FIVE10TWELVE’S COMMENTS ON
AND

QUESTIONS RAISED ON
Applicant’s Responses to the Examining Authority’s First Written Questions submitted for
Examination DEADLINE 3

Dated: 4 MARCH 2019 (for Deadline 4

FOREWORD

In an effort to aid the ExA we are submitting comments with evidence in the form of a row under each of the answers
provided by the Applicant on a section by section basis. We would respectfully request the questions in red below the
comments are asked of Applicant.

Comment or question (or lack of) does not mean agreement with or support for Applicant.

LV.1.1 The Applicant Landscape - Contribution and enhancement
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Table 11.11 sets mitigation measures that have been incorporated into the Proposed Development in order to avoid, reduce
or compensate for potential adverse landscape and visual effects.

However, Table 11.1 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] quotes the draft
2018 NPPF as stating that:

The planning system should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment, protecting and enhancing valued
landscapes (Paragraph 168).

The ExA notes that the final 2018 NPPF states at paragraph 170 that:

“Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by ... protecting and
enhancing valued landscapes ... recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside.”

Demonstrate how the proposal, taken as a whole enhances both the natural and local environment and valued
landscapes and recognises the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside.

Applicant’s Response:

The LVIA process established that there are no local or national landscape designations within the study area. However,
published landscape character assessments define character areas across the study area, and recognise the intrinsic
character of the countryside; each landscape character area has its own key characteristics and sensitivities that were
reviewed and documented as part of the baseline.

A number of mitigation measures have been employed to reduce potential effects on landscape character. These include
locating the built form back from the edge of the chalk plateau with the southern edge of the plateau cited as a key
sensitivity as the skyline and backdrop to the lower lying landscape to the south. Elsewhere the scheme introduces
planting to soften the role of the built form.




COMMENT

Setting of Heritage Assets

A.

Setting is defined in the National Planning Policy Framework as the surroundings in which a
heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not fixed and may change as the assets and its
surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to to the
significance of the asset, may affect the ability to appreciate that significance or may be neutral’.

Ramsgate’s Royal Harbour the only Royal Harbour in the UK which the HE Colliers Report of

October 2018 describes as “the defining visual and historical architectural feature of the town
2

‘Development further afield may also affect significance, particularly where it is large scale,
prominent or intrusive®”.

In this instance, ‘large scale’ may reasonably include a development being examined as a
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) and ‘intrusive’ may reasonably include
lowflying aircraft as a result of the “implications of development affecting the setting of
heritage assets*’.

“Evaluation may need to extend to cumulative and complex impacts which may have as great
an effect on heritage assets as largescale development and which may not solely be visual®’

‘... assessment should address the attributes of the proposed development in terms of its .. wider

' Annex 2: Glossary, National Planning Policy Framework, Department for Communities and Local Government
2 Creative Industries in Historic Buildings and Environments, Colliers, October 2018, pg. 76, para 3.7.1(Appendices LV-001)

% Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices
LV-002) Page 5

4 Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices
LV-002) Page 8, para 17

® Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices
LV-002) Page 12, para 32



http://www.communities.gov.uk/publications/planningandbuilding/nppf

effects®

. “Wider effects of the development (includes) Economic viability”

. ‘Cumulative and complex impacts” and “wider effects” of a development may reasonably

include low flying aircraft at 400ft 500ft above the conservation area/HAZ as a result of the
development.

Views which contribute more to understanding the significance of a heritage asset include:
Those with historical associations, including viewing points and the topography of
battlefields®.

‘Historical associations might also reasonably include the designation of Ramsgate as a Royal
Harbour by King George IV in 1821 as well as its role in the ‘Little Ships’ evacuation of Dunkirk.

. “Those with cultural associations, including landscapes known historically for their picturesque

and landscape beauty, those which became subjects for paintings of the English landscape
tradition, and those views which have otherwise become historically cherished and
protected®”

“An assessment of the contribution to significance of a view does not depend alone on the
significance of the heritage assets in the view but on the way the view allows that significance
to be appreciated. The view may be part of a landscape, townscape or other design intended to
allow a particular attribute of the asset to be enjoyed ... Composite or fortuitous views which are
the cumulative results of a long history of development, particularly in towns and cities, may
become cherished and may be celebrated in artistic representations’”.

% Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices

LV-002) Page 12, para 33

" Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices

LV-002) Page 13

8 Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices

LV-002) Page 6 Paragraph 11

® Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices

LV-002) Page 6 Paragraph 11

1% Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices

LLV-002) Page 11 Paragraph 30




M. Three of many examples: Thanet’s skies minus aircraft are a key contributing factor to the
setting of the HAZ, with JMW Turner immortalising them in numerous works in the English
landscape tradition and famously writing ‘the skies over Thanet are the loveliest in all Europe’.
Ramsgate Sands, with the Eastcliff section of the conservation area, (which has hardly changed
since the original painting) as a backdrop, are the subject of Frith’s ‘Life at the Seaside’ in the
Royal Collection and Royal Road, Ramsgate, is the subject of a pencil sketch by Van Gogh
during his residency in the town in 1876.

N. “A thorough assessment of the impact on setting needs to take into account, and be
proportionate to, the significance of the heritage asset under consideration and the degree to

which proposed changes enhance or detract from that significance and the ability to appreciate it
119

O. “The way in which we experience an asset in its setting is also influenced by other environmental
factors such as noise, dust and vibration”

P. “Need to consider the fact that developments which materially detract from the asset’s
significance may also damage its economic viability now, or in the future, thereby
threatening its ongoing conservation™”.

RESPECTFULLY REQUEST OF EXAMINING AUTHORITY

1. Applicant should evidence how it has met Section 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and
Conservation Areas) Act 1990'* and Section 66(1) of the 1990 Act'® as well as relevant case law
Barnwell Manor Wind Energy Ltd v East Northamptonshire District Council and Others CA Feb

" Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices
LV-002) Page 2

12 1bid

'3 Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets- Historic Environment Good Practice Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) (Appendices
LLV-002) Page 2

' Planning (listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 (LV-003)

'® Planning (listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 (LV-003)



2014%.

2. The cited statute and case law requires a decision-maker to give desirability of preserving the
building or its setting not merely careful consideration but considerable importance and
weight when balancing the advantages of the proposed development against any farm from
operational noise and cargo, passenger and training flights.

3. Applicant should provide an assessment of the impact on setting in relation to such heritage
assets in Ramsgate including (but means not limited to) A designated Registered Park and
Garden, Albion Place Gardens in Ramsgate, The presence of significant historical technical
innovation Albion Place Garden Grade Il, A number of highly significant Gradel, or II* listed
buildings including St Augustine’s and Sir Moses Montefiore Synagogue in Ramsgate, Ellington
Park, The Grange (Ramsgate) the first modern house and Grade | listed designed and lived in by
Augustus Pugin who designed the interiors of the Houses of Parliament, Ramsgate Royal
Harbour, designated in 1821, has a number of Grade Il and Grade II* listed buildings and
structures ranging from the Customs House and Clock tower, harbour inner basin walls and
Jacob's Ladder to rare seaside structures such as the East CIiff lift. Ramsgate, has also, been
home to the romantic poet Samuel Taylor Coleridge, Vincent Van Gogh, Wilkie Collins etc and the
subject of great painters including Joseph Tissot, JM Turner and William Powell Frith’'s Ramsgate
Sands held in the Royal Collection Trust.

