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1 Introduction

1.11
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1.13
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1.1.6

1.1.7

This Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) has been prepared in support of the examination phase
for the proposed Gatwick Northern Runway Project (NRP). The Application was made by Gatwick
Airport Limited (the Applicant) to the Secretary of State for the Department for Transport (the
Secretary of State) pursuant to Section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (PA 2008).

The Application comprises alterations to the existing northern runway which, together with the lifting
of the current restrictions on its use, would enable dual runway operations. It also includes the
development of a range of infrastructure and facilities which, with the alterations to the northern
runway, would enable an increase in the airport's passenger throughput capacity. This includes
substantial upgrade works to certain surface access routes which lead to the airport. A full
description of the Proposed Development is included in ES Chapter 5: Project Description (Doc
Ref. 5.1).

SoCGs are an established means in the planning process of allowing all parties to identify and focus
on specific issues that may need to be considered during the Examination. The purpose and
possible content of SoCG is detailed in the Department for Communities and Local Government’s
guidance entitled ‘Planning Act 2008: examination of applications for development consent’ (2015),
stating:

“A statement of common ground is a written statement prepared jointly by the applicant
and another party or parties, setting out any matters on which they agree. As well as
identifying matters which are not in real dispute, it is also useful if a statement identifies
those areas where agreement has not been reached. The statement should include
references to show where those matters are dealt with in the written representations or
other documentary evidence.”

The SoCGs between the Applicant and the local authorities comprises several documents, to which
this document is one. The Statement of Commonality provides details of the structure and status of
the SoCG between all the relevant Interested Parties, including the local authorities. Naturally, the
level of detail across the suite of SOCG varies to reflect the nature and complexity of the matter, as
well as the position between the parties.

This document solely relates to matters between the Applicant and West Sussex County Council. A
summary of the meetings and correspondence that has taken place between the parties is detailed
in Appendix 1 of this document.

The engagement between the parties across the breadth of matters is ongoing. Therefore, the SoCG
is an evolving document and the detailed wording within it is still being discussed in detail between
the parties. Future iterations will be submitted at each deadline; and both parties reserve the right to
supplement the matters identified as discussions progress, to ensure it is comprehensive and up to
date.

This SoCG has been produced to confirm to the Examining Authority (ExA) where agreement has
been reached between the parties, and where agreement has not (yet) been reached, and is
presented in a tabular form. This SoCG does not seek to replicate information that is available
elsewhere, either within the Application and/or Examination documents, referring out where
appropriate. The terminology used within the SoCG to reflect the status between the parties is either:

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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= “Agreed” to indicate where a matter has been resolved to the satisfaction of the parties.

=  “Not Agreed” to indicate a final position where parties cannot agree.

=  “Under discussion” to indicate where matters are subject of on-going discussion with the aim
to either resolve or refine the extent of disagreement between the parties.

= No longer pursuing” where the stakeholder no longer pursues an interest in the matter.

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

1.1.8 It can be assumed that any matters not specifically referred to in Section 2 of this SoCG are not of
material interest or relevance to West Sussex County Council; and therefore, have not been the
subject of any discussions between the parties, or have been previously discussed and addressed
through the DCO process. As such, those matters should be assumed to be agreed, unless
otherwise raised in due course by any of the parties.

1.1.9 The versions of the SoCGs submitted at Deadline 9 reflect the discussions between
parties since the previous versions submitted into the Examination at Deadline 5. This
has allowed for substantive updates from both parties until 12 August 2024 (when the
JLAs returned comments on their updated position). Following receipt of those comments
and in view of the timescales of the examination, the Applicant has only provided updates
to such matters where considered necessary/helpful in view of its previous stated
response, including by reference to its closing submissions and/or where engagement has
enabled matters to be further progressed (including through the Section 106 Agreement).
Therefore updated commentary has not been provided for all matters.

1.1.10 Furthermore, updates to the SoCGs at Deadline 9 have been prepared in parallel with
negotiations on the Section 106 Agreement. Whilst the parties have endeavoured to
ensure the positions reflected in this SoCG reflect the agreement now reached, the parties
prepared a joint statement to confirm the effect of the agreed s106 Agreement on resolving
a number of issues which have been raised in the examination. The matters set out below
by both parties should be read within the context of the joint position statement prepared
by the Applicant and the JLAs submitted as part of the their respective Deadline 9
submissions and their respective closing submissions submitted at Deadline 9 where
applicable to the topic in question.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2 Current Position
2.1. Agricultural Land Use and Recreation
2.1.1 Table 2.1 sets out the position of both parties in relation to agricultural land use and recreation matters.

Table 2.1 Statement of Common Ground — Agricultural Land Use and Recreation Matters

Reference | Matter Stakeholder Position (as per frozen issue trackers) Gatwick Airport Limited Position Sighposting Status
There are no issues relating to Agricultural Land Use and Recreation in this Statement of Common Ground.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

Table 2.1 sets out the position of both parties in relation to air quality matters.

Table 2.2 Statement of Common Ground — Air Quality Matters

Reference | Matter | Stakeholder Position (as per frozen issue trackers) Gatwick Airport Limited Position ‘ Signposting ‘ Status
Baseline
2.2.1.1 Assessment Scenarios The concern is that the scenarios assessed in the ES do not provide a ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air ES Chapter 13 Air Not agreed
(including 2047 Full Capacity) | realistic worst-case assessment. This is particularly the case for those quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and Quality [APP-038]
scenarios where both construction and operational activities are underway | airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local
at the same time, but the assessment has treated them separately. The councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case Transport
same concerns apply to the emissions ceiling calculations as to how effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and Assessment [AS-079]
realistic these are, particularly when there are construction and available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the
operational activities ongoing, and the emissions ceiling calculations treat | Proposed Development would not be significant. Appendix D of the
these separately. In addition, there is no operational assessment for the Supporting Air
final full-capacity assessment year of 2047. Conservative assumptions being applied in the assessment include | Quality Technical
background values being frozen to 2030 and no improvements in Notes to the SoCGs
Updated position (Deadline 1): A key part of this concern is around the aircraft emissions being accounted for in the air quality modelling. [REP1-050]
modelled scenarios assessed. It is welcomed that GAL propose to
provide further information at the next air quality TWG. This matter will Traffic modelling has been undertaken for two construction Appendix A:
remain under discussion until this TWG has been held. scenarios, airfield construction and surface access (highways) Response to West
construction. Further detail is contained in the Transport Sussex Joint Local
It is noted that air quality should improve beyond 2038. However, it is our | Assessment. The construction scenarios assume the peak Authorities — Air
understanding that the ANPS requires a full assessment of the airport at construction traffic flows applied to the first year of airfield (2024) Quality to The
full capacity. and surface access (2029) construction which is a conservative Applicant’s
assumption since emissions and background concentrations are Response to
Updated position (Deadline 5): anticipated to improve in future years. Deadline 4
Gatwick Airport Limited (GAL) sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 of their Submissions [REP5-
Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air quality As set out in paragraph 13.5.53 of ES Chapter 13: Air Quality, the 073]
matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3 (Appendix 2029 surface access construction scenario represents years 2029-
A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This Appendix of air 2032, during which there will be an overlap with the operation of the
quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide range of technical Project. The 2029 surface access construction scenario is a
matters. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made. | combined scenario considering the contribution from both
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next construction and operational traffic over this period to represent a
Examination Deadline. realistic worst case assessment.
Updated Position (12 August 2024) GAL proposes to set out the model scenarios and provide that
The Applicant has provided information on road traffic emissions in 2047,, | summary at TWGs to be arranged for Q1 2024.
but the impact of airport emissions, which will be of increased relative
importance in 2047, have not been modelled for the airport at full capacity. | An assessment of 2047 has been included in the ES Chapter 13
. with an emissions inventory (Table 13.10.8), including aircraft and
road vehicle emissions. The air quality assessment concludes that
WSCC continues to consider that an EMG framework would be beneficial | no significant effects for air quality are anticipated for 2047.
to avoid any unexpected adverse air quality outcomes. In the event that Between 2038 and 2047 a number of predicted improvements to air
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and West Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 6
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an EMG approach was not possible further safeguards should be adopted

in an AQAP or - air guality management plan

quality would be expected to occur as a result of national efforts to
reduce emissions and also as a result of the project.

Background concentrations are expected to reduce between 2038
and 2047 and vehicle emissions would continue to reduce. Road
traffic is the main source of emissions likely to result in an impact
from the project due to the proximity of road sources to sensitive
receptors, compared with aircraft emissions. Therefore, despite the
uncertainty of predicting emissions for a future year of 2047, it has
been concluded that the 2047 future year is not at risk of resulting in
a significant impact to air quality.

Section 13.10.163 of the assessment provides further detail.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided further
information regarding the 2047 assessment at Section 3 of
Appendix D of the Supporting Air Quality Technical Notes to
the SoCGs [REP1-050]. The Applicant notes that the JLAs have
provided a submission on air quality at Deadline 3. The Applicant
will review this submission and respond accordingly.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Authorities
— Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): The Applicant has submitted its
position regarding the 2047 assessment at Section 3 of Appendix
D of the Supporting Air Quality Technical Notes to the SoCGs
REP1-050]. This was discussed at the July TWG and the
Applicant’s position is unchanged.

Updated position (Deadline 9): The latest position drafted relates
to EMG rather than the assessment scenarios. The Applicant
believes matter should be agreed and considered separately to
EMG which is captured elsewhere in this table.

Assessment Methodology

2.2.2.1 Air Quality and Emissions The Applicant has not clearly demonstrated regard to the Sussex Air
Mitigation Guidance for Quality and Emissions Mitigation Guidance or the Defra air quality
Sussex damage cost guidance in assessing air quality impacts and mitigation
measures.

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is noted that an appraisal of air quality
damages has been presented in Table 7.2.1 of Needs Case Appendix 1 —

This approach taken for the ES is consistent with the principles of
the Clean Air Strategy and guidance set out in the Sussex
Guidance; it follows requirements for EIA and NPSs; and provides
detailed commitments for suitable measures to be secured through
the DCO.

Table 7.2.1 of ES
Needs Case
Appendix 1 —
National Economic
Impact Assessment

[APP-251]

Not Agreed

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and West Sussex County Council — Version 3.0
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National Economic Impact Assessment (APP-251). It is also noted that
measures to mitigate air quality have been identified. It is understood from
the December TWG air quality meeting that an AQAP will be produced by
GAL. Within this AQAP it is requested that GAL demonstrate how the
overall monetary disbenefits identified will be redressed by the measures
proposed.

As a matter of clarification it is noted that road traffic NOX and PM2.5
Other on-site operations are predicted to improved, can GAL outline the
source of this improvement?

Updated position (Deadline 5):

Gatwick Airport Limited (GAL) sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 of their
Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air quality
matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3 (Appendix
A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This Appendix of air
quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide range of technical
matters. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made.
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next
Examination Deadline.

Updated Position(12 August 2024).

The Councils continue to consider that the provision of information in line
with Sussex Guidance would be beneficial for defining mitigation
measures within the AQAP.

The SACs have already been taken into account in the assessment of air
quality impacts. The air quality effects of the Project are therefore those
which remain assuming all SAC are met.

The Sussex Guidance specifies that, even where air quality standards are
met, the health effects of additional pollution emissions as a result of the
Project should be mitigated.

It is the view of WSCC that since SAC have already been taken into
account (embedded), additional mitigation is needed to mitigate the
increased airport related pollution in line with the damage costs as per the
Sussex Guidance.

The Council will review any updated AQAP following Deadline 8. In
relation to national planning policy mitigation is not only needed in relation
to significant effects but to mitigate negative effects (See ANPS paragraph
5.29)

Table 7.2.1 of Needs Case Appendix 1 — National Economic Impact
Assessment includes the TAG assessment identifying the air quality
damage costs of the Project.

Table 13.4.1 of ES Chapter 13: Air Quality considers the Sussex
Guidance.

ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has indicated that there are no
significant effects as a result of the Project and the Project is not
predicted to impact compliance with the air quality standards.

This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the
aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality regardless
of significance.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A technical note summarising the
assessment scenarios has been provided at Deadline 1, within
Appendix D of the Supporting Air Quality Technical Notes to
the SoCGs (Doc Ref. 10.4).

Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant notes that the JLAs
have provided a submission on air quality at Deadline 3. The
Applicant will review this submission and respond accordingly.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Authorities
— Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): The required scope of the AQAP
under the Draft DCO Section 106 Agreement [REP6-063] has
been updated and the draft AQAP has also been updated in
response to comments made by the JLAs. The JLAs have provided
further comments on the AQAP Deadline 7 [REP7-103], the
Applicant will respond on these matters at Deadline 8.

