
 

 

Dear Planning Inspectorate, 

I have looked at previous submissions of mine and revisited this question on the “Need” and “what’s 
changed since Covid” and I can say that there has been a significant change. However, nothing 
seems to have changed in terms of the elements considered by PINs when advising the SOS to reject 
the application. 

I am encouraged by the SOS requesting further information to identify any change, as it shows they 
feel it’s now time to provide their justification as to why they did not reject the application and 
follow the independent advice coming from the incredibly in-depth consultation/investigation 
carried out by the Planning Inspectorate, but instead misguidedly supported it, only for it to be 
overturned by the JR. 

The ‘gamer-changer’ that is ironically bounced around in support of the 24/7 freight hub, is 
sustainable, greener and environmentally friendly aircraft development! For sure, it may become 
greener and cleaner than it is today, but that is only one part of the bigger picture of how that will 
have a significantly negative impact on residents of Thanet, in an aviation world where there is no 
‘need’. 

I have reviewed my very first submission, having trawled through the 10,000 odd pages of the 
‘publicly accessible’ consultation documents, to see what needed changing or updating. 

Certainly, there are some areas that may have marginally improved, but to acknowledge this, it has 
to be accepted that the original points made in my (and many others) submissions were correct – 
points that led the Planning Inspectorate to advise the Government to reject the application. 

Other areas, such as increases in road traffic due to proposed flights (although contradicted by RSP’s 
own application and their publicity statements) is an area I have experience and knowledge. This will 
not have ‘changed’ towards an improvement, due to the technology not being anywhere it needs to 
be for bulker cabs to be able to have the Horse Power nor range to haul heavy goods long distance. 

It seems that this is to be continually ping-ponged between RSP/Local MP and the Government, 
down the road, at great expense to the tax payer, by accepting, losing, fighting, appealing, 
appointing a new inspector (until A: the world has changed to the utopian place where air freight is 
needed in Thanet, delivering no impact on its residents, road infrastructure or environment, or B: 
those involved have lined their pockets sufficiently that they dissolve away 

Health – Nothing has changed - Still the same number of proposed flights (whatever that actually is), 
still the number of HGV bulkers and still the same level of high Db noise.  

Impact Assessments – Nothing has changed and they still highlight “a significant impact” on those in 
the direct local flight path.  

• Attachment 1 - EU Commission report from 16th July 2015, “Long term exposure to aircraft 
emissions”. 



• Attachment 2 – The Munich Airport Noise Study. 

Carbon targets – now adds to this Net figure, as the targets were not in place at the time of the 
original. 

Employment – Nothing has changed in the sense that the number (23,000) has never been publicly 
qualified for a freight hub that is claiming to be the most technologically advanced. 

Passengers – Nothing has changed as the ex-airfield cannot move, therefore the catchment area 
remains limited by its proximity to the water. 

Freight - Unless Covid is to be responsible for the UK to set targets for cleaner/safer air quality but 
totally ignore this, the position now for this 24/7 freight hub has even less of a place, 
environmentally, economically or ethically than it did before Covid.  

 

Kind regards, 

Matt Feekings 
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