4. Given that Ramsgate has been “assessed at risk by the Council and Historic England’”” -
Applicant should provide an assessment of the impact on setting in relation to the largest
conservation area'® in Kent; Ramsgate.

6 Weekly Law Reports (ICLR)/2015/Volume 1 /*East Northamptonshire District Council and others v Secretary of State for Communities and
Local Government and another - [2015] 1 WLR 45 (LV-004)

'7 Creative Industries in Historic Buildings and Environments, Colliers, October 2018, pg. 76, para 3.7.1(Appendices LV-001)

'8 Thanet District COuncil Map of the Conservation Area of Ramsgate (Appendices LV-005)






Ref No.

Respondent

Question

In terms of the proposal enhancing both the natural and local environment, the published landscape character assessment
explains that the airport “comprises a barren landscape of derelict terminal buildings and unmanaged grassland”. The
proposed scheme would introduce a sense of coherence and framework of new land uses within the current derelict
landscape.

The Proposed Development provides a number of opportunities for enhancement of an already degraded landscape.
Furthermore, a modern facility would be much better than a derelict airfield and will result in an enhancement of the natural
and local environment, and design principles that facilitate this will be included in the Design Guide submitted at Deadline
4, some of which are outlined below:

The proposals are set within a generous landscape setting, enhancing the limited existing green infrastructure that depicts
the established site boundaries and neighbouring field patterns whilst providing new native long-term structure planting
throughout the development. The existing vegetation cover is currently sparse, with much of the boundary planting being
degraded, or in decline, through poor management and lack of replacement planting and as such opportunities to enhance
the landscape setting exist in parts of the site that are not limited by aviation safety requirements. The main opportunities
to enhance the existing setting in the context of the natural environment offer sensitive landscaping exist on the site
boundaries and within the Northern Grass area.

The site lends itself to enhancement through new buffer planting, between neighbouring residential properties and the
surrounding highway network, which will provide a degree of visual containment of the proposals and important green
corridors through and around the site, linking it to the wider countryside. Boundary planting is proposed to be elevated on
bunding to offer more immediate containment of the site and provide some visual interest across what is predominantly a
flat site, The proposals also seek wherever possible to recognise the intrinsic beauty of the countryside through the use of
techniques that make reference to (for example) ancient hedgerow planting methods. Screen planting and bunding is
proposed, to contain features such as the car park from views across the open fields to properties in the east,. Significant
structural planting within the business park provides screening from large scale industrial buildings for low lying properties
in the north.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

New planting is proposed to reinforce the site’s infrastructure and enhance legibility throughout the site, as well as to
provide screening of the built form which does not exist in the site’s current situation. Street planting in the north is of a
scale to reflect the building mass and large swathes of screen planting in the north east corners provide a generous buffer
between adjacent properties.

LVv.1.2

The Applicant

Landscape — Masterplan

Table 11.11 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] references a landscape
masterplan.

Either
i. Show where this is to be found in the submitted documentation; or

ii. Provide a copy.

Applicant’s Response:
Please see drawings at Appendix LV.1.2 in TR020002/D3/FWQ/Appendices.

Landscaping masterplan drawings have been prepared in accordance with the Masterplan [APP-079]. These are
considered to be live documents which will be developed as part of the ongoing detailed design. The enclosed drawings
are by necessity at an indicative stage until the detailed design of the site is undertaken.

The landscaping design will be developed by the landscape architect working as part of a multi-disciplinary team in
conjunction with the detailed design progression of the site and will be approved under requirement 10 of the DCO.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

LV.1.3

TDC

Landscape and Visual Impact - Thanet Local Plan

Table 11.1 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] quotes relevant policies
from the Thanet Local Plan(2006) Saved policies.

State the effects that the new deposited local plan policies would have in this respect.

Applicant’s Response:

N/A

Lv.1.4

The Applicant

Landscape — Trees and hedgerows

The Environmental Statement (Environmental Statement Volume 2: Main Text — Chapter 11 — 11.4.8) [APP-034] states that
‘vegetation within the site is minimal’, but includes:

An Avenue of tree planting along sections of B2190 Spitfire Way (inside the site boundary and immediately outside but
adjacent to the boundary on the grass verge outside the perimeter fence);

A Short avenue of trees in the south-east corner of the site, within the site boundary and does not appear to mention
hedgerows within the site.

Article 34 of the dDCO [APP-006] deals with Felling or lopping of trees and removal of hedgerows.

The ExA were informed at the ISH on the dDCO held on 10 January 2019 that there would not be any felling or lopping of
trees or removal of hedgerows.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

However, the ExA notes that the Register of Environmental Actions and Commitments [APP-010] references “new tree
planting to be undertaken to replace that lost.”

Confirm this and, if so, show where this commitment is secured in the dDCO or in any of the documents secured
through Schedule 10.

Applicant’s Response:

During the assessment stage it was understood that no felling or lopping of trees or removal of hedgerows would be
required however it is now understood that this statement only referred to the airfield itself. Since the assessment was
completed it has been possible to gain access to the site under the powers granted by Section 53 and as such further
observations have been possible alongside the surveys being carried out for certain specific faunal species. The Applicant
therefore takes the opportunity to note that Wood’s ecologists, the Applicant’s environmental consultants, have confirmed
that some of the above referenced trees do in fact appear to conflict with the current masterplan and may need to be
removed. These trees are close to the boundary, on the Northern Grass. They are relatively young and not considered
likely to perform a critical ecological function although this will be confirmed as the surveys progress.

It is also understood that there are some trees or shrubs located around the existing fuel farm, which may also need to be
maintained or felled completely depending on the final design of that facility.

As such, the Applicant feels that it would be appropriate to maintain the commitment relating to new tree planting in the
event of any loss.

The planting proposed elsewhere within the application site (along the eastern and western boundaries of the northern
grass area and south of Spitfire Way) should more than compensate for vegetation that is lost.

LV.1.5

The Applicant

Landscape - Planting scheme




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

Para 11.1.9 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] states that:

“Some fixed areas of planting are proposed [...] Elsewhere in the ‘Northern Grass’ area, planting will be introduced as part
of the final layout of this area. However, this planting has not been defined within the broad zones to allow for future
flexibility in the design.”

Given this:

i. Comment on whether, if any planning scheme is to be relied on for screening, there should be a
requirement that this is provided in advance of the date of opening.

ii. Show how any planning, if not yet defined, has been taken into account in any assessment of the visual
impact of the proposed development.