The Applicant does not agree that additional mitigation beyond what
is already proposed is necessary. This is consistent with national
policy and EIA requirements.

Table 13.4.1 and
Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13 Air

Quality [APP-038

Appendix D of the
Supporting Air
Quality Technical
Notes to the SoCGs

[REP1-050]

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions [REP5-
073]

2.2.2.2 Clarification on further details | Clarifications on a range of technical details are required, including on ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air ES Chapter 13 Air Agreed
rates of future air quality improvement, pollutants assessed, construction quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and Quality [APP-038]
plant (i.e., asphalt plant), heating plant, and road traffic modelling. Further | airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and West Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 8
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information is required to help understand if a realistic worst case has
been assessed.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Further details can be provided to GAL
for discussion.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

Gatwick Airport Limited (GAL) sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 of their
Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air quality
matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3 (Appendix
A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This Appendix of air
quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide range of technical
matters. The Joint Local Authorities have also submitted a detailed review
of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. Please see REP4-053 for this
detailed review. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be
made. It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next
Examination Deadline.

councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case
effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and
available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the
Proposed Development would not be significant.

GAL engaged with key stakeholders through the topic working
groups and during such engagement, efforts were made to gain
agreement with local authorities on key modelling points.
Methodology transparency has been demonstrated and model files
and results were provided to the TWG via email on 18" August
2023.

Details on the Non Road Mobile Machinery (NRMM) (asphalt plant,
concrete batching etc) and how it has been assessed can be found
in Section 3.12 of the air quality assessment methodology.

Details on the airport heating plant and road traffic modelling and
how they have been assessed can be found in the air quality
assessment methodology.

GAL is happy to liaise with the Councils on further information
requested.

Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL will provide a draft Outline
AQAP to the LAs by 26" March (to align with Deadline 2), with the
intention of submitting the Outline AQAP into the Examination in
due course taking account of any feedback received.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a draft
air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Deadline 2
Submission — 10.11 Draft Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The
document sets out measures and monitoring commitments related
to air quality and odour management to be undertaken by GAL
which are secured under the DCO or s106 Agreement.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Authorities
— Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will respond at

Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): This matter can be marked as
‘agreed’ following consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local
authorities on the technical queries at the July TWG.

ES Appendix 13.4.1:
Air Quality
Assessment
Methodology [APP-

158]

Schedule 1 and
Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-
004]

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions [REP5-
073]

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2231 Uncertainty and Controlled There is insufficient information on how sensitive future air quality The mode share commitments within the Surface Access ES Chapter 7.4 Not agreed
Growth. predictions are to modal shift objectives being achieved. Commitments (SACs) document represent the position GAL is Transport

confident it can achieve, based on the modelling of mode choice Assessment [AS-079]
Updated position (Deadline 1): The response has not provided and transport network operation. Further details are provided in
sensitivity testing in relation to air quality. Therefore uncertainty remains Chapter 7 of the Transport Assessment. The range of interventions | ES Appendix 5.4.1:
for air quality as to how sensitive predictions presented are to the success | to improve sustainable travel has been tested to inform the mode Surface Access
of mode shift. Additionally, whilst there are provisions to monitor mode share commitments reported in the Application. The SAC also Commitments [APP-
shift it is unclear what actions would be taken if mode shift was not includes a section on GAL'’s further aspirations, which includes 090]
identified and what air quality triggers would be used. more ambitious mode share targets which it will be working

towards, but it has set the committed mode shares explicitly to ES Chapter 13 Air
Updated position (Deadline 5): ensure that the core surface access outcomes set out in Quality [APP-038]
The Joint Local Authorities have submitted a detailed review of the Air Environmental Statement are delivered. The SAC contains
Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. Please see REP4-053 for this detailed measures to monitor and ensure that the mode commitments are Appendix F of the
review. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made. met. Supporting Air
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next Quality Technical
Examination Deadline. Conservative assumptions have also been built into the air quality Notes to the SoCGs

assessment to reduce uncertainty in any future scenario such as [REP1-050]
Updated Position (12 August 2024) background values being frozen to 2030 and no improvements in
WSCC continues to consider that an EMG framework would be beneficial to aircraft emissions being accounted for in the air quality modelling. Schedule 1 and
avoid any unexpected adverse air quality outcomes. In the event that an Appendix 5 of the
EMG approach was not possible further safequards could be adopted in an The assessment of air quality (APP-038) is measured against the Draft Section 106
AQAP or air quality management plan to ensure the SACs are met for mode | relevant air quality standards. The draft Section 106 agreement Agreement [REP2-
share and that air quality is not comprised by unchecked traffic growth. includes commitment to monitoring of air quality at current and 004]

proposed monitoring sites against relevant air quality standards.

Results will be reported to local authorities.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A sensitivity test with the

conservative assumption that there are no improvements in

emissions beyond 2030 has been provided a Deadline 1, within

Appendix F of the Supporting Air Quality Technical Notes to

the SoCGs (Doc Ref. 10.4). The draft Outline AQAP will be

provided to the LAs by 26" March (to align with Deadline 2), with

the intention of submitting the outline version into the Examination

in due course taking account of any feedback received.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a draft

air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Deadline 2

Submission — 10.11 Draft Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The

document sets out measures and monitoring commitments related

to air quality and odour management to be undertaken by GAL

which are secured under the DCO or s106 Agreement.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at

Deadline 6 to the JLAs’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated Position (July 2024): The Applicant has responded to the
JLAS’ Introduction for a proposal for Environmentally Managed
Growth at Appendix B of The Applicant’s Response to Deadline
4 Submissions (Doc Ref 10.38) submitted at Deadline 5 and The
Applicant's Response to Deadline 5 Submissions - Response
to JLA's EMG Framework Paper [REP6-093] submitted at
Deadline 6. Together, these submissions detail why the Applicant
considers an EMG framework is neither necessary nor appropriate
for the Project.

2.2.3.2 Evidence base and Further presentation of the required evidence base and justification of the | ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air ES Chapter 13 Air Agreed
justification for air quality noise and air quality effects (and proposed mitigation) from both quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and Quality [APP-038]
impacts construction of the additional infrastructure and the operational phase airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local
(including the increase in overflights). councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case ES Appendix 13.4.1:
effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and Air Quality
Updated position (Deadline 5): data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the Proposed Assessment
Gatwick Airport Limited (GAL) sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 of their Development would not be significant. Details on the methodology Methodology [APP-
Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air quality are presented in the methodology appendix. 158]
matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3 (Appendix
A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This Appendix of air This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES Appendix A:
quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide range of technical Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the Response to West
matters. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made. | aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality regardless | Sussex Joint Local
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next of significance. Commitments include the continuation of monitoring | Authorities — Air
Examination Deadline. at current sites and future proposed monitoring, to be secured Quality to The
under the draft Section 106 agreement entered in relation to the Applicant’s
Project. Response to
Deadline 4
Please refer to Issues Table 13 in relation to noise. Submissions [REP5-
073]
Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome an
updated position or response from WSCC against this SoCG item,
or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer
pursuing’.
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Authorities
— Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].
Updated Position (July 2024): This matter can be marked as
‘agreed’ following consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local
authorities on the technical queries at the July TWG.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.2.3.3 Ultrafine particles There is no discussion on the health impacts of ultrafine particles from An assessment of ultra-fine particulate matter (UFP) has been Section 18.8 of ES Not Agreed
aviation sources within the ES, despite assurances by the Applicant that undertaken and is reported in the ES health and wellbeing chapter. | Chapter 18: Health
this would be provided. WSCC would like to see a qualitative assessment | That assessment considers the emerging scientific understanding and Wellbeing [APP-
on the potential health impacts in the vicinity of Gatwick Airport and a of UFPs as a public health issue. The approach follows IEMA 2022 | 043] “Health and
commitment to ongoing open engagement with regards to monitoring. guidance on assessing human health effects in EIA. wellbeing effects from
changes to air quality”

Updated position (Deadline 5): In addition to monitoring key pollutants GAL commits to paragraphs 18.8.67 to
The Joint Local Authorities have submitted a detailed review of the Air participating in national aviation industry body studies of UFP 18.8.86.
Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. Please see REP4-053 for this detailed emissions at airports including those reviewing how monitoring
review. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made. could be undertaken, as discussed in the Health and Wellbeing Section 13.9 of ES
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next assessment. Chapter 13 Air
Examination Deadline. Quality [APP-038]

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has set out
Updated Position (12 August 2024) provisions in relation to UFPs at Schedule 1, Deadline 2 Schedule 1 of the
WSCC does not agree that the assessment of ultrafines has been undertaken | Submission —Draft Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. Draft Section 106
appropriately. WSCC considered that further discussion on this matter was Agreement [REP2-
unlikely to be productive and such have focused efforts on securing Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at 004]
monitoring provision for ultrafine particulates Deadline 6 to the JLAs’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): ES Chapter 18: Health and

Wellbeing [APP-043] provides an appropriate assessment of UFP,

including as clarified in Action Point 17 of the Deadline 4

Submission - The Applicant’s Response to Actions ISH7: Other

Environmental Matters [REP4-037]. The UKHSA, who have

responsibility for environmental hazards and community safety,

have confirmed in their relevant representation [RR-4687] that they

are satisfied, and the proposed development should not result in

any significant adverse impact on public health.

2241 Lack of specific Air Quality There is no AQAP which clearly sets out the range of measures that have | ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air Section 13.9 of ES Not Agreed
Action Plan (AQAP) been considered to specifically address local air quality. This approach quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and Chapter 13 Air
differs from discussions during 2 years of consultation where a draft airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local Quality [APP-038]
AQAP was provided in the air quality Topic Working Group (21.10.22) and | councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case
an AQAP was listed in item 19 of Schedule 2 (Requirements) of the draft effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and ES Appendix 5.3.2:
DCO (28.04.23). The CAP and ASAS do not specifically or adequately available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the Code of Construction
address air quality mitigation measures based on health, and both lack the | Proposed Development would not be significant. As such, taking Practice (REP1-021)
means to measure short-term exposure or provide monitoring to check into account embedded mitigation, no other mitigation is required as
compliance. a result of the project. ES Appendix 5.4.2:
Carbon Action Plan

Updated position (Deadline 1): This response does not align with the This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES [APP-091]
commitment provided by GAL in the December 2023 Air Quality TWG to Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the
provide an AQAP. Please can GAL confirm this response is out of date. aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality regardless | ES Appendix 13.8.1:

of significance. Air Quality

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated position (Deadline 5):

The Joint Local Authorities have submitted a detailed review of the Air
Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. Please see REP4-053 for this detailed
review. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made.
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next
Examination Deadline.

Updated Position (12 August 2024)

WSCC is not aware of updates to the Draft DCO Section 106 Agreement
which may have fundamentally improved the design of the draft AQAP.
Any air quality action plan, or management plan, needs (as a minimum) to
be forward looking in order to assess the effectiveness of mitigation
measures included in the authorised development (estimated reduction in
pollutants) and provide a realistic review cycle for reporting monitoring
results. The current proposed 5-year retrospective reporting in the draft
AQAP is not considered adequate.

It would also be beneficial to provide a mechanism (like that proposed in
the EMG) for addressing how mitigation may be increased in response to
any future tightening of standards or where target measures such as
mode shift are not achieved.

The Council will review any updated AQAP following Deadline 8. In
relation to national planning policy mitigation is not only needed in relation
to significant effects but to mitigate negative effects (See ANPS paragraph

5.29).

Measures that will be in place through the construction of the
Project including mitigation and monitoring of dust are detailed in
Section 5.8 of the ES Appendix Construction Period Mitigation and
are included in the Code of Construction Practice, to be secured
under the requirements of the DCO.

The ES Appendix Carbon Action Plan sets out outcomes that GAL

is committing to deliver for key airport operational and construction

emissions sources. Commitments on surface access emissions are
set out in ES Appendix Surface Access Commitments.

Measures and monitoring commitments will be secured via the
DCO and updated draft Section 106 agreement. The commitments
will provide suitable monitoring to allow for the local authorities to
carry out their LAQM requirements.

Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL will provide a draft AQAP to
the LAs at Deadline 1 with the intention of submitting the outline
version into the Examination in due course.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a draft
air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Deadline 2
Submission —Draft Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The
document sets out measures and monitoring commitments related
to air quality and odour management to be undertaken by GAL
which are secured under the DCO or s106 Agreement.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): The required scope of the AQAP
under the Draft DCO Section 106 Agreement [REP6-063] has
been updated and the draft AQAP has also been updated in
response to comments made by the JLAs. The JLAs have provided
further comments on the AQAP Deadline 7 [REP7-103], the
Applicant will respond on these matters at Deadline 8.

The Applicant does not agree that additional mitigation beyond what
is already proposed is necessary. This is consistent with national
policy and EIA requirements.

Construction Period
Mitigation [APP-161]

ES Appendix 5.4.1:
Surface Access
Commitments [APP-

090]

Schedule 1 and
Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-

004]

2.2.4.2 Lack of Dust Management There is no DMP which clearly sets out the implementation of the specific | Measures that will be in place through the construction of the ES Appendix 13.8.1: Agreement
Plan (DMP) mitigation measures that will be used to ensure that any potential adverse | Project including mitigation and monitoring of dust are detailed in Air Quality Pending
impacts from dust arising during construction and demolition activities are | Section 5.8 of the ES Appendix Construction Period Mitigation Construction Period
avoided during all construction stages. (APP-161) and are included in the Code of Construction Practice Mitigation [APP-161]
(APP-082), to be secured under the requirements of the DCO.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated position (Deadline 1): It is understood that a final DMP cannot
yet be provided, but an outline or draft DMP can be prepared. This is still
requested by WSCC.

Updated position (Deadline 5):
The Joint Local Authorities have submitted a detailed review of the GAL
Dust Management Plan. Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review.

Without a response from GAL to the DMP review (and any updated DMP
committed to by GAL for Deadline 5 [REP4-033]) further progress cannot
be made. It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the
next Examination Deadline.

Updated Position (12 August 2024)
WSCC is hopeful that all final matters will be addressed in an updated DMP
due at Deadline 8 and will confirm following receipt of the updated DMP

Paragraph 2.2.7 of the CoCP sets out that Construction Dust
Management Plans (CDMP) will be prepared in accordance with the
CoCP.

Management plans will be prepared for specific areas of the Project
to reflect any site-specific conditions or measures to mitigate dust
impacts (set out in para 5.8.2 of the CoCP).

The CDMPs will be prepared for approval by the relevant local
planning authority prior to construction works commencing, as
confirmed in paragraph 5.8.2 of the CoCP.

Updated position (Deadline 1): An outline CDMP will be shared
with WSCC for comment by 261 March (to align with Deadline 2),
with the intention of submitting the outline version into the
Examination in due course taking account of any feedback
received.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Draft Construction Dust
Management Plan (CDMP) has been shared with local authorities
for comment on 26" March, considering the items set out by local
authorities in the SoCG and Local Impact Reports. The Applicant
looks forward to receiving the LAs comments in due course.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has submitted an
updated version of the Construction Dust Management Strategy
(Doc Ref. 5.3) into the examination at Deadline 5.

Updated Position (July 2024): The final comments on the Outline
Construction DMP were discussed at the July TWG, all matters are
considered to be resolved and an updated final outline construction
DMP will be provided at Deadline 8 and it is secured by DCO
Requirement 27.

Updated Position (August 2024): Further comments have been
submitted by local authorities on the outline DMP. An updated
version would be provided at Deadline 10 to consider all comments.
On this basis, all matters are considered to be resolved.

ES Appendix 5.3.2;
Code of Construction
Practice (REP1-021)

ES Appendix 5.3.2;
CoCP — Annex 9:
Construction Dust
Management

Strategy [REP5-022

2.2.4.3 Outline Construction Traffic The OCTMP identifies risks associated with construction traffic utilising The impact from construction traffic due to movement of ES Appendix 5.3.2 Not Agreed
Management Plan (CTMP) routes through the J10 M23 and Hazelwick Air Quality Management Areas | construction materials will be managed in accordance with a Code of Construction
in Crawley. Reference is made to a monitoring system that ‘it is Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP). The impact of Practice — Annex 3:
envisaged’ will be developed in the CTMP. However, no details on this construction workforce travelling to and from the Airport will be Outline Construction
monitoring system are provided. managed in accordance with a Construction Workforce Travel Plan | Traffic Management
(CWTP), both of which will be developed by GAL and its contractors | Plan [APP-085]
during detailed design / pre-construction stage in accordance with
the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated position (Deadline 1): The cross reference is unclear, please
can GAL confirm which document is being referred to? It is also still
unclear what the monitoring system refers to.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

GAL sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 of their Response to Deadline 3
Submissions [REP4-031] that the air quality matters submitted by the Joint
Local Authorities at Deadline 3 (Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be
responded to by Deadline 5. This Appendix of air quality queries prepared
by AECOM included a wide range of technical matters. The Joint Local
Authorities have also submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action
Plan [REP2 -004]. Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without
a response from GAL further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated
that further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline.

Updated Position (12 August 2024)

The concerns raised by the JLAs on the matter of model scenarios have
been clarified by the Applicant and agreed.

The concerns raised by Crawley Borough Council about the risks
associated with construction traffic utilising routes through Crawley’s
AQMA from the J10 of M23 remain unresolved.

The detailed Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) and
Construction Workforce Travel Plan (CWTP) will be developed
during detailed design and pre-construction stage in consultation
with the relevant highway authority and the National Highways.

Updated Position (April 2024): Section 6.7 of the oCTMP [APP-
085] sets out traffic management during surface access.

The Applicant has provided a draft air quality action plan (AQAP) at
Appendix 5 of Draft Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. Section
2 of the AQAP sets out measures and monitoring commitments
related to the construction phase, controlled by the Code of
Construction Practice (CoCP) [REP1-021] secured by
Requirement 7 of the Draft DCO. The current monitoring
arrangements will allow the collection of air quality concentrations in
the vicinity of the airport to support the understanding of air pollution
effects in the construction period. The data will be used to compare
against national standards.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Authorities
— Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): The Applicant is liaising directly
with AECOM on behalf of the local authorities on the technical
queries set out at Deadline 5 [REP5-073], to resolve any queries
not yet agreed. Progress was made at the July TWG with final
clarifications which we anticipate will close out this point being
provided to the JLAs before Deadline 8.

Section 6.6 of the oCTMP [REP7-026] has been updated to provide
more certainty in relation to Junction 10 M23 and Hazelwick Air
Quality Management Area. Further detail will be provided in the
CTMP submitted to CBC for approval under DCO Requirement 12.

ES Appendix 5.3.2
Code of Construction
Practice Annex 2 —
Outline Construction
Workforce Travel

Plan [APP-084]

Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-
004]

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of Construction
Practice [REP1-021]

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions [REP5-
073]

2.2.4.4 Operational Air Quality There are concerns regarding the measurement accuracy of the AQ Mesh | ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air ES Chapter 13 Air Not Agreed —
Monitoring low-cost sensors which the Applicant is proposing to use to monitor quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and Quality [APP-038] subject to D8
operational phase impacts. AQ Mesh monitors are not approved by Defra | airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local submission
for the monitoring of air quality and as such they are not sufficient to councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case Schedule 1 and
demonstrate compliance with air quality standards. effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and Appendix 5 of the
available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the Draft Section 106
Updated position (Deadline 1): Further discussions on operational Proposed Development would not be significant. As such, taking Agreement [REP2-
monitoring and the S106 are proposed to resolve this matter. 004]
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated Position (Deadline 5)

The Joint Local Authorities have submitted a detailed review of the Air
Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. Please see REP4-053 for this detailed
review. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made.
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next
Examination Deadline.

Updated Position (12 August 2024)

The JLAs have confirmed that they do not consider AQ-Mesh style
monitoring is an acceptable recognised method for compliance monitoring
for the reasons outlined in their response above, i.e AQ Mesh low-cost
sensors are not an equivalence reference method for continuous
monitoring approved by Defra. Consequently, they are not sufficient to
demonstrate compliance with air quality standards (particularly with
regards to short term level exceedances), which then introduces
uncertainty on how air quality will be evaluated and reported to the
Council.

The Council welcomes the revised Draft Section 106 Agreement for
operational monitoring but notes that the Applicant’s revised Agreement
does not commit to air guality monitoring to 2047 or when the airport is
operating at full capacity.

The Council will review any updated AQAP following Deadline 8. In
relation to national planning policy mitigation is not only needed in relation

to significant effects but to mitigate negative effects (See ANPS paragraph

5.29).

into account embedded mitigation, no other mitigation is required as
a result of the project.

This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13: Air Quality (APP-038) sets out the proposed measures
with the aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality
regardless of significance.

The draft Section 106 agreement sets out the mechanism for
monitoring air qualityPMio2, PM1o and PM2s) and the impacts from
the Proposed Development, to identify and manage any new
exceedances of the National Air Quality Standards occur as a result
of airport activity.

Gatwick has worked with Local Authorities over many years to fund
air quality monitoring to understand air quality locally. As part of the
Project, a commitment will be made in the draft Section 106
agreement to the continuation of current monitoring and additional
monitoring at several proposed sites (APP-038 Figure 13.1.12)
using mixture of monitoring types, including another DEFRA
equivalent reference monitor (reference MCERTS monitor) and
indicative MCERTS monitoring equipment to be able to monitor key
pollutants of concern. Compared to current monitoring, this
approach increases the spatial and temporal collection of
monitoring data to allow detailed assessment of ambient air quality.
The approach is considered proportionate given the cost of
monitoring equipment and the results of the ES which show there
are no significant effects being predicted.

The draft Section 106 agreement includes commitment to
monitoring of air quality at current and proposed monitoring sites
against relevant air quality standards. Results will be reported to the
local authorities.

Long term effects have been assessed in the air quality
assessment. Based on the monitored and modelled annual mean
concentrations, the impact of NO2, PM1o and PMzs are not
considered to be at risk of exceeding the short term standards as
outlined in Section 13.10 of ES Chapter 13: Air Quality (APP-038).
Therefore, an assessment of short term effects was scoped out.
This is in line with the guidance outlined within Defra LAQM
Technical Guidance (2022).

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a draft
air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Deadline 2
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Submission — Draft Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The
document sets out measures and monitoring commitments related
to air quality and odour management to be undertaken by GAL
which are secured under the DCO or s106 Agreement.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at

Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): The Applicant is continuing to
engage with the Local Authorities on the drafting of the Section 106
Agreement.

The Applicant has submitted a revised Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] at Deadline 6, including a revised draft air
quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5. Section 4 of the AQAP
includes detail on indicative AQ mesh style monitoring.

The JLAs have now confirmed that they do not consider that the
AQ_Mesh style monitoring is required.

2.245 Funding for Local Ambient Air

Quality Monitoring.

The ES does not specifically identify which of the existing LA continuous
air quality monitoring stations on and around the Airport will be funded.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Further discussions on operational
monitoring and the S106 are proposed to resolve this matter.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

The Joint Local Authorities have submitted a detailed review of the Air
Quiality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. Please see REP4-053 for this detailed
review. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made.
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next
Examination Deadline.

Updated Position (12 August 2024)

WSCC welcomes the revised Draft Section 106 Agreement for funding for
Crawley Borough Council’s operational air quality monitoring costs. The
Council expects agreement to be reached subject to the s.106 Agreement
being finalised.

The assessment in Section 13.9 of ES Chapter 13: Air Quality
summarises the proposed operational phase air quality monitoring.

Monitoring commitments will be secured under the draft Section
106 agreement to be entered in relation to the Project.

The draft Section 106 agreement commits to funding of monitoring
at three existing local authority stations and the continuation of
monitoring at Gatwick airport monitoring site. In addition, Gatwick
will add an additional Defra reference equivalent monitor and
additional indicative MCERT continuous monitors. Therefore, there
is no change in the monitoring as currently carried out and
additional monitoring will be added.

ES Chapter 13: Air Quality Figure 13.1.12 outlines draft locations of
the proposed monitoring stations.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a draft
air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Deadline 2
Submission — Draft Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The
document sets out measures and monitoring commitments related
to air quality and odour management to be undertaken by GAL
which are secured under the DCO or s106 Agreement.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at

Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

ES Chapter 13 Air
Quality [APP-038]

ES Air Quality
Figures [APP-066 to
APP-070]

Schedule 1 and
Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-
004]

Agreed subject
to s106
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Updated Position (July 2024): The Applicant is continuing to
engage with the Local Authorities on the drafting of the Section 106
Agreement.

The Applicant has submitted a revised Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] at Deadline 6, including a revised draft air
quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5.

