport candidate lost her deposit. 

My original submission (Registered c. 2100 21/09/18) 

RSP has not established that a cargo-hub at Manston is a NSIP. RSP’s submission draws on work by 
Dr Sally Dixon seeking to establish NSIP status. I believe that many of her findings are seriously 
flawed. This is supported by studies from credible aviation experts; Falcon Consultancy (July 2014), 
Avia Solutions (August 2017), Altitude Aviation (January 2018) and York Aviation (November 2017). 
All find that a commercial airport at Manston is unnecessary and unviable. 

I share PINS’ disquiet about RSP’s failure to adequately explain how its project would be financed. 
This is particularly worrying given national concerns about corrupt money continuing to enter the 
UK. 

I think these issues are probably the most important within the strict terms of the DCO process and 
should mean that RSP’s application will be rejected at an early stage. 

However, I have to consider the unpleasant possibility that examination of these two points alone 
may not be found sufficient to put an end to RSP’s plans. 

My third concern is the devastating effect that a cargo-hub on the scale envisaged by RSP would 
have on Thanet in general, Ramsgate in particular and other centres of population including Herne 
Bay. As a long-time resident of Thanet I feel well qualified to comment on this, as I have known 
Manston as an RAF base and as a commercial airport. While commercial air-freight operations at 
Manston were always on a far smaller scale than those proposed by RSP, the impact on Ramsgate 
was very detrimental. More importantly, though we didn’t know it at the time, training flights (in 
which planes touch down but then immediately take off again, circle round  and repeat the process, 
sometimes for hours) gave us an insight into what we can expect if RSP gets the go ahead and is 
successful in attracting business to the anticipated capacity. It is a hideous prospect. 

The detrimental effects of commercial aviation at Manston were not limited to Ramsgate. Living in 
Broadstairs, my main concern was the air pollution and the associated health risks. With 
predominantly south-westerly winds this will always be an issue.  Daytime noise was not such a 
problem as in Ramsgate, but night-time aircraft movements disturbed our sleep. RSP has not 



confirmed the flight paths to be employed, so noise may well still become an issue for areas 
previously little affected. 

RSP says that in year two, at least 11,356 homes will experience noise of 80 decibels at night as a 
result of their project.  [paragraph 12.7.55, 28th bundle in PINS's list of documents comprising the 
environmental statement].   

When Manston was operational as a commercial airport I attended packed public meetings at which 
Ramsgate residents spoke passionately of the poor quality of life resulting from aircraft noise and 
pollution. I have a file of relevant correspondence with Thanet District Council and the various 
commercial operators regarding noise, air pollution, safety issues and off-track aircraft. [End of 
original submission] 

Thank you for the opportunity to take part in this examination. 

My registration ID (20013166) 

Ends 

Attachment MACC pdf 
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