Applicant’s Response:

i. The revised dDCO submitted for Deadline 3 [TR020002/D3/2.1] now includes a requirement for the submission
and approval of a landscaping scheme prior to the commencement of the relevant part of the authorised development.
That landscaping scheme will require planting to be provided along the western and eastern perimeters of the business
park and east of Spitfire Way/south of Manston Road. This planting has been relied upon as mitigation in the LVIA by
filtering views of the large-scale built form within the airport or in the case of the business park, to prevent the built form
from becoming overbearing. The assessment has been carried out on the assumption that the western and eastern
perimeter planting around the business park would be undertaken in Year 1 and planting east of Spitfire Way/south of
Manston Road would be implemented by Year 10.

ii. Any additional planting within the Northern Grass Area (i.e. not that along the eastern and western boundaries)
which has not yet been defined has not been taken into account in the visual assessment. The exception to this is in
relation to the assessment for Viewpoint 7 (Appendix 11.3 of the Environmental Statement [APP-057]) which states for the
Year 20

assessment that “Although not shown on the masterplan so as to allow for flexibility in the layout of the northern business




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

development, planting is highly likely to be introduced along the northern boundary of the site and this may begin to soften
the lower facades of the units and break up their visual mass”. Whilst this statement is made in the rationale, the planting
has not influenced the predicted magnitude of visual change on the basis that it is not fixed.

LV.1.6

The Applicant

Landscape - Planting scheme
Para 11.1.9 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] states that:

“Some fixed areas of planting are proposed, Elsewhere in the ‘Northern Grass’ area, planting will be introduced as part of
the final layout of this area. However, this planting has not been defined within the broad zones to allow for future flexibility
in the design.”

Given this:

i. Comment on whether, if any planning scheme is to be relied on for screening, there should be a
requirement that this is provided in advance of the date of opening.

ii. Show how any planning, if not yet defined, has been taken into account in any assessment of the visual
impact of the Proposed Development.

Applicant’s Response:

This is the same question as LV.1.5. The Applicant’s response is therefore the same as that provided for question LV.1.5.

Lv.1.7

The Applicant

Landscape - Assessment of Landscape Effects




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

Section 11.8 Assessment of Landscape Effects in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume
2 [APP-034] shows a significant effect for a number of receptors summarised in Table 11.133.

The Register of Environmental Actions and Commitments [APP-010] sets out some mitigation in the form of, for example,
landscaping and local bunding.

Provide a table showing how these mitigation actions will serve to reduce the significant effects for specific
receptors listed in table 11.133.

Applicant’s Response:

Incorporated Measure Receptor Commentary
(from the Register of
Environmental Actions
and Commitments)

Planting within the 45m Residential Receptor The planting proposed along the eastern perimeter of the
wide buffer zones along Group 25: Preston business park will soften and filter/screen views of the
the western perimeter of Road properties, business park units by Year 20 thereby reducing the
the business park Preston Farm and magnitude of visual change with a corresponding change
(Northern Grass Area) Coldswood Farm from a significant to not significant visual effect.
Planting within the 45m Residential Receptor Whilst the proposed planting itself would foreshorten
wide buffer zones along Group 38: Terraced and | existing open views from this group of properties (and
the eastern perimeter of semi-detached would contribute to the predicted high magnitude of visual
the business park properties on the change), the introduction of the planted buffer zone would
(Northern Grass Area) eastern side of Manston | ensure that the built form introduced within the business
Court Road park would not become overbearing.
Residential Receptor Whilst the proposed planting itself would foreshorten

Group 39: Properties existing open views from the two northern most properties




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

Planting within the 45m
wide buffer zones along
the western perimeter of
the business park
(Northern Grass Area)

around Manston Court
on eastern side of
Manston Court Road

in this group (and would contribute to the predicted high
magnitude of visual change), the introduction of the planted
buffer zone would ensure that the built form introduced
within the business park would not become overbearing.

Residential Receptor
Group 40: Northern
semi-detached
properties on western
side of Manston Court
Road

The proposed planting would in itself foreshorten the
existing open views available to residents from the rear
upper storey windows of these properties hence the
predicted significant visual effects. The introduction of the
planted buffer zone would ensure that the built form
introduced within the business park would not become
overbearing.

Residential Receptor
Group 41: Southern
terraced properties on
western side of
Manston Court Road

The proposed planting would in itself foreshorten the
existing partial open views available to residents at these
properties hence the predicted significant visual effects.
The introduction of the planted buffer zone would ensure
that the built form introduced within the business park
would not become overbearing.

Residential Receptor
Group 47: Properties
west of Manston Road

The proposed planting would in itself foreshorten the
existing open views available to residents from the rear
windows and gardens of these properties hence the
predicted significant visual effects. The introduction of the
planted buffer zone would ensure that the built form
introduced within the business park would not become
overbearing.

Planting along Spitfire
Way

Residential Receptor
Group 36: Properties on
Bell Davies Drive

The tree and shrub planting along the southern side of
Spitfire Way would soften and filter views of the large-scale
structures within the western part of the Site by Year 20
thereby reducing the magnitude of visual change with a
corresponding change from a significant to not significant
visual effect.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

Note: there is an error in Table 11.133 and significant
visual effects are predicted for Year 1 and Year 10, not just
Year 1 as stated in Table 11.133.

LV.1.8

The Applicant

Design — Principles

The 2018 Airports NPS, which is an important and relevant consideration in the examination of this application, states in
paragraph 4.30 that:

“Visual appearance should be an important factor in considering the scheme design, as well as functionality, fithess for
purpose, sustainability and cost. Applying ‘good design’ to airports projects should therefore produce sustainable
infrastructure sensitive to place, efficient in the use of natural resources and energy used in their construction, and
matched by an appearance that demonstrates good aesthetics as far as possible.”

Describe how the design approach set out in the Design and Access statement (Part 4) [APP-084] fulfils the four
characteristics of:

* Being sensitive to place;

« efficient in the use of natural resources;

» efficient in energy used in their construction; and

* an appearance that demonstrates good aesthetics as far as possible.

Applicant’s Response:

A Design Guide that expands on the design principles described in the Design and Access Statement [APP-081-084] will be
submitted at Deadline 4. In the meantime, the Design and Access Statement addresses these characteristics as follows.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

Being sensitive to place;

Landscaped boundaries to sensitive areas of the site i.e. 45m clearance zone to the first building from the site
boundary in sensitive areas of the Northern Grass area.

Protecting the historic aviation usage of the site by safeguarding the existing memorial gardens and museums..
Referencing and enhancing the aviation usage of Manston Airport through any new proposals.

Tasteful and subtle use of colour on proposed buildings within the site.

Maximum height restrictions to sensitive areas through zone specific parameters on the site in order to reduce the
visual impact of the proposal within the area.

Use of new landscaping to filter views into the development.

Efficient in the use of natural resources;

Recycled aggregates.

Travel plan to promote sustainable access where applicable.
Maximum Car Parking Capacity.

Promotion of public transport accessibility.

Efficient in energy used in their construction; and

CEMP (Construction Environmental Management Plan) will be put in place which will set out how construction
workers travel to site, including the use of sustainable transport modes.

Earthworks construction waste could be minimised by balancing the cut and fill operations for the new aircraft
cargo stands and warehousing.