2.2.4.6 Outline Construction There is a lack of information on the monitoring the effectiveness of the The impact from construction traffic due to movement of ES Appendix 5.3.2 Not Agreed
Workforce Travel Plan OCTMP (APP-085) and Outline Construction Workforce Travel Plan construction materials will be managed in accordance with a Code of Construction
(OCWTP) (APP-084) to understand how any deviation from the OCTMP Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP). The impact of Practice — Annex 3:
and OCWTP will be addressed to protect air quality. construction workforce travelling to and from the Airport will be Outline Construction
managed in accordance with a Construction Workforce Travel Plan | Traffic Management
Updated position (Deadline 1): The cross reference is unclear, please (CWTP), both of which will be developed by GAL and its contractors | Plan [APP-085]
can GAL confirm which document is being referred to? during detailed design / pre-construction stage in accordance with
the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan. ES Appendix 5.3.2
Updated position (Deadline 5): Code of Construction
GAL sets out in paragraph 3.7.7 of their Response to Deadline 3 The detailed Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) and Practice Annex 2 —
Submissions [REP4-031] that the air quality matters submitted by the Joint | Construction Workforce Travel Plan (CWTP) will be developed Outline Construction
Local Authorities at Deadline 3 (Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be during detailed design and pre-construction stage in consultation Workforce Travel
responded to by Deadline 5. This Appendix of air quality queries prepared | with the relevant highway authority and the National Highways. Plan [APP-084]
by AECOM included a wide range of technical matters. Without a
response from GAL further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that | ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air ES Chapter 13 Air
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline. quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and Quality [APP-038]
Updated Position (12 August 2024) airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local
councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case ES Appendix 13.8.1:
Further information (as described above) requested by the Council to effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and Air Quality
show how monitoring will be used to identify any deviation from the available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the Construction Period
expected impacts has not been received. Proposed Development would not be significant. As such, no Mitigation [APP-161]
WSCC maintains its position that detailed monitoring requirements should | mitigation is required as a result of the project.
be provided in the outline plans to provide assurance that the final CMTP Appendix 5 of the
and CWTP will be substantially in accordance with any agreed monitoring | This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES Draft Section 106
plans Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the Agreement [REP2-
aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality regardless | 004]
of significance.
ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Measures that will be in place through the construction of the Code of Construction
Project including mitigation and monitoring of dust are detailed in Practice [REP1-021]
Section 5.8 of the ES Appendix Construction Period Mitigation and
are included in the Code of Construction Practice, to be secured Appendix A:
under the requirements of the DCO. Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Updated Position (April 2024): Section 6.7 of the oCTMP [APP- Authorities — Air
085] sets out traffic management during surface access Quality to The
Applicant’s
The Applicant has provided a draft air quality action plan (AQAP) at | Résponse to
Appendix 5 of Draft Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. Section | Deadline 4
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2 of the AQAP sets out measures and monitoring commitments
related to the construction phase, controlled by the Code of
Construction Practice (CoCP) [REP1-021] secured by
Requirement 7 of the Draft DCO. The current monitoring
arrangements will allow the collection of air quality concentrations in
the vicinity of the airport to support the understanding of air pollution
effects in the construction period. The data will be used to compare
against national standards.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Authorities
— Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLASs’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): The Applicant is liaising directly
with AECOM on behalf of the local authorities on the technical
queries set out at Deadline 5 [REP5-073], to resolve any queries
not yet agreed. Progress was made at the July TWG with final
clarifications which we anticipate will close out this point being
provided to the JLAs before Deadline 8.

Monitoring requirements are set out in section 6.6 of the oCTMP
[REP7-026] and section 10 of the oCWTP [REP7-024]. Further
detail will be provided in the CTMP and CWTP submitted to local
authorities for approval under DCO Requirements 12 and 13
respectively.

Submissions [REP5-
073]

2.2.4.7 CARE Facility There were continuous issues with odour from the current small waste ES Chapter 13: Air Quality provided an assessment of the CARE ES Chapter 13 Air Agreed
incineration plant at the CARE facility until it was ‘mothballed’ in 2020 due | facility based on the current outline design parameters in ES Quality [APP-038]
to Covid. Further clarification is therefore needed on how odour will be Chapter 5: Project Description.
controlled. ES Chapter 5 Project
Odour risk would be managed following best practice waste Description (REP1-
Updated position (Deadline 1): It is welcomed that the CARE facility will | handling procedures. Following best practice methodology to 016)
no longer include combustion sources (if the Project changes are contain and reduce odour effects from the facility, no significant
accepted by the ExA). Further discussion on what best practice odour impacts would occur. Appendix 5 and
controls are proposed and how these will be documented and agreed. Schedule 1 of the
Notwithstanding this, the Applicant is putting forward a change to Draft Section 106
Updated position (Deadline 5): the DCO Application to remove the boilers from the CARE facility Agreement [REP2-
The Joint Local Authorities have submitted a detailed review of the Air (note the CARE facility will still exist in the DCO application but will | 004]
Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. Please see REP4-053 for this detailed be a waste sorting facility only).
review. Without a response from GAL further progress cannot be made.
It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a draft
Examination Deadline. air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-004]. The document sets out measures and
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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monitoring commitments related to odour management to be
undertaken by GAL which are secured under the DCO.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLASs’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053].

Updated position (July 2024): This matter can be marked as
‘agreed’ following consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local
authorities on the technical queries at the July TWG.

2251 Flue height It is not clear how the proposed biomass boiler flue height has been ES Chapter 13: Air Quality provided an assessment of the CARE ES Chapter 13 Air Agreed
determined, and whether the Environment Agency, as the permitting body, | facility based on the current outline design parameters in ES Quality [APP-038]
has been specifically consulted on this matter. Chapter 5: Project Description.

ES Chapter 5 Project
Updated position (Deadline 1): It is welcomed that the CARE facility will | A stack height assessment was undertaken to determine a suitable | Description (REP1-
no longer include combustion sources. Further discussion on (if the height for the proposed boiler, detailed in ES Appendix 13.9.1: Air 016)
Project changes are accepted by the ExA) what best practice odour Quality Results Tables and Figures — P3.
controls are proposed and how these will be documented and agreed. ES Appendix 13.9.1:
Notwithstanding this, the Applicant is putting forward a change to Air Quality Results
the DCO Application to remove the boilers from the CARE facility Tables and Figures —
(note the CARE facility will still exist in the DCO application but will Part 3 [APP-164]
be a waste sorting facility only).
Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a draft | Agreement [REP2-
air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Draft Section 106 004]
Agreement [REP2-004]. The document sets out measures and
monitoring commitments related to odour management to be
undertaken by GAL which are secured under the DCO.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.3. Capacity and Operations
231 Table 2.3 sets out the position of both parties in relation to capacity and operations matters.

Table 2.3 Statement of Common Ground — Capacity and Operations Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position ‘ Gatwick Airport Limited Position Sighposting Status

Please see the joint Statement of Common Ground prepared in relation to Capacity and Operations (Doc Ref. 10.1.18).

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Table 2.4 sets out the position of both parties in relation to climate change matters.

Table 2.4 Statement of Common Ground — Climate Change Matters

Reference | Matter Stakeholder Position (as per frozen issue trackers) Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
Baseline
There are no issues relating to the baseline for this topic within this Statement of Common Ground.
Assessment Methodology
24.2.1 Given the expected lifetime of | The most distant time period chosen for assessment was 2040-2069 The most distant time period chosen for the assessment was ES Chapter 12: Agreed
the Project assets, the time (2060s) (as detailed in paragraph 15.5.2), however, some asset 2050-2079 (2060s), not 2040-2069. This time period was selected | Traffic and Transport
periods considered for climate | components are assumed to be operational in perpetuity, and therefore to represent a reasonable worst-case scenario at the highest APP-037]
change projections are not these climate change projections are not adequately far enough into the resolution that is available. The UKCP18 12km projections used
adequately far enough into the | future to represent the worst-case scenario. within the assessment do not go beyond 2080. This dataset also ES Chapter 11: Water
future to represent the worst- include a range of useful variables to support the assessment Environment
case scenario. Updated position (Deadline 1): It is acknowledged that the Applicant did | (e.g. the number of hot days). The probabilistic projections do not APP-036]
undertake a thorough climate data gathering exercise sufficient to inform contain these variables. In addition to this, it is recommended by
the assessment and meet planning requirements. the Met Office that consistency is maintained between the time
periods used within an assessment. The most pessimistic RCP
scenario was also employed to provide an indication of potential
worst-case scenario conditions. Climate projections up to 2100
are used in ES Chapter 12: Traffic and Transport and ES Chapter
11: Water Environment in accordance with DMRB guidance.
24.2.2 Lack of consideration of storm | Storm events are not considered sufficiently in this assessment. Wildfire is | Storm events are considered through the inclusion of extreme Risks 2, 13-15, 18-23 Agreed
events, wildfires and fog not mentioned as a possible climate hazard to impact the Airport’s rainfall (increased probability of extreme weather events (Risks 2, | in Appendix 15.8.1
operation. Risks associated with fog were not included in the risk 13-15 in ES Appendix 15.8.1 Climate Change Resilience Climate Change
assessment. Assessment) and high winds (risks 18-21 in ES Appendix 15.8.1 Resilience
Climate Change Resilience Assessment) within the assessment. Assessment [APP-
Updated position (Deadline 1): It is acknowledged that the Applicant will | The risks associated with these hazards have been assessed as 187]
update the SoCG with the newly available wildfire data and add in medium. Additional information on changes in wind speeds can be
additional information on fog. found in ES Chapter 15 (Paragraph 15.5.28). Reductions in wind Paragraph 15.5.27 and
speeds are anticipated in winter and summer. Quantitative data on | 15.5.28 of ES Chapter
Noted and accepted regarding storm events. changes in lightning across the UK are not provided by UKCP18 15 Climate Change
at the 12km scale. A summary of the Met Office findings for APP-040]
Updated Position (Deadline 5): It is noted the Applicant has prepared changes in lightning flash rate across the UK is provided in
the 'Examination Technical Note — Climate Change 2: Wildfire and fog Chapter 15 (Paragraph 15.5.27) which suggests that Gatwick can
risks’ which has been reviewed and is considered to address this issue. expect lightning frequency to increase during summary and spring
and decrease during autumn. Risks 22 and 23 in ES Appendix
15.8.1 Climate Change Resilience Assessment provide
information on the potential impacts, existing mitigation measures
and risks associated with increased lightning strikes.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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GAL will put more detail about fog in the Statement of Common
Ground (SoCG) of which there will be one combined one for
climate change.

Additional data is now available for wildfire that was not available
at the time of submission of the DCO application, GAL will put
more detail about wildfire in the SoCG.

Updated position (April 2024):

'‘Examination Technical Note — Climate Change 2: Wildfire and fog
risks’ has been prepared and shared with the Local Authority as
part of the Statement of Common Ground process.

2.4.2.3 Not sufficient detail on the Consideration to be given to how climate change could impact critical Electronic equipment is considered within the climate change ES Appendix 15.8.1 Agreed
climate change impact on equipment and infrastructure e.g. power, telecommunications as well as resilience assessment (ES Appendix 15.8.1 Climate Change Climate Change
critical airport equipment and | the embedded and additional mitigations to reduce this risk. Resilience Assessment). Risks 6, 9 and 24 make reference to Resilience
infrastructure. electronic equipment and the mitigation measures that are in Assessment [APP-

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is acknowledged that the Applicant has | place to ensure it remains operational. This equipment is designed | 187]

given consideration to the impact climate change could have on ‘critical to current temperature ranges based on existing standards and

equipment and infrastructure’, with subsequent mitigation measures being | will be updated as part of business as usual operations.

put in place, as well as consideration being given when new/upgraded New/upgraded products would be sourced based on the latest

products are required. available design standards.

It is acknowledged that the Applicant does not have the exact design of Risk 12 also highlights how HVAC equipment is designed to cope

power and telecommunications equipment, but it's assumed that the with extreme cold temperatures.

appropriate mitigation measures identified will be applied to critical

equipment. Risk 15 highlights risks associated with flooding of electrical
equipment and mechanical operating mechanisms. The FRA sets

Updated Position (Deadline 5): Addressed. out a Flood Resilience Statement and a Surface Access Drainage
Strategy to increase flood storage capacity at site and reduce
flood risk for all assets including electrical equipment. Power and
telecommunications is incorporated within electronic equipment.
At present, the exact design of power and telecommunications
equipment is unknown and therefore the equipment was grouped
into 'electronic equipment'. It is assumed that the appropriate
mitigation measures identified will be applied to critical equipment.