An appearance that demonstrates good aesthetics as far as possible.

The establishment of a Design Guide for the site which will ensure the consistent application of good aesthetic and
design throughout the development.
The use of high quality materials.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

* Promoting design which references the historic aviation context and use of the airport.
* Colours used within the proposed development will remain neutral and unobtrusive (e.g. whites greys and
anthracite) in order to reduce the visual impact of the proposed development.
»  The Applicant will prepare a Design Guide which will set out in further detail, with reference to the 2018 Airport
NPS, where the development will fulfil the characteristics of:
o Being sensitive to place and the site's historic context;
o Designing sustainably and being efficient in the use of natural resources;
o Building sustainably during construction; and
o The proposed aesthetic quality, including character and place making, of the future development.

Lv.1.9

The Applicant

Design — Principles

The 2018 Airports NPS, which is an important and relevant consideration in the examination of this application, states at
paragraph 4.34 that:

“There may be opportunities for the applicant to demonstrate good design in terms of siting and design measures relative to
existing landscape and historical character and function, landscape permeability, landform, and vegetation.”

The Relevant Representation from Historic England [RR-0676] states that:

“We think that the open grassland character evokes the wartime airfield use, constitutes an historic area in its own right
and contributes to the heritage significance of the wartime buildings, the museums and the memorial garden. The
proposed development would be very harmful to historic character so we think that the potential to reduce harm by
amending the design should be explored.”

Describe how the design approach to the development of open grassland, including in the Northern Grass, has
sought to reflect the historic character of the site.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

LV.1.10

The Applicant

Applicant’s Response:

The design approach reflects the historic aviation usage of the site by continuing the aviation functionality of the site and
safeguarding historical assets such as the museum and memorial garden to protect or enhance them. The memorial
garden and museums are safeguarded within a 3ha area in the proposed masterplan [APP-079].

The design maintains areas of grassland within the Northern Grass area. A 45m buffer zone between site boundary and
new buildings has been allowed for in the masterplan. This significantly reduces the developable area available but has
been committed to in part to ensure the development is sympathetic to the local area.

The historic usage of the site will be reflected in the proposal for airport related facilities on the Northern Grass area.

The Design Guide to be supplied at Deadline 4 will set out, with reference to Historic England's Historic Military Aviation
Sites Conservation Guidance (2016), the ways in which the development seeks to preserve the historic character of the
site while securing its continued use as an airfield through durable and functional regeneration. This will make specific
reference to the retention of historic existing site features and building -e.g. Royal Observer Corps Listening Post, RAF
Battle HQ and Runway. The Applicant is retaining the following (unlisted) existing structures of historic significance:

TR 36 NW 894 Royal Observer Corps Listening Post

TR 36 NW 888 RAF Battle HQ
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Ref No. Respondent Question
“The ‘Northern Grass’ area has been presented through a zonal approach whereby broad zones of building heights have
been established without fixed building footprints being defined.”
Given this approach, how has the visual impact of this part of the proposed scheme been assessed?
Applicant’s Response:
The visual assessment has been conducted based upon the maximum building heights within the parameters for each
zone.

LV.1.11 The Applicant Design - Principles

Table 11.4 states that:

“The design principles set out in the Design and Access Statement will be used to ensure that all elements of the Proposed
Development, including materials andcolour aredesignedtoahighstandardas detailed design progresses.”

The ExA assumes that the design principles are those contained in section 7.0 of the Design and Access Statement (Part 4)
[APP-084].

Show where the design principles ensure that colour is designed to a high standard and where this is reflected in,
for example, the Visualisations in Part 8.0 of the Design and Access Statement (Part 4) [APP-084].

Applicant’s Response:
The Applicant is committed to the principals as described in the Design and Access Statement [APP-081-084].

The Applicant has committed to producing a Design Guide as part of the detailed design of the Proposed Development
which will follow the above principles. This will be submitted at Deadline 4.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

Requirement 4 of the dDCO, submitted for Deadline 3 [TR020002/D3/2.1], has been amended to require design to be in
accordance with the Design Guide.

LV.1.12

The Applicant

Design — Principles

With reference to para 7.15.1 of the Design and Access Statement [APP-084] set out what is meant by a “consistent
contemporary and light industrial aesthetic.”

Applicant’s Response:

By consistent it is meant that a comprehensive high level design guide (as initially established in the Design and Access
statement) will be applied to buildings in the proposal to ensure that all buildings within the site relate to and complement
each other. This is proposed to be achieved through methods such as agreed material palettes, zone specific height
parameters in sensitive areas and a development wide design guide to promote future consistency.

By contemporary it is meant that building will reflect modern design techniques and high quality modern design. Attention
will still be paid to the historic context of the site through contemporary interpretation rather than replication. An example of
this could be the proposed curved roof proposal of the cargo facility and terminal building which evokes the curved aerofoil
profile of a plane’s wing through high quality modern materials and construction techniques.

By light industrial it is meant that the buildings will be produced using contemporary materials which are high quality but still
functional and cost effective. By light specifically it is meant that materials and forms will not be bulky or obtrusive in form
and design will be as far as practicable elegant and attractive. Attention will also be paid to natural lighting within buildings
including roof lights or polycarbonate panels.




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

By industrial aesthetic it is meant that the design guide of the proposal will promote building forms, material treatments and
details which promote and evoke an aesthetic and form which follows the proposal’s function as a modern cargo airport —
i.e. the proposals will be related to and inspired by industrial and aviation design.

LV.1.13

The Applicant

Design — Principles

With reference to paragraph 4.31 of the 2018 Airports NPS explain how good design has been used to meet the
principal objectives of the scheme by eliminating or substantially mitigating the adverse impacts of the
development.

Applicant’s Response:
Paragraph 4.31 of the Airports NPS states:

A good design should meet the principal objectives of the scheme by eliminating or substantially mitigating the adverse
impacts of the development, for example by improving operational conditions. It should also mitigate any existing adverse
impacts wherever possible, for example in relation to safety or the environment. A good design will also be one that
sustains the improvements to operational efficiency for as many years as is practicable, taking into account capital cost,
economics and environmental impacts.

The design has incorporated these objectives as follows. The concept design of Taxiways and Runway have avoided use
of maximum gradients, this provides flexibility for detailed design to accommodate varying site levels. This substantially
mitigates the adverse impact of accommodating changes to taxiway vertical profiles during design development.

The layout of the masterplan positions stands closer to the runway than the cargo facility; this avoids impact on the
Runway Obstacle Limitation Surface. This assists in mitigating adverse impacts on safety.

The existing airport site has a steady 2-3% fall north, away from the runway. This creates a challenge for providing
compliant gradients for Taxiways (1.5%) and Aprons (1%). The design utilises a Macro earthworks cut/fill balance and by
locating the




Ref No.

Respondent

Question

cargo stands in the middle of this area this challenge has been overcome. This substantially mitigates adverse impacts on
the environment.

Utilising the cut/fill balance also mitigates the generation of surplus material that would need to be transported off site. This
will be further refined as the scheme develops, further mitigating adverse impacts on the environment.

The existing airport pavement infrastructure has been re-used where possible. For example the existing runway is being
overlaid. The passenger apron and taxiway are also retained in the masterplan design. This mitigates the scheme’s
environmental impact by reducing the requirement to create new infrastructure and reduces generation of waste.

The site fuel farm is located on an existing fuel site. This maintains the fuel farms extant use and avoids creating a new
fuel farm on the site. The site’s location with airside access also increases operational efficiency.

The site radar makes use of a previous radar installation location. This maximises use of existing infrastructure, takes
advantage of existing operational efficiency and assists in mitigating adverse environmental impacts by reusing existing
infrastructure.

The attenuation ponds are located at the site’s natural low point. This allows for maximum use of gravity feeds to the pond
storage and minimises reliance on pumping to remove water from critical infrastructure areas. This improves operational
efficiency of the network and provides increased safety from the impacts of failure in the pumping network.

The passenger car parking has been centralised to the east of the site with its own site access. This separates passenger
and cargo movements. This helps to mitigate safety concerns related to HGV and Passenger movements and also

provides operational efficiency in the location of services and controls.

. The use of sustainable urban drainage systems (SUDs) to mitigate impact of development on surface water
(see the proposed attenuation ponds) helps to mitigate environmental impact of the scheme.

« Airfield layout design to minimise times taxiing and holding providing additional operational efficiency.
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. Habitat creation on-site south of the current southern perimeter fence and within land parcel 1362 - Created
habitat will be specifically designed with diverse features to encourage invertebrates, including features typical of open
mosaic habitat. This helps to mitigate the adverse environmental impact of the scheme.

. Off-site habitat provision in the c.36ha land parcel 1362 for ground nesting farmland birds e.g. skylark and grey
partridge. Created habitats, improving the quality of that lost on site, to have particular species-specific measures and
managed for farmland birds. This helps to mitigate the adverse environmental impact of the scheme.

. The use of, where practicable, sustainable materials in the building construction (i.e. recycled aggregates) This
will help to mitigate the adverse environmental impact of the scheme.

. The use of, where practicable, renewable energy on site — (i.e solar panels PVs, roof lights, storm water
recycling etc.) This will help to mitigate the adverse environmental impact of the scheme.

. The use of planting within the development as shown by the landscaping scheme which filters views into the
development, provides relief to the built form, reduces surface water runoff, filters noise and absorbs air borne particulates.
This helps to mitigate the adverse environmental impact of the scheme.

. The application of landscaping boundaries to sensitive visual areas of the development to reduce the visual
impact of the development- i.e. 45m buffer to the Northern Grass areas This helps to mitigate the adverse environmental
impact of the scheme.

. The application of height constraints and zone specific parameters to develop a hierarchy of sensitive areas (i.e.
buildings closer to the site boundary have a lower maximum height to reduce visual impact) This helps to mitigate the

adverse environmental impact of the scheme.

Taken together the elements of design described above substantially mitigate the adverse impacts of development.
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LVv.1.14

The Applicant

Design — Principles

With reference to 4.33 of the Airports NPS show how the design of the scheme contributes to the quality of the area
in which it would be located

Applicant’s Response:
Paragraph 4.33 of the Airports NPS states as follows:

The scheme should take into account, as far as possible, both functionality, including fithess for purpose and sustainability,
and aesthetics, including the scheme’s contribution to the quality of the area in which it would be located. The Applicant will
want to consider the role of technology in delivering new airports projects. Professional, independent advice on the design
aspects of a proposal should be undertaken to ensure good design principles are embedded into infrastructure proposals.

These principles have been taken into account as follows.

Functionality and Fitness for Purpose:

*The proposed masterplan [APP-079] responds to the market need for further aviation cargo facility capacity as well as the
need for MRO and aircraft breakdown areas.

*The proposed masterplan also includes a phasing strategy which can be implemented and expanded in direct response to
the demands of the markets and industry. This will prevent the scheme building more than is required and therefore
maintain its fithess for purpose across the lifespan of the airport.

Sustainability:
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*The scheme proposes to build upon the current infrastructure available at the airport and make use of suitable existing
assets such as the runway, passenger apron and fuel farm mitigating the impact of constructing new assets.

*The proposed masterplan includes an aircraft breakdown area which meets the global need for aircraft recycling and will
mitigate the adverse environmental impact or current aircraft retirement procedures.

Aesthetics and Quality of the Area

. The scheme will include a design guide which will seFtrt out the principles for good aesthetics across the airport
and secure consistently good design throughout the whole site. The Design Guide is to be provided at Deadline 4, and
contains a dedicated section related to the quality and character of the development and how that will contribute to the
surrounding area with reference to Para 4.33 of the Airport NPS. This will include sensitivity to place; the quality and
character of the development and how this will be secured through a set of design principles that future development at the
airport will be guided by and committed to follow.

. The design of scheme will make reference to the historic character and identity of the area- particularly the RAF
and wartime heritage of the airport. This will be secured through the use of building forms, through subtle references (use
of historical RAF colour insignia across way-finding at the site) and public accessible memorials and public art and
sculpture which will pay tribute to the military history of the site and the Manston area as a community.

Role of Technology

. The execution of the scheme will make use of modern technology such as BIM (Building Information Modelling)
during the design stage. This will reduce waste during construction through better coordination of the design team. It will
also help in the maintenance of built assets after construction through having greater control, through accurate 3D
modelling, in the post-occupancy operations phase.

. The design of the scheme contributes to the quality of the area in which it would be located by continuing and
enhancing the historic aviation usage of Manston Airport.
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. The scheme protects and allows for the enhancement of existing related functions of the area including the
memorial garden and existing aircraft museums

. The scheme will reflect and continue Manston Airport’s aviation history through contemporary high quality new
facilities and buildings which maintains and progresses Manston’s history as an aviation site.

The Applicant proposes to produce a Design Guide to be provided at Deadline 4, which will contain a dedicated section
related to the quality and character of the development and how that will contribute to the surrounding area with reference
to Para 4.33 of the Airport NPS. This will include sensitivity to place, the quality and character of the development and how
this will be secured through a set of design principles that future development at the airport will be guided by and
committed to follow. Compliance with Design Guide will be secured through requirement 4 of the dDCO.

LV.1.15

The Applicant

Design - Tranquillity and dark skies

Paragraphs 11.4.39 to 11.4.44 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034]
reference CPRE Tranquillity and Night Blight Mapping.

Show how the use of these documents has influenced scheme proposals as submitted.

Applicant’s Response:

The Applicant has been aware of CPRE Tranquillity and Night Blight Mapping, but they do not provide information at a
scale suitable to inform scheme proposals, which were instead informed by direct field observation. Both data sets are
referenced in the LVIA in order to provide contextual information regarding these perceptual aspects of the site in relation
to surrounding areas.