24.2.4 Disagree with the assessment | It is disagreed that ‘An assessment of cumulative effects is not relevant’. The Zone of Influence considered within the cumulative effects ES Appendix 15.8.1 Agreed
that ‘cumulative effects are For example, nearby projects could exacerbate the urban heat island assessment was the project site boundary for the CCR Climate Change
not relevant’. impact of the project or increase the impact of flooding to the site or assessment. This does not include nearby projects therefore it Resilience

access to the site. was not relevant to assess the potential impact of additional Assessment [APP-
projects on the UHI. The UHI effect was found to be low and 187]
Updated position (Deadline 1): It is now acknowledged that the therefore it would be unlikely that any nearby development would
Applicant did not assess for cumulative effects outside of the project site exacerbate this.
boundary, as the CCR only assessed those within this area.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.4.2.5 Climate Change The Applicant should provide more information on the risk categories and | The risk ratings are a combination of likelihood and consequence | Tables 15.8.1 and Agreed
definitions used for the CCRA and UHIA and include the relevant risk which are defined within Tables 15.8.1 and 15.8.2 of Chapter 15 15.8.2 of ES Chapter
frameworks in all documents (including the appendices) in which they are | of the ES (Climate Change). The risk matrix used also matches 15 Climate Change
referenced. that included within the 2021 ARP3 Document for Gatwick. Using APP-040]
the same definitions and terminology ensures that the
Updated position (Deadline 1): It is now acknowledged that the methodology for the assessment and the approach to managing
Applicant provides adequate information on the risk categories and any impacts is consistent.
definitions used for the CCRA and UHI assessment.
Updated Position (Deadline 5): Addressed.
2.4.2.6 Given the expected lifetime of | The most distant time period chosen for assessment was 2040-2069 The most distant time period chosen for the assessment was ES Chapter 12: Agreed
the Project assets, the time (2060s) (as detailed in paragraph 15.5.2), however, some asset 2050-2079 (2060s), not 2040-2069. This time period was selected | Traffic and Transport
periods considered for climate | components are assumed to be operational in perpetuity, and therefore to represent a reasonable worst-case scenario at the highest APP-037]
change projections are not these climate change projections are not adequately far enough into the resolution that is available. The UKCP18 12km projections used
adequately far enough into the | future to represent the worst-case scenario. within the assessment do not go beyond 2080. This dataset also ES Chapter 11: Water
future to represent the worst- include a range of useful variables to support the assessment Environment
case scenario. Updated position (Deadline 5): It is acknowledged that the Applicant did | (e.g. the number of hot days). The probabilistic projections do not | [APP-036]
undertake a thorough climate data gathering exercise sufficient to inform contain these variables. In addition to this, it is recommended by
the assessment and meet planning requirements. the Met Office that consistency is maintained between the time
periods used within an assessment. The most pessimistic RCP
scenario was also employed to provide an indication of potential
worst-case scenario conditions. Climate projections up to 2100
are used in ES Chapter 12: Traffic and Transport and ES Chapter
11: Water Environment in accordance with DMRB guidance.
Updated position (April 2024):
The Local Authorities’ feedback is awaited against this issue.
Assessment
2.4.3.1 Identification of construction The construction risks identified are limited. Construction flooding risks In addition to the information provided in Table 15.8.5 of ES Tables 15.8.5 of ES Agreed
risks is limited should be addressed in more detail. Chapter 15 Climate Change, further information on the identified Chapter 15 Climate
construction risks is provided in Table 2.1.1 of Appendix 15.8.1 Change [APP-040]
Updated position (Deadline 1): Whilst more detail could be added to the | Climate Change Resilience Assessment. This risk consider the
construction impacts identified, the Applicant's assessment of construction | impact of the increased numbers of extremely hot days and the Table 2.1.1 of
impacts does constitute a robust assessment that meets the planning range of risks covered by the increased probability of extreme Appendix 15.8.1
requirements and the work undertaken is consistent with the relevant local | weather events including heatwaves and flooding. However, Climate Change
council's policies regarding climate change. appropriate mitigation measures are in place to mitigate these Resilience
hazards and risks. These are detailed within the Code of Assessment [APP-
Updated Position (Deadline 5): Addressed. Construction Practice which details the methods in pace to ensure | 187]
construction can be sustained during adverse weather events.
Several design measures are included to reduce the risk
associated with flooding (e.g. avoiding temporary buildings and
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operation-critical building systems being in flood risk zones. This
is to ensure that the delivery of the project will comply with
appropriate environmental and health and safety legislation. The
Gatwick Operations Adverse Weather Plan will also support
continued construction during adverse weather events.

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of Construction
Practice (REP1-021)

2.4.3.2 Inconsistency and lack of The climate impact statements are lacking in consistency in the way they The anticipated impacts of climate change are provided for all Tables 15.8.5 and Agreed
detail in some climate impact | are articulated in that some are missing an ‘impact’. They have a cause risks identified within the CCRA. In Chapter 15 of the ES (Climate | 15.8.6 of ES Chapter
statements e.g. ‘increased flooding’ and an ‘event’ e.g. flooding of electrical Change) (APP-040) this is included within Tables 15.8.5 and 15 Climate Change

equipment’ but no end ‘impact’. This end result is what should determine 15.8.6 within the 'Climate Change Impact' column and in Appendix | [APP-040]
the consequence rating and could have led to an underestimation of risk. 15.8.1 (Climate Change Resilience Assessment) (APP-187) within

Table 2.1.1 in the 'Climate Change Impact' column. Risk ratings Table 2.1.1 of
Updated position (Deadline 1): Whilst there are different approaches to | would not change following a clarification of specific impacts and Appendix 15.8.1
undertaking climate change risk assessments, and further detail and therefore no material impact on the assessment will arise. Climate Change
clarity around impact statements would be helpful, the Applicant’s Resilience
assessment of operational impacts does constituent a robust assessment Assessment [APP-
that meets the planning requirements and the work undertaken is 187]
consistent with the relevant local council’s policies regarding climate
change.
Updated Position (Deadline 5): Addressed.

24.4.1 Lack of identification of Whilst the Applicant may not have assessed any of the risks as Further adaptation measures are not formally identified (under the | ES Appendix 5.3.2: Agreed
additional mitigation / ‘significant’, the identification of further mitigation or adaptation measures | heading of ‘further mitigation’) as no significant risks were Code of Construction
adaptation measures. is an omission. identified within the assessment which would require mitigation Practice [REP1-021]

that is not already embedded within the Project. However,
Updated position (Deadline 1): Whist, it is acknowledged that the mitigation measures are included within relevant Table 15.8.4 and
Applicant has outlined mitigation and adaptation measures for the project | chapters/documents. The Code of Construction Practice 15.9.1 of ES Chapter
in the report and appendices, in addition to referencing existing policies (Appendix 5.3.2) includes an overview of relevant mitigation 15 Climate Change
and plans in place at GAL, the DAS only includes indicative climate measures. This document is referenced within Chapter 15 of the APP-040]
resilience design principles which are not reflected in the Control ES Climate Change. The Gatwick Airside Operations Adverse
Document. Appendix 1 of the DAS. Weather Plan (GAL, 2021) sets out additional measures that Design and Access
should be followed during other extreme weather events. The Statement Volume 5
Updated Position (Deadline 5): Addressed. Outline Climate Resilience Design Principles captured within the REP2-036]
Design and Access Statement detail how elements of the design
have been developed to account for climate change adaptation ES Appendix 5.2.3
and would be implemented at the time of construction. Mitigation Route Map
[REP2-011]
An additional summary of mitigation measures/commitments
made in relation to mitigation can be found in ES Appendix 5.2.3
Mitigation Route Map.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Additionally, several mitigation measures are already embedded
within the project. These are detailed within Table 15.8.4 and
15.9.1 in Chapter 15 of the ES (Climate Change).

Updated position (April 2024):

The overarching climate resilience guidelines presented in the
Design and Access Statement — Volume 5 [REP2-036] Site Wide
Design Guidelines have been used to inform the specific design
principles within the Design and Access Statement — Appendix 1 —
Design Principles [REP2-037] (which is secured through the
dDCO). Whilst there is no standalone climate resilience table in
the Control Document - Appendix 1 of the DAS, specific resilience
measures were integrated into the design principles amongst the
other themes and are spread throughout the suite of design
principles. For example, design principles from the Landscaping
topic cover tree and shrub plating, a new woodland along the
highway works, vegetation retention proposals etc, all which will
increase the resilience of the area to extreme heat whilst also
reducing the flood risk. Design principle BF3 in the Build Form
category covers the design of buildings and implementation of
measures which will address the risks of extreme storm events,
flood events, and heatwave related drought events; and all the
design principles from the Drainage category are looking to
address flooding and provide resilience against this climate risk.

The overarching climate resilience guidelines from DAS Volume 5
[REP2-036] will be used to inform the next detailed design stage
(post DCO consent) to ensure the Project’s resilience to climate
change.

2.4.4.2 Mitigation measures should The UHI Assessment states that ‘mitigation of UHI is essential to ensure
be proposed to reduce the future resilience as the climate changes’ and that the Project could
impact of Urban Heat Island ‘exacerbate the increase in UHI effect’ but does not propose the
(UHI) effect. implementation of any specific mitigation measures.

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is acknowledged that the Applicant will
monitor UHI. It's also recommended that where feasible and appropriate
additional UHI mitigation measures are incorporated.

Updated Position (Deadline 5): Addressed.

This statement in Paragraph 3.2.3 of Appendix 15.5.2 Urban Heat
Island Assessment is not specific to the project, but refers to the
UHI effect in urban centres more generally. The specific
evaluation for the project is included in Section 3.3 'Evaluation of
the Project'. It is not expected that the Project could create a new
UHI effect. However, increased impervious surface cover and
buildings alongside projected climate change-induced increases in
temperature could exacerbate the increase in the UHI effect.

It is noted in Paragraph 3.3.2 of ES Appendix 15.5.2: Urban Heat
Island Assessment that the risks associated with the UHI effect

(which were assessed as medium) should be monitored.

Updated position (April 2024):

ES Appendix 15.5.2
Urban Heat Island
Assessment [APP-

186]

Design and Access
Statement Volume 5

REP2-036]

Agreed
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Where feasible and appropriate, additional UHI mitigation
measures could be incorporated if they are required. As stated in
paragraph 6.6.5 of the Design & Access Statement — Volume 5
[REP2-036], GAL has a commitment to ensure that climate risks
are not increased and climate resilience is considered throughout
detailed design; this includes measures related to the UHI.
2.4.4.3 Climate Change The lack of identification of additional mitigation/adaptation measures is a | Further adaptation measures are not formally identified (under the | ES Appendix 5.3.2: Agreed
key omission from the CCRA and the Urban Heat Island Assessment heading of ‘further mitigation’) as no significant risks were Code of Construction
(UHIA) (APP-186). Whilst the Applicant may not have assessed any of the | identified within the assessment which would require mitigation Practice (REP1-021)
risks as ‘significant’, the identification of further adaptation measures that that is not already embedded within the Project. However,
can increase asset resilience should be noted, especially considering the mitigation measures are included within relevant ES Chapter 15
potential underestimation of risk detailed above. The Applicant should chapters/documents. The Code of Construction Practice includes | Climate Change
identify and include in the report further adaptation measures that can be an overview of relevant mitigation measures. This document is APP-040]
implemented in design, construction, or operation to further reduce the referenced within Chapter 15 of the ES (Climate Change). The
Project’s vulnerability to climate change. Gatwick Airside Operations Adverse Weather Plan (GAL, 2021) Design and Access
sets out additional measures that should be followed during other | Statement Volume 5
Updated position (Deadline 1): It is acknowledged that the Applicant has | extreme weather events. The Outline Climate Resilience Design APP-257]
outlined mitigation and adaptation measures for the Project in the report Principles captured within the Design and Access statement detail
and appendices, in addition to referencing existing policies and plans in how elements of the design have been developed to account for ES Appendix 5.2.3
place at GAL. climate change adaptation and would be implemented at the time | Mitigation Route Map
of construction. APP-078]
Updated Position (Deadline 5): Addressed.
An additional summary of mitigation measures/commitments
made in relation to mitigation can be found in ES Appendix 5.2.3
Mitigation Route Map.
Additionally, several mitigation measures are already embedded
within the project. These are detailed within Table 15.8.4 and
15.9.1 in Chapter 15 of the ES (Climate Change) (APP-040).
2.4.4.4 Climate Change The Applicant has not made clear the links between the CCRA and the The Climate Change Chapter (Chapter 15 of the ES) makes ES Chapter 15 Agreed
Mitigation Route Map (APP-078), which has not ensured they are reference to relevant chapters/documents within the DCO Climate Change
consistent with the messaging they are providing. application that specify relevant mitigation and management APP-040]
approaches in relation to climate change. The measures within the
Updated position (Deadline 1): Noted, no further comment. Route Map (ES Appendix 5.2.3 Mitigation Route Map) are ES Appendix 5.2.3
consistent with those included in Chapter 15 (Climate Change) in Mitigation Route Map
Updated Position (Deadline 5): Addressed. Table 15.8.4 and Table 15.9.1. APP-078]
Other
There are no other matters relevant to this topic in this Statement of Common Ground.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Table 2.5 sets out the position of both parties in relation to construction matters.