An understanding of patterns of relative tranquillity and night-time lighting across the LVIA study area contextualised field
observations and informed the Landscape Character Area sensitivity assessments provided in Appendix 11.2 and the
impact
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assessments for the LCAs provided in Tables 11.20 through 11.33 of Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental
Statement Volume 2 (APP-034). Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 predicted that
no significant adverse effects would be sustained by any LCA as a result of the development and the CPRE documents
therefore influenced the proposals indirectly by helping to demonstrate that the proposals are acceptable in terms of
impact on landscape character.

LV.1.16

The Applicant

Design - Museums
Table 11.3 states that the two museums are being retained as part of the Proposed Development.

The ExA received evidence from Mr Russell at the Open Floor Hearing held on 11 January 2019 that there are proposals to
move the museums.

i. Indicate the status of any proposals to move the Museums; and

ii. state whether these proposals have been incorporated into the design process for the proposed scheme.

Applicant’s Response:

i. Statements of Common Ground have been agreed with both museums which include proposals to re-locate the
museums to another location on the Northern Grass within the museum safeguarded area. No move will take place without
the consent and approval of the two museums and in the event that it did occur it would be subject to a planning
application by the respective museums to the local planning authority.

ii. The museum safeguarding area is part of the masterplan (APP-079) and the dDCO includes no powers to carry
out any works within that area.
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Lv.1.17

The Applicant

Visual Impact — Study area

Figure 11.1 and paragraph 11.6.5 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034]
shows the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) study area as being within 5km of the site.

Justify the choice of this boundary.

Applicant’s Response:

A LVIA study area of 5km was initially identified based upon the criteria set out in Paragraph 11.3.2 of the Environmental
Statement [APP-034]. The 5km LVIA study area was included in the Scoping Report issued to consultees including Thanet
District Council and Kent County Council to give them the opportunity to suggest a more appropriate study area based
upon their local knowledge. No change to the LVIA study area was requested by any consultee.

The study area was tested through the viewpoint assessment and had any significant visual effects been identified at or
close to 5km boundary then at that time the study area would have been reviewed accordingly.

LV.1.18

The Applicant

Visual Impact — Study area

Justify the boundaries of in the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) as set out in ES Volume 4: Figures [APP-041]
given the statement made in the ISH on the dDCO held on 10" January 2019 that there is uncertainty as to the
existing levels within areas of the Order Limits.

Applicant’s Response:

The ZTVs included in ES Volume 4: Figures [APP-041] illustrate the potential visibility of proposed structures based upon
the maximum height parameters for those structures in meters above ordnance datum (m AOD) not in meters above
ground
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level (m AGL). As such, the height of structures modelled in the ZTV is absolute rather than relative to ground levels and
any uncertainty regarding ground levels within areas of the Order Limits has no impact upon the ZTV boundaries.

LV.1.19 The Applicant | Visual Impact — Study area
Para 11.3.2 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] states the study area
has been selected with regard to previous experience of undertaking LVIAs for similar types of development.
Reference the similar types of development to Manston Airport used in the definition of the study area.
Applicant’s Response:
Wood, the Applicant’s environmental consultants who prepared the LVIAs, has prepared LVIAs for proposed development
at Bristol Airport as well as several LVIAs for developments which include large-scale industrial buildings (e.g. Encirc in
Cheshire, distribution warehouses in South London, Northamptonshire and Suffolk).

LV.1.20 The Applicant | Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines

Para 11.3.9 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] states that ZTVs for
aircraft approaching, moving along and departing from the runway have not been modelled.

It justifies this, in part, by stating that it is not considered likely that overflying of aircraft in the sky could give rise to
significant visual effects due to the intermittent, transitory and small-scale nature of the changes that would arise in views.
This is repeated in paragraphs 11.6.2. and11.6.16.

Given, inter alia, the number of ATMs proposed, justify the implication that the frequent presence of aircraft
overhead would not alter the visual perception of any locations within the study area.
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Applicant’s Response:

The Applicant’s position is not that overflying aircraft will have no effect on the visual perceptions of any locations within the
study area nor that the effect of overflying of aircraft would not be significant. It is anticipated that at Year 10, there would
be approximately two incidents of overflying aircraft an hour between the hours of 0700 — 2300 rising to approximately four
ATMs an hour in Year 20. The intermittent and transient nature of the presence of overflying aircraft would not equate to
visual changes that are of a long duration and so are not considered to be significant.

COMMENT

A. Applicant has identified there will be a “significant adverse effects have been identified as
being likely as a result of an increase in noise” in Ramsgate, Manston, Wade, West
Stourmouth and Pegwell Bay. Applicant also has stated that “aircraft noise would increase to a
point where there would be a perceived change in the quality of life for occupants of
buildings in these communities™”.

B. Yet, Applicant paints a picture of a brief moment of noise and passing quickly planes.

C. Given the location of many of our heritage assets aircraft will be visible and heard over a long
period of approach and landing.

D. Lest there be any doubt as to the impact on the setting and appreciation of the Ramsgate HAZ
and conservation area of the proposed development, we invite you again to watch the videos
taken from within the Ramsgate conservation area of previous airport operations below. The
proposed development would see an increase in aircraft flight to an average of at least 3-4 flights
per hour, with flights operation 24 hours per day.

Flights over Southwood Gardens:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4ubPILLb4

'® APP-034 Paragraph 12.7.2



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4ub%C2%ADPlLLb%C2%AD4

Flights over Ramsgate Harbour, taken from pier (watch from 19 seconds in)
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VQkFhykIbCI

LV.1.21

The Applicant

Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines

Paragraph 11.6.18 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] states that visual
effects during the construction phase of the Proposed Development could lead to effects on human receptors

However, paragraph 11.3.9 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] states
that ZTVs for the construction phase, including two 40m mobile cranes have not been modelled.

One justification for this is that there would be a temporary presence of the cranes.

However, Section 11.8 Assessment of Landscape Effects in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement
Volume 2 [APP-034] does appear to assess the impact of the construction phase on receptors.

Given that Table 6.2 in the ES Volume 15 [APP-061] shows that there will still be construction activity in 2037 and
given the statement in paragraph 11.6.18 and given the description of Year 1 impacts in Section 11.8, justify the
statement in paragraph 11.3.9.

Applicant’s Response:



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VQkFhyklbCI
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The absence of a ZTV for the mobile cranes does not mean that there has been no assessment of this component of the
development.

An assessment of visual effects on receptors which lie within the ZTV includes consideration of the temporary deployment
of mobile cranes throughout the construction of the development. For receptors located outside of the ZTV, the temporary
presence of cranes in their views has been tested through the viewpoint assessment in Appendix 11.3 [APP-057].
Viewpoints 9, 11 and 19 lie outside of the ZTV and the visual assessment for these viewpoints considers the presence of
cranes and demonstrates that receptors would not experience significant visual effects as a result of cranes on their own.
As a consequence, the absence of a ZTV does not result in the failure to identify any receptors who may experience
significant visual effects.

Lv.1.22

The Applicant

Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines
Table 11.5 states, in response to a consultation request from Stone Hill Park Ltd that:

“Viewpoint photography has not been included from the PRoWs close to the eastern boundary as this will require a
diversion as part of the proposals.”

Justify this statement, given that the diversion will also follow the Eastern Boundary.

Applicant’s Response:

Viewpoint 6 (Figure 11.13) [APP-041] is located approximately 500m to the east of the proposed diverted footpath and is
considered to be representative of the view which would be available from the diverted PRoW. An assessment of the visual
effects from this diverted PRoW is included in Table 11.105 in the Environmental Statement [APP-034]. The Applicant
considers that whilst there is no viewpoint photography from this PRoW, the effects on receptors on the PRoW have been
considered in the assessment and are illustrated in the baseline photograph and wireline for Viewpoint 6.
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LV.1.23 The Applicant Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines
Landscape Institute Advice Note 01/11 on Photography and photomontage in landscape and visual impact assessment
recommends that the viewpoint’s height above ground level and OS grid coordinates are recorded. The wirelines set out in
Appendix 11.1 in Environmental Statement, Volume 12: Appendices 10 .1, Appendix B — 12.14 [APP-057] record height
above OD rather than ground level.
Either provide a table showing the heights of the viewpoints in figures 1 to 26 in Appendix 11.1 above ground level
or confirm that all viewpoints were taken at ~1.8m above ground level as recorded in ES Volume 4: Figures [APP-
041].
Applicant’s Response:
All viewpoint photographs were taken at an elevation of 1.5m above ground level (AGL). The elevation of 1.8m AGL stated
in ES Volume 4: Figures [APP-041] is incorrect. The Viewpoint height provided on figures 1 to 26 in Appendix 11.1 refers to
camera height at the viewpoint based upon ground level elevation (as derived from a digital terrain model) plus 1.5m and
rounded to the nearest 0.5m. The 0.3m difference in level does not affect the assessment.

LV.1.24 The Applicant Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines

Figure 1 in Appendix 11.1 in Environmental Statement, Volume 12: Appendices 10 .1,Appendix B — 12.14 [APP-057] shows
“Proposed spitfire and huricane [sic] memorial museum”. This proposal is not shown in Schedule 1 of the dDCO [APP-006]
or shown on the Works Plans [APP-018].

Explain this discrepancy.
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Applicant’s Response:

This is a labelling error. The line shown in the wirelines is correct but the label referring to the museum is incorrect. This
error has been corrected in the revised wirelines provided as Appendix CA.1.4 in TR020002/D3/FWQ/Appendices.

LV.1.25 The Applicant Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines
i. Explain what Figures 6, 8, 13, 15, 19, and 20 in Appendix 11.1 in Environmental Statement, Volume 12:
Appendices 10.1,Appendix B — 12.14 [APP-057] actually show.
ii. Would any of the Proposed Development be visible from these viewpoints?
Applicant’s Response:
i. The figures listed in Question LV.1.25 in Appendix 11.1 of the Environmental Statement show that the built
components of the Proposed Development would be screened by intervening landform/vegetation or built form.
ii. The built components would not be visible from the viewpoints listed in Question LV.1.25.
LV.1.26 The Applicant Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines

Paragraph 11.3.7 9 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] states that:

“...a ZTV for the operational phase has been modelled to demonstrate the potential visibility of aircraft stationary at the
stands. This has utilised a maximum height of a tail fin of 19.5m...”
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Appendix 11.1 in Environmental Statement, Volume 12: Appendices 10 .1, Appendix B — 12.14 [APP-057] does not show
any tail fins as being potentially visible from any of the viewpoints chosen.

Will tail fins be visible?

Applicant’s Response:

Tails fins will be visible from some of the viewpoints. Whilst a ZTV has been prepared to inform that assessment, tail fins
are not shown on the wirelines in Appendix 11.1 which illustrate that built components of the development only. Tail fins of
aircraft would not be static and would move between aprons and along the taxiways/runways and to capture them at a
specific location in a static wireline would be misleading.

Lv.1.27

The Applicant

Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines

Figure 7 in Appendix 11.1 in Environmental Statement, Volume 12: Appendices 10 .1, Appendix B — 12.14 [APP-057]
appears to show part of the indicative obscured business development zones as being above the level of the horizon.

Explain by what this proposed development is obscured.

Applicant’s Response:

This was an error on Figure 7 and has been corrected on the revised wireline for Viewpoint 4 (Appendix CA.1.4 in
TR020002/D3/FWQ/Appendices). The viewpoint assessment contained within Appendix 11.3 of the Environmental
Statement (APP-057) states that “there would be partial views of the roofs of a proportion of the business units...... ”. This
statement remains valid for the revised wireline and the magnitude of change assessed in the assessment for Viewpoint 4
is also unchanged in light of the revised wireline.
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LV.1.28 The Applicant Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines
Para 11.3.6 in Chapter 11 Landscape and Visual, in Environmental Statement Volume 2 [APP-034] shows parameters for
modelling potential visibility. With the exception of the radar tower, these heights cited do relate to the descriptions of the
relevant Works set out in Schedule 1.
Show where in the assessment of potential visibility:
i. The general vertical upward deviation of 2 metres allowed for in Article 6(c); and
ii. the maximum height for specified works allowed for in the table in Article 6(c) have formed the basis of
modelling for potential visibility.
Applicant’s Response:
i. The assessment is based on maximum parameters which relate to the heights of buildings and features described
in Chapter 3 of the ES (APP-033). No upward deviation has been allowed for over and above the parameters assessed in
the ES.
ii. The Applicant confirms that the maximum heights in Article 6(c) have formed the basis of modelling for potential visibility.
LV.1.29 The Applicant Visual Impact — Viewpoints and wirelines

Figure 4 and 5 in Appendix 11.1 in Environmental Statement, Volume 12: Appendices 10 .1, Appendix B — 12.14 [APP-057]
appears to show the same viewpoint (2) but from different directions. Both figures show the same ‘Direction to site’.

Explain.
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Applicant’s Response:

This was an error. Figures 4 and 5 have been revised with Figure 4 now stating south-south-east with regard to direction to
site and Figure 5 stating south (Appendix CA.1.4 in TR020002/D3/FWQ/Appendices).

LV.1.30

The Applicant

Design — Customs, immigration and security

The 2018 Airports NPS, which is an important and relevant consideration in the examination of this application, states in
paragraph 4.32 that:

“The Secretary of State will also need to be satisfied that extant security, customs and immigration measures are
maintained or reprovided.”

The Planning Statement at paragraph 4.15 states that:

“The Masterplan allows for the required security, customs and immigration measures.”

Either:

i. show where in the application documentation considerations of security and customs and immigration
measures are considered in the design of the proposed scheme and where the masterplan and the design

principles take these into account; or

ii. provide an explanation of how security and customs and immigration measures have been considered in
the design of the proposed scheme and how the masterplan and the design principles take these into account.