Table 2.5 Statement of Common Ground — Construction Matters

Reference | Matter Stakeholder Position (as per frozen issue trackers) Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
2.5.1.1 Lack of construction phasing Further information is needed to satisfy stakeholders correct levels of ES Chapter 5: Project Description, along with its Appendices 5.3.1, | ES Chapter 5 Project | Agreed
information. mitigation have been put in place through the lengthy construction phase, | Buildability Report, and 5.3.3, Indicative Construction Sequencing, Description (REP1-
including traffic management. provide indicative information on the proposed construction 016
phasing.
Updated position (Deadline 1): See comments below relating to OCTMP ES Appendix 5.3.1
in this section. Concern is also raised through the process regarding the The detailed construction phasing will be finalised during the Buildability Report
lack of Community Engagement Plan in Row 19.122. WSCC would detailed design and pre-construction stages. Part B Part 1 [APP-
require an outline version of this Plan to understand how GAL intent to 080]
communicate with the communities affected during the long construction Updated position (April 2024): ES Appendix 5.3.2: Code of
programme. Construction Practice Annex 7 — Construction Communications ES Appendix 5.3.3
and Engagement Plan [REP2-015] was submitted at Deadline 2. Indicative
Updated position (Deadline 5): This plan outlines the approach to stakeholder communications and | Construction
Concerns remain regarding OCTMP, see Traffic and Transport section. engagement during the Project’s construction. Sequencing [APP-
WSCC will comment on the Construction Communications and 088
Engagement Plan at Deadline 5. Updated position (July 2024): DCO Requirement 2A now requires
the Applicant to provide the host authorities and National Highways | Construction
Updated position (12th August 2024) with a phasing scheme setting out the anticipated phases for Communications and
No further comments on the Construction Communications and construction before any works are commenced. This phasing Engagement Plan
Engagement Plan. It is acknowledged that Requirement 2A has been scheme must be updated as set out in the DCO requirement. [REP2-015]
included in the dDCO.
25.1.2 Outline Construction Traffic The OCTMP identifies risks associated with construction traffic utilising The impact from construction traffic due to movement of ES Appendix 5.3.2 Not Agreed
Management Plan (CTMP) routes through the J10 M23 and Hazelwick Air Quality Management Areas | construction materials will be managed in accordance with a Annex 3 Outline
in Crawley. Reference is made to a monitoring system that ‘it is Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP). The impact of Construction Traffic
envisaged’ will be developed in the CTMP. However, no details on this construction workforce travelling to and from the Airport will be Management Plan
monitoring system are provided. managed in accordance with a Construction Workforce Travel Plan | [APP-085]
(CWTP), both of which will be developed by GAL and its contractors
Updated position (Deadline 5): during detailed design / pre-construction stage in accordance with ES Appendix 5.3.2
This row can be removed, as it is covered under Row 2.2.4.3 the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan. Annex 2 Outline
Construction
Updated position (12 August 2024) The detailed Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) and Workforce Travel
OCTMP not yet agreed. The Highway Authority have reviewed the Construction Workforce Travel Plan (CWTP) will be developed Plan [APP-084]
Applicant’s Deadline 7 submission of the Outline Construction Traffic during detailed design and pre-construction stage in consultation
Management Plan Version 3 (Tracked) [REP7-027]. The majority of the with the relevant highway authority and the National Highways. ES Chapter 13 Air
tracked changes to the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan, Quality [APP-038]
that were included in the Joint Local Authorities Deadline 6 submission, ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air
entitled, Comments on any further information/submissions received by quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and ES Appendix 13.8.1
Deadline 5 [REP6-099], have not been included by the Applicant. The airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local Air Quality
Applicant appears to have commented on the comments made in the councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case Construction Period
document but may not have reviewed and considered any of the tracked effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and Mitigation [APP-161]
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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changes to the document. The tracked changes are in green coloured
text and set out in the Joint Local Authorities Deadline 6 submission,
entitled, Comments on any further information/submissions received by
Deadline 5 [REP6-099]. Further changes to the document are therefore
required before this can be agreed.

available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the
Proposed Development would not be significant. As such, no
mitigation is required as a result of the project.

This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the
aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality regardless
of significance.

Measures that will be in place through the construction of the
Project including mitigation and monitoring of dust are detailed in
Section 5.8 of the ES Appendix Construction Period Mitigation and
are included in the Code of Construction Practice, to be secured
under the requirements of the DCO.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a draft
air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-004]. Section 2 of the AQAP sets out measures
and monitoring commitments related to the construction phase,
controlled by the Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) [REP1-
021] secured by Requirement 7 of the Draft DCO. The current
monitoring arrangements will allow the collection of air quality
concentrations in the vicinity of the airport to support the
understanding of air pollution effects in the construction period. The
data will be used to compare against national standards.

Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has provided a
response to the JLAs’ comments on the oCWTP and oCTMP at
Deadline 9 and updated the control documents where appropriate.

Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-

004]

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of Construction
Practice [REP1-021]

2.5.1.3 Project Description and Given the duration of the construction programme will be up to 14 years, ES Chapter 5: Project Description, along with its Appendices 5.3.1, | ES Chapter 5 Project | Agreed
Construction Phase Detail there is a lack of construction phasing information, which should be Buildability Report, and 5.3.3, Indicative Construction Sequencing, Description (REP1-
presented more clearly to enable local communities and WSCC to provide indicative information on the proposed construction 016)
understand if the impacts have been appropriately addressed and phasing.
mitigated through the outline control documents. ES Appendix 5.3.1
The detailed construction phasing will be finalised during the Buildability Report
Updated position (Deadline 1): See comments below relating to OCTMP | detailed design and pre-construction stages. Part B [APP-080]
in this section. Concern is also raised through the process regarding the
lack of Community Engagement Plan in Row 19.122. WSCC would Updated position (April 2024): ES Appendix 5.3.2: Code of ES Appendix 5.3.3
require an outline version of this Plan to understand how GAL intent to Construction Practice Annex 7 — Construction Communications Indicative
communicate with the communities affected during the long construction and Engagement Plan [REP2-015] was submitted at Deadline 2. Construction
programme This plan outlines the approach to stakeholder communications and | Sequencing [APP-
engagement during the Project’s construction. 088]
Updated position (Deadline 5):
Updated position (July 2024): DCO Requirement 2A now requires | Construction
the Applicant to provide the host authorities and National Highways | Communications and
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Concerns remain regarding OCTMP, see Traffic and Transport section.
WSCC will comment on the Construction Communications and
Engagement Plan at Deadline 5

Updated position (12 August 2024)

No further comments on the Construction Communications and
Engagement Plan. It is acknowledged that Requirement 2A has been
included in the dDCO.

with a phasing scheme setting out the anticipated phases for
construction before any works are commenced. This phasing
scheme must be updated as set out in the DCO requirement.

Engagement Plan

[REP2-015]

2.5.1.4 CoCP and OCTMP There is a lack of detail and clarity in the CoCP and Outline Construction The impact from construction traffic due to movement of ES Appendix 5.3.2 Not Agreed
Traffic Management Plan (OCTMP) (APP-085), including in relation to construction materials will be managed in accordance with a Annex 3 Outline
some of the proposed measures to reduce the construction impact, for Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP). The impact of Construction Traffic
example, the criteria for when contingency access routes may be used. construction workforce travelling to and from the Airport will be Management Plan
The Applicant has also committed to working closely with the relevant managed in accordance with a Construction Workforce Travel Plan | [APP-085]
authorities to carefully plan and manage construction traffic to ensure (CWTP), both of which will be developed by GAL and its contractors
construction vehicles avoid areas that may increase traffic risk to during detailed design / pre-construction stage in accordance with ES Appendix 5.3.2
vulnerable road users. However, the contingency access routes pass the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan. Annex 2 Outline
several schools and there is no firm commitment to ensure construction Construction
traffic, associated with the Project, avoid movements during school start The detailed Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) and Workforce Travel
and end times. These problems need to be addressed. Construction Workforce Travel Plan (CWTP) will be developed Plan [APP-084]
during detailed design and pre-construction stage in consultation
Updated position (Deadline 5): with the relevant highway authority and the National Highways.
The Authorities concerns remain that further information and clarity is Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome an
required. This is to ensure that all safety matters relating to construction updated position or response from WSCC against this SoCG item,
traffic have been fully considered and appropriately addressed and to or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer
ensure that the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan (OCTMP) pursuing’.
(APP-085) accords with Airports National Planning Policy Statement
(ANPPS) and draws on best practice from other construction schemes. Updated position (July 2024): An updated oCTMP has been
The Authorities will continue to positively engage with the Applicant to submitted to the examination at Deadline 7.
seek to address these concerns.
Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has provided a
Updated position (12 August 2024) response to the JLAs’ comments on the oCWTP and oCTMP at
OCTMP not yet agreed. The Highway Authority have reviewed the Deadline 9 and updated the control documents where appropriate.
Applicant’s Deadline 7 submission of the Outline Construction Traffic
Management Plan Version 3 (Tracked) [REP7-027]. The majority of the The Applicant cannot provide the location of vehicle holding areas
tracked changes to the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan, at this point due to the delivery strategy not yet being determined.
that were included in the Joint Local Authorities Deadline 6 submission, ) ) ) ) ) )
. . . . . As it develops the delivery plan in more detail, details will be
entitled, Comments on any further information/submissions received by ) ] ) )
Deadline 5 [REP6-099], have not been included by the Applicant. The included in the CTMP(s) that will be issued for approval by the LPA.
Applicant appears to have commented on the comments made in the
document but may not have reviewed and considered any of the tracked
changes to the document. The tracked changes are in green coloured
text and set out in the Joint Local Authorities Deadline 6 submission,
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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entitled, Comments on any further information/submissions received by
Deadline 5 [REP6-099]. Further changes to the document are therefore
required before this can be agreed.

2.5.15 Mitigation, Compensation and | The OCTMP (APP-085), whilst promoting positive measures to influence The impact from construction traffic due to movement of ES Appendix 5.3.2 Not Agreed
Enhancement travel behaviour, lacks details and firm commitments about these and construction materials will be managed in accordance with a Annex 3 Outline
further clarification is required. For example, a commitment potentially Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP). The impact of Construction Traffic
involves increasing the frequency or capacity of buses to the construction | construction workforce travelling to and from the Airport will be Management Plan
site and another offering incentives or subsidies to contractors who chose | managed in accordance with a Construction Workforce Travel Plan | [APP-085]
to commute using public transport. However, no specific details are (CWTP), both of which will be developed by GAL and its contractors
provided. during detailed design / pre-construction stage in accordance with ES Appendix 5.3.2
the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan. Annex 2 Outline
Updated position (Deadline 5): Construction
The Authorities concerns remain that further information and clarity is The detailed Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) and Workforce Travel
required in relation to certain commitments in the OCTMP (APP-085). Construction Workforce Travel Plan (CWTP) will be developed Plan [APP-084]
This is to ensure that the control documents are suitably detailed and during detailed design and pre-construction stage in consultation
provide sufficient clarity as to what is expected and can be delivered with the relevant highway authority and the National Highways.
through the full document. It is also to ensure that the OCTMP (APP-085)
occurs with Airports National Planning Policy Statement (ANPPS) and Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome an
draws on best practice from other construction schemes. The Authorities | updated position or response from WSCC against this SoCG item,
will continue to positively engage with the Applicant to seek to address or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer
these concerns pursuing’
Updated position (12 August 2024) Updated position (July 2024): An updated oCTMP has been
OCTMP not yet agreed. The Highway Authority have reviewed the submitted to the examination at Deadline 7.
Applicant’s Deadline 7 submission of the Outline Construction Traffic
Management Plan Version 3 (Tracked) [REP7-027]. The majority of the Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has provided a
tracked changes to the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan, response to the JLAs’ comments on the oCWTP and oCTMP at
that were included in the Joint Local Authorities Deadline 6 submission, Deadline 9 and updated the control documents where appropriate.
entitled, Comments on any further information/submissions received by
Deadline 5 [REP6-099], have not been included by the Applicant. The
Applicant appears to have commented on the comments made in the
document but may not have reviewed and considered any of the tracked
changes to the document. The tracked changes are in green coloured
text and set out in the Joint Local Authorities Deadline 6 submission,
entitled, Comments on any further information/submissions received by
Deadline 5 [REP6-099]. Further changes to the document are therefore
required before this can be agreed.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.6. Cumulative Effects and Interrelationships
2.6.1 Table 2.6 sets out the position of both parties in relation to cumulative effects and interrelationships matters.

Table 2.6 Statement of Common Ground — Cumulative Effects and Interrelationships Matters

Reference | Matter Stakeholder Position (as per frozen issue trackers) Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status

There are no issues relating to Cumulative Effects and Interrelationships within this Statement of Common Ground.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Draft DCO and Explanatory Memorandum

Table 2.7 sets out the position of both parties in relation to Draft DCO and Explanatory Memorandum matters.

As regards the draft DCO, the table below (and particularly where matters are marked 'Not Agreed’) should be read in conjunction with the Applicant's Response to the ExA's Proposed Schedule of Changes to the

draft DCO (Doc Ref. 10.72) and the Applicant's Closing Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.73) on the draft DCO. In those documents the Applicant has set out the further changes it has made to the draft DCO after the
publication of the ExA's Proposed Schedule of Changes to the draft DCO [PD-028], some of which will resolve matters that were not agreed at the time the below table was most recently exchanged with the JLAs.
Where the Applicant has identified points raised by the JLAs which remain outstanding as at Deadline 9, it has included and addressed these in its Closing Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.73) on the draft DCO. On that basis,
specific additional responses have only been added to the below table by exception where new material is raised in these SOCGs that is not otherwise addressed elsewhere.

Similarly the Legal Partnership Authorities will be submitting a consolidated response to the draft DCO including comments on the ExA further changes at Deadline 9, therefore the table below should also be read in
conjunction with this document and the JLA’s closing statementTable 2.7 Statement of Common Ground — Draft DCO and Explanatory Memorandum Matters

Reference | Matter Stakeholder Position (as per frozen issue trackers) Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signhposting Status
2.7.1.1 Concerns about dDCO WSCC have provided initial comments on the dDCO and the Applicant The Council's specific concerns are responded to below. Draft DCO (REP3-006]) | Not agreed
wording. has amended some elements to take account of these comments.
Principal areas of disagreement remain in relation to various articles and
schedules within the dDCO.
Updated position (Deadline 1): All references in this column to the
draft Development Consent Order (“dDCO”) are to Version 3.0 of the
dDO [PDLA-004] dated February 2024. This column provides a
summary of the Council’s position in respect of the points detailed in
Table 2.7. Further detail, particularly in respect of points not addressed
in Table 2.7, will be submitted at Deadline 1.
Updated position (Deadline 5):
In the Deadline 5 updates below, all references to the dDCO are to
Version 6.0 [REP3-006].
Updated Position (12 August 2024)
A number of outstanding issues remain as outlines at D8.
2.7.1.2 Draft Development Consent The definition of “commencement” and, in particular, the implications The drafting of the definition of "commence" has advanced since Draft DCO (REP3-006]) | Not Agreed
Order (APP-006) arising from certain operations which fall outside that definition, and the version commented upon. There are now 15 exceptions at sub-
which do not appear to be controlled (article 2(1), interpretation); paragraphs (a) to (o) of article 2(1). Paragraph 3.4.1 of the
Explanatory
Updated position (Deadline 1): It is noted that each of the 15 exceptions | These exceptions are all precedented by at least one of the Memorandum to the
to the definition of “commencement” is either included in at least one of | Sizewell C (article 2), Manston Airport (article 2) or M25 J28 (article | Draft Development
the following made DCOs: Sizewell C, Manston Airport, and M25 Junction | 2) DCOs or align with emerging drafting submitted in the Luton Consent Order [AS-
28, or “aligns with emerging drafting submitted in the Luton Airport | Airport Expansion application (Schedule 2, Part 1). The only 006]
Expansion” dDCO. additional provision is sub-paragraph (n) (establishment of
temporary haul roads), which has been included as a separate limb | ES Chapter 5 Project
The SoCG and Explanatory Memorandum (“EM”) [AS-006] identify | for clarity, though the stated activity falls within the scope of other Description (REP1-
precedents; however, this is not enough. For instance, it does not follow | more generally worded exceptions from "commencement" in 016)
that a provision relevant to the authorisation of a nuclear-powered | precedent DCOs (e.g. 'construction of temporary structures').
generating station in Suffolk or the alteration of a motorway junction in
Essex is relevant to the instant project. The relevance must be explained
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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and the inclusion of the provision justified. The same point applies to
provisions based on those which are included in airport DCOs, made or
otherwise.

Advice Note Fifteen: Drafting Development Consent Orders (republished
July 2018 (version 2)) is clear on this point. It states —

“If a draft DCO includes wording derived from other made DCOs,
this should be explained in the Explanatory Memorandum. The
Explanatory Memorandum should explain why that particular
wording is relevant to the proposed draft DCO, for example
detailing what is factually similar for both the relevant consented
NSIP and the Proposed Development. It is not sufficient for an
Explanatory Memorandum to simply state that a particular
provision has found favour with the Secretary of State previously;
the EXA and Secretary of State will need to understand why it is
appropriate for the scheme applied for. Any divergence in wording
from the consented DCO drafting should also be explained. Note,

though, that policy can change and develop”.

(Paragraph 1.5, emphasis added).

In the light of the above, it is clear the applicant should give reasons
specific to each exception being suggested, rather than seeking to rely
on the generic reference to precedent made in the EM and SoCG.

WSCC notes pre-commencement activities are subject to the COCP;
however, this is not clear from Requirement 7 (code of construction
practice) and it should be made explicit on the face of the dDCO. The
limitations of the COCP, and the Council’s concerns about that
document, are described elsewhere in this document.

Paragraph 3.4.1 of the EM [AS-006] states the excluded operations “do
not give rise to any materially new or materially different environmental
effects to those assessed in the Environmental Statement (Doc Ref.
5.1), being either de minimis or having minimal potential for adverse
effects, in line with the Planning Inspectorate’s Advice Note 15”.
Paragraph 3.4.1 then goes on to refer to them as “low impact
preparatory works”.

Certain of the excluded operations would seem capable of giving rise to
significant effects and it is not clear how the dDCO restricts these works
to “low impact preparatory works”. To give one example, sub-paragraph
(k) (“erection of temporary buildings and structures”) does not place any

As per paragraph 3.4.1 of the Explanatory Memorandum to the
Draft Development Consent Order [AS-006] ("ExM"), it is
reasonable and proportionate to include the specified exceptions to
enable the efficient use of time in the construction timetable prior to
the triggering of "commencement" under the DCO. All pre-
commencement activities will be subject to the Code of
Construction Practice and its associated management plans (see
requirement 7) and must be carried out in accordance with the
Carbon Action Plan (see requirement 21).

The activities specified in this definition were selected to accord
with precedent and as activities which can be (and, in many cases,
must be) carried out early in the construction timetable. As per the
ExM, the activities do not give rise to materially new or materially
different environmental effects to those assessed in the ES.

The ES assesses the environmental impacts from preparatory and
construction activities for the project, and the activities captured by
the exceptions to the definition of "commence" have been assessed
as part of this exercise. However, given that the exceptions are
categories of activities which form part of the wider preparatory and
construction works timetable, there are not specific passages of the
ES which can be cited in respect of each individual exception.
Certain of the pre-commencement activities which can be identified
with particular certainty at this stage are described from Paragraph
5.3.8 of ES Chapter 5: Project Description.

Updated position (April 2024):

The Applicant reiterates that the approach of excepting certain
construction activities from triggering "commencement" of the DCO
is well precedented in made DCOs. The Council's comments on the
relevance of precedent are noted, but the Applicant considers that it
is useful to bring this to the ExA's attention to demonstrate where
drafting approaches are commonly deployed by promoters and
accepted by the Secretary of State. The justification for excepting
activities from "commencement” accompanies the references to
precedent in paragraph 3.4.1 of the Explanatory Memorandum to
the Draft Development Consent Order [REP1-007].

In respect of the Council's comment on the CoCP, this is already
apparent on the face of the DCO. Requirement 7 specifies that
"Construction of the authorised development must be carried out
in accordance with the code of construction practice unless
otherwise agreed with CBC" (emphasis added). There is no
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limit on the size of the “buildings and structures” or indicate what
“temporary” might mean. An explanation is needed.

Regarding temporary exempted works generally (for instance, as well as
the temporary buildings and structures already referred to, sub-
paragraph (n) provides for the “establishment of temporary haul roads”
and sub-paragraph (o) for the “temporary display of site notices,
advertisements or information”) it is not clear how these will be dealt with
when they are no longer needed. Again, this needs to be made clear on
the face of the dDCO. WSCC is surprised by the applicant’s conclusion
that no passage from the ES can be cited in respect of any exception
(noting that, to give one example, the exception could provide for a
temporary building of limitless size). The Council considers this
approach to pre-commencement activities to be too casual and owing to
this, and the lack of certainty as to what the exceptions to
‘commencement” would entail, considers these works should be subject
to the approval of either the local planning authority or local highway
authority, depending on the type of works involved.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

The Applicant states “Certain of the pre-commencement activities which
can be identified with particular certainty at this stage are described from
paragraph 5.3.8 of ES Chapter 5: Project Description. [REP1-017]". In
that document, Table 5.3.1: Indicative Sequencing of Construction Works
identifies the following pre-commencement activities —
e pre-construction activities (including surveys for any
Unexploded Ordnance (UXO) and any necessary pre-
construction surveys). This would seem to fall within sub-
paragraph (b) of the definition of “commence” in article 2(1)
(interpretation);
e establishment of compounds. This would seem to fall
within sub-paragraph (m) of the definition of “commence”;
e fencing. This would seem to fall within sub-paragraph (e)
of the definition of “commence”; and
e diversion works and re-provision of essential replacement
services. These would seem to fall within sub-paragraph (h)
of the definition of “commence”.

No mention of the remaining elements of the definition of "commence” is
included in Table 5.3.1.

WSCC therefore maintains its position as set out in Update 1: the
applicant should give reasons specific to each exception being
suggested. For instance, no justification is given for the inclusion of the
“erection of temporary buildings and structures” (sub-paragraph (k) and
no idea is provided regarding the size of these or what “temporary” might
mean. Regarding the “establishment of temporary haul roads” (sub-
paragraph (n)), and the “temporary display of site notices” it is not clear
how these will be dealt with when they are no longer needed.

Updated position (12 August 2024)

reference to commencement. Therefore, any part of the authorised
development being carried out is subject to the CoCP. Duplicative
wording in a separate location of the draft DCO is unnecessary.

All pre-commencement activities will be subject to the CoCP and its
associated management plans (see requirement 7); the written
schemes of investigation for Surrey and West Sussex (see
requirement 14); the carbon action plan (see requirement 21) and
the flood resilience statement (see requirement 24). These control
measures provide sufficient assurance that impacts of pre-
commencement works will be adequately managed.

Updated position (July 2024)

The Applicant maintains the position set out in its earlier updates,
but refers to the additional explanation provided in response to
DCO.2.1 in its Response to ExQ2 — Development Consent Order
and Control Documents (Doc Ref. 10.56) which signposts how
each activity specified in the definition is subject to controls
elsewhere in the draft DCO (Doc Ref. 2.1) and in the Code of
Construction Practice (Doc Ref. 5.3) (CoCP).

The Applicant continues to consider that the JLAS' concern is
targeted more at how the activities it references are controlled more
broadly, rather than their inclusion in the definition of "commence",
and hopes that this additional explanation (along with new drafting
that has been added to the CoCP) satisfies any remaining
concerns.
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The Authorities welcome the Applicant’s further detail on these points,
particularly in the updated (ie D7) COCP.

As mentioned previously, the Authorities main concerns are with the
potential impacts of the works that fall within paragraphs (k), (m), (n)
and (o).