Applicant’s Response:
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ii The Applicant has considered security and customs and immigration requirements as a part of the outline plan for
example:

Passenger Terminal: it is recognised that security issues are a key priority when designing and constructing new airport
terminals, especially the need to incorporate terrorist attack mitigation measures. The outline design of the terminal has
considered the guidance specified in the Department for Transport document ‘Airport Security in Aviation Development
(ASIAD)'. An important issue is terminal forecourt design to defeat hostile vehicle attacks. Therefore the terminal position
allows for the required 30m clearance zone into which no unauthorised vehicle may enter. Space has been allowed to
delineate this zone by installing Hostile Vehicle Mitigation (HVM) bollards to stop this unauthorised entry, or attack, by
vehicles at speed. These bollards, which will supplement planters and hard landscaping elements, will be positioned
parallel to the terminal frontage. HVM barriers will also be positioned at each end of the terminal frontage road. The
barriers will be removable to allow entry and egress by emergency vehicles. These mitigation measures will be designed to
comply with PAS 68 which is the latest Publicly Available Specification for vehicle security to assist in the prevention of
terrorism and crime. It identifies vehicle criteria and impact tolerance that must be met in order to conform to the
Specification.

The bollards, barriers and secure zone will ensure that a vehicle bomb cannot penetrate the terminal; however, a
detonation at the 30m stand-off range will still cause a blast wave to impact the terminal. This is mitigated in the design by
designing the building frame to British and European standards plus to UK Building Regulations as buildings designed to
these standards are generally capable of withstanding the blast without collapse. However, one objective of a terminal is to
provide an open and attractive passenger environment and this is commonly provided through the use of glazed facades.
This is particularly the case for the smaller terminal building, like Manston Airport, where glazed facades will assist with the
light and open environment and not reduce the passenger experience. However, this construction can be a source of
deadly fragments in a blast event. To mitigate this; the detail design will minimise the use of glazed facades without
reducing the passenger experience. Plus the fagade systems will use high strength laminated glass in deeply rebated
frames to ensure under blast conditions the fragments remain attached to the plastic interlayer and not be projected into
the terminal. The same protection will apply to the terminal doors.

The building frame also has to withstand the blast. This frame can either consist of steel or reinforced concrete. To analyse
the effects of a blast, dynamic modelling is used and this indicates a steel frame structure is better at withstanding the blast
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effects. The variety of steel sections also improves the architectural details allowing for the fagade material to be easily
incorporated and comply with the ASIAD requirements.

The risk of a landside package or person-borne explosive detonation is accepted by the ASIAD guidance with measures
applied to limit the effects and injuries from such an attack. These do not generally influence the space planning design
and are more related to materials. For example; limit glazed balustrades and screens and provide securing constraints to
suspend signs and ceiling panels.

Within the masterplan the area specified for the terminal building is based on other terminal facilities that have a similar
passenger throughput. In general, this is a two storey facility which will allow sufficient space to incorporate a passenger
and baggage security screening facilities i.e. Hold baggage screening, individual passenger screening, cabin baggage
screening, security staff control station. These facilities will be installed on a phased approach to comply with passenger
demand. For example for passenger screening initially, two security lanes will be provided. Customs and Immigration
facilities will be provided i.e. custom channels (red, green, blue), interview rooms, Immigration desks, queueing area, one
way screens, CCTV, back of house offices in accordance with Border Force Requirements. The Applicant is aware that
Border Force requirements could change after March 29 2019 although at this stage this is an unknown requirement, but
given any changes will be imposed on all UK airports, it is considered that any such changes will be able to be
incorporated into the design.

A security gate will be provided to the south of the terminal for controlling airside access. This will be provided with an ‘air-
lock’ facility. This is located near to the terminal so avoids deliveries direct to the terminal and reduces the vehicle risk.

Parking facilities and structures are a potential vehicle bomb location and so these have been located outside of the 30m
secure zone from the terminal in accordance with ASIAD design. Due to the area and proximity of the car parks the design
does not require a customer interface area which would require glazed elements to be blast enhanced.

Cargo Facilities: The floor area for the cargo facilities includes an area for the incorporation of Custom clearance facilities.
The detailed requirements will be influenced by the cargo operators that will be based at Manston Airport. However, space
has been allowed for security screening facilities within the building and the possibility of proving mobile screening units
which again depends on the cargo operators and type of cargo being handled. The design therefore incorporates some
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flexibility depending on type of cargo operations. Security facilities for screening personnel with the building will be
provided so they can access the Critical Part area. Management procedures for this process will be included in the
Airport’'s Security Management System. Therefore, facilities and management procedures will ensure that a secure supply
chain is maintained from the point of origin to the point of uplift.

The detection of narcotics in cargo packages can be assisted through the use of narcotic detection dogs. The masterplan
space planning exercise has considered the use of providing an area within the airport for a narcotic detection dog team.
The exercise concluded that a mobile detection dog unit would be more effective at the initial development stages.

A security gatehouse has been incorporated into the design to provide an initial security check point for the cargo facility.
The design of this area incorporates security gates located in front of this security complex and linked to the security fence.
If required, this allows the option of securing the facility if an extreme security event occurs. Design development has also
considered incorporating HVM measures in the form of barriers. The masterplan has included space for the installation if
these barriers if required.

Perimeter Security: the majority of the site perimeter is provided with compliant airport security fencing. The ASIAD
requirement is for fencing to comply the Standard BS 1722. A preliminary visual inspection indicates that this existing
fencing is compliant. However, a detailed inspection will be undertaken and any areas on non-compliant fencing will be
replaced. Also, compliant security fencing will be provided for those areas where new developments are proposed i.e
cargo facilities. The masterplan has ensured that the development provides the required security clearance adjacent to
perimeter fencing

i.e. 3m gap. This eliminates the risk of providing a means to access over the security fence.

Intrusion of the security boundary has also been considered in the design development stage. The Applicant has reviewed
systems that are currently available i.e. sensors, video using analytics and radar. The Applicant has reviewed a radar
system, which provides real time information, and is currently being operated at Liege Airport in Belgium. This highlighted
the benefits of providing an automated wide area surveillance system. The conclusion was that these systems provide the
optimum security coverage across a large perimeter and the Applicant is committed to providing this at Manston. As these
systems can be installed at any time without affecting the infrastructure then it does not influence the design of the
masterplan.







Ref No.

Respondent

Question

Site wide security: A CCTV system will be installed within the staff and passenger car parks and at strategic landside
locations. The system will be linked to a control room within the terminal. A similar system will be incorporated for the cargo
facilities with the individual operators also operating their own company system. It will be possible for all the CCTV systems
to be linked through a site wide underground fibre optic cable that is proposed will be incorporated around the airport.

Perimeter airside roads adjacent to the site boundary are provided to allow for access and inspection of the secure
perimeter.

The design measures in the masterplan and subsequent detail design will be part of a larger counter-terrorist security
strategy that will include the airport, police and security services. Effective security plans will be developed in tandem with
detailed design to ensure that an effective strategy is enacted. Finally a Security Management System will be developed in
accordance with CAA and DfT guidelines to manage security risks effectively and efficiently.




LV.1.31

The Applicant

Design — Customs, immigration and security
Paragraph 6.46 of the Planning Statement [APP-080] states that:

“It is noted that the Examining Authority and Secretary of State will take into account the ultimat