Regarding (m), the establishment of construction compounds, the
Authorities welcome paragraph 5.4.14 of the COCP which states -

“Temporary construction compounds will be reinstated to their previous
use and habitats will be restored to their existing ecological value (as a
minimum)”.

The Authorities consider the COCP should include similar commitments
in respect of the following paragraphs and would be grateful if the
Applicant could confirm the COCP will be updated accordingly —

(k) erection of temporary buildings and structures;

(m) establishment of construction compounds;

(n) establishment of temporary haul roads; and

(o) the temporary display of site notices, advertisements or information

2.7.1.3

Draft Development Consent
Order (APP-006)

Clarification of other definitions relating to various airport and boundary
plans listed in the order and extent of operational land.

Updated position (Deadline 5):
WSCC remains unclear as to extent of the operational land boundaries
and would welcome a clear explanation of these.

Turning to the concern with definitions (including works descriptions),
WSCC agrees with the points raised in the Legal Partnership
Authorities’ response to ExQ1 DCO.1.39 in both the Deadline 3
response “Responses to ExQ1” [REP3-135] and the Deadline 4
response “Comments on responses to ExQ1 — DCO and Control Docs”
[REP4-062].

Updated position (12 August 2024)

Regarding the descriptions of certain Work Nos., the Authorities included
in their D8 submission “Consolidated Submissions on the draft DCO —
Update at Deadline 8” (for which there was no Examination Library
reference when this Update was provided), a commentary on those
Work Nos. for which more detail is required. (See, for example, (i) Part
A row 176 regarding Work Nos 28 and 41 (ii) Part B rows 13 to 24
regarding (respectively) the following Work Nos: 18, 22, 28, 29, 30, 31,
32, 33, 28, 41, 43, and 44.

Regarding operational land, the Council maintains its position here. The
extent of the Applicant’s operational land (post development consent)

The precise nature of the Council's concerns is not clear from this
comment — please clarify.

Updated position (July 2024)

The Applicant is unclear precisely what concerns from those in the
left hand column remain unresolved at this time.

In respect of concerns with work descriptions, the JLAs' comments
submitted at Deadline 6 have been responded to at Deadline 7, with
the Applicant undertaking a comprehensive exercise to:

1. add further detail to some work descriptions in Schedule 1
(authorised development) to the draft DCO (Doc Ref. 2.1) where
appropriate;

2. further supplement the Design Principles (Doc Ref. 7.3) in
response to comments; and

3. review the Works Plans [REP6-009] and submit additional
Informative Sub-Works Plans (Doc Ref. 4.11) to provide
additional contextual information for the JLAs to better understand
how the work descriptions map onto the Works Plans.

In relation to operational land, the Applicant reiterates its previous
position above.

Updated position (Deadline 9)

Regarding operational land, the Applicant does not understand the
nature of the concern. The "Order limits" are defined in the draft
DCO as "the limits shown on the works plans within which the

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Not Agreed
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remains unclear. To give one example: the Applicant has proposed a
new requirement 37 (car parking spaces) which includes a proposed car
parking cap of “563,260 car parking spaces within the Order limits”. It is
not clear how these Order limits relate to the Applicant’s operational land
(post development consent) and clarification of this point by the
Applicant would be welcomed

authorised development may be carried out" — i.e. the redline for the
development. To the extent the draft DCO affects the Applicant's
operational land (e.g. by virtue of article 9(1) (planning permission),
this will not have any effect beyond the Order limits. The car parking
space cap in requirement 37 cannot therefore be overcome by use
of permitted development rights (and the Applicant is adding
drafting at Deadline 9 to make this clearer still).

2.7.1.4 Draft Development Consent The drafting of article 3 (development consent etc. granted by Order). Several precedent DCOs contain a separate article authorising the Draft DCO (REP3-006) | Agreed
Order (APP-006) operation and use of the authorised development — see, for

Updated position (Deadline 1): A drafting point regarding article 3(2): | example, article 7 of the Sizewell C DCO: "The undertaker is

the EM says this paragraph is precedented in art.3(2) of the Manston | authorised to operate and use the authorised development for

Airport DCO 2022; however, while Gatwick refers to “Any enactment | which development consent is granted by this Order."

applying to land within or adjacent to the Order limits ...” Manston refers

to “Any enactment applying to land within, adjoining or sharing a common | In drafting article 3 of the draft DCO, it was considered that it was

boundary with the Order limits”. clearer and more succinct to subsume the separate authorisation of
operation and use into a single provision in article 3.

WSCC would be grateful if the applicant could confirm why it departed

from the cited precedent. Updated position (April 2024):

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant considers that "adjacent" is more appropriate than

WSCC notes the Applicant’s position regarding the use of “adjacent”; the wording cited in the Manston Airport Development Consent

however, it is not clear from the Applicant’s answer or (say) from the Order 2022. It is not clear to the Applicant the distinction between

Explanatory Memorandum what “adjacent to” means in practice i.e. the land "adjoining" the Order limits and land "sharing a common

extent of that land adjacent to the Order limits will be affected. Can this boundary with the Order limits" from the Manston Order. Use of

be explained? For instance, for illustrative purposes, shown on a plan? "adjacent" captures enactments which affect land adjoining the
Order limits and land otherwise very near to the Order limits, both of
which may still (if not taking effect subject to the provisions of the

Updated position (12 August 2024) Order) hinder the carrying out of the authorised development (e.g.
by preventing access to the site).

The Council confirms this amendment has been resolved.
The Applicant notes that the drafting in article 3(2) of the draft DCO
(including "or adjacent") is well precedented in made DCOs,
including article 3(9) of the National Grid (Yorkshire Green Energy
Enablement Project) Development Consent Order 2024, article 4(2)
of the A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Development Consent Order
2024 and article 3(2) of the Boston Alternative Energy Facility Order
2023.
Updated position (July 2024):
Article 3(2) was amended in version 8 of the draft DCO submitted
at Deadline 6 [REP6-005] and the Applicant understands that this
amendment resolved this concern.
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2.7.1.5 Draft Development Consent

Order (APP-006)

The drafting of article 6 limit of works which appears to give the Applicant
the ability to exceed parameters beyond the ES.

WSCC maintains its position that clarification is needed on how what is
shown on the plans relates to the various definitions of the airfield
boundaries, DCO limits and operational land for both the current and
future Airport.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

WSCC maintains its position on this issue and considers (for example) the
position regarding the extent of the Applicant’s operational land boundary
remains unclear.

Updated position (12 August 2024)

The point on operational land is dealt with at the end of the updated
position on row 2.7.1.3 and for convenience is repeated below —

Regarding operational land, the Council maintains its position here. The
extent of the Applicant’s operational land (post development consent)
remains unclear. To give one example: the Applicant has proposed a new
requirement 37 (car parking spaces) which includes a proposed car
parking cap of “563,260 car parking spaces within the Order limits”. It is
not clear how these Order limits relate to the Applicant’s operational land
(post development consent) and clarification of this point by the Applicant
would be welcomed.

The deviations authorised by article 6 were discussed with the EIA
team as part of design coordination during the development of the
proposals. The parameters assessed are set out in paragraphs
5.2.9 t0 5.2.108 of ES Chapter 5: Project Description, including at
paragraph 5.2.13, which records that the Work Plans and
Parameter Plans show the "approximate level of the finished works"
(emphasis added).

In any event, it is not intended to raise or lower the full scheme of
the surface access works up to the limits of deviation specified in
article 6, particularly given that the scheme will be tied into existing
infrastructure and accesses. It is envisaged that sections of the
scheme will be raised or lowered to a lesser degree (e.g. as part of
refinements of structural depths of bridge decks) and that there may
be modest changes (within the specified limits) to levels such as
where necessary to shift the high point of flyovers.

Detailed design for any aspect of the works will be subject to the
approval of the relevant planning authority (pursuant to
requirements 4 and 5 of the draft DCO) or National Highways
(pursuant to requirement 6 and Part 3 of Schedule 9 of the draft
DCO).

Updated position (April 2024):

Article 6 has been amended to further clarify its intended mode of
operation and the documents referred to in version 6.0 of the draft
DCO submitted at Deadline 3 [REP3-006].

By way of additional information, in the draft DCO the "Order limits"
are defined by reference to the Works Plans [REP3-011], which
clearly show the Project redline. The "airport" is defined by
reference to the airport boundary plan, currently at Appendix 1 to
the Glossary [REP3-011]. In respect of operational land, the
response to Action Point 9 in The Applicant’s Response to
Actions from Issue Specific Hearing 2: Control Documents /
DCO [REP1-063] explains what constitutes the Applicant's
operational land and further commentary is offered in the responses
to Action Points 9 and 10 in section 5.5 of the Applicant's
Response to Deadline 2 Submissions [REP3-106].

Updated position (July 2024):
The Applicant is not aware of outstanding concerns from the JLAs

regarding article 6 (limits of works) allowing the Applicant to exceed
parameters assessed in the Environmental Statement. As per

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

ES Chapter 5 Project
Description (REP1-
016)

Not Agreed
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paragraphs (6) and (7) of that article, the specified limits can only
be set aside where it is demonstrated to the relevant authority's
satisfaction that works in excess of the limits would not give rise to
any materially new or materially different environmental effects from
those in the Environmental Statement.

In respect of operational land, the response to Action Point 9 in The
Applicant’s Response to Actions from Issue Specific Hearing
2: Control Documents / DCO [REP1-063] explains what
constitutes the Applicant's operational land and further commentary
is offered in the responses to Action Points 9 and 10 in section 5.5
of the Applicant's Response to Deadline 2 Submissions [REP3-
106].

Updated position (Deadline 9)
The Applicant has responded on operational land above.

2.7.1.6

Draft Development Consent
Order (APP-006)

The drafting of article 9 (planning permission) and confirmation regarding
which planning permission and conditions the applicant is concerned
about.

Updated position (Deadline 1): To allow WSCC to understand the full
implications of article 9(3) and (4), WSCC requests the applicant provides
a full list of the existing planning permissions (including deemed planning
permission) which are at issue. Once that information is provided, WSCC
will be better able to say whether those provisions are acceptable.

Regarding article 9(4), who will decide what “incompatible” means and
how that will be conveyed to other parties (e.g. the local planning
authority)?

Regarding article 9(5), WSCC disagrees with the applicant’s analysis that
retaining permitted development rights would “allow for minor works to be
separately consented without needing to rely on an amendment to the
Order, which would be disproportionate and impractical”.

First, WSCC considers the potential scope of development permitted by
the provisions cited in article 9(5) cannot be dismissed as “minor works”
and is unconvinced these should be retained. Second, if further
development, which is not authorised by the DCO, is to take place at the
airport, it should be subject to control by the local planning authority.
Third, if the applicant wants the DCO to authorise yet further works,
these should be included in Schedule 1 in the usual way (and their
effects assessed). This approach is consistent with Advice note thirteen:

Please refer to paragraphs 4.24 — 4.28 of the ExM, which explains
the rationale for article 9 in light of the recent Supreme Court
decision in Hillside Parks Ltd v Snowdonia National Park Authority
[2022] UKSC 30. Other recently submitted DCO applications make
similar provision, including the draft Luton Airport Expansion DCO
(article 45) and Lower Thames Crossing DCO (article 56).

As regards the cited wording which disapplies incompatible
conditions of previously granted planning permissions, similar
wording features in article 45(2)(c) of the draft Luton Airport
Expansion DCO.

In response to the further queries:

1) The drafting at article 9(1) of the draft DCO is a model
provision (article 36) which is well-established in numerous
precedent DCOs. The drafting is by reference to section
264 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 ("TCPA
1990") and the effect is to ensure that permitted
development rights attaching to the undertaker in relation to
operational land have effect as they would do if planning
permission had been granted for the authorised
development. "Operational land" is defined in section 263
TCPA 1990.

2) Sub-paragraphs (2) and (3) address legal risk arising from
the Hillside decision and ensure that (i) the authorised
development can continue to be carried out notwithstanding

Draft DCO (REP1-016)

Paragraphs 4.24 — 4.28
of the Explanatory
Memorandum to the
Draft Development
Consent Order [AS-
006]

Not agreed
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Preparation of a draft order granting development consent and
explanatory memorandum (Republished February 2019 (version 3))
which states (at paragraph 2.9) the dDCO should include the following —
e “A full, precise and complete description of each element of the
NSIP, preferably itemised in a Schedule to the DCO; and
o A full, precise and complete description of each element of any
necessary “associated development™.
The retention of permitted development rights could, contrary to Advice
note thirteen, result in a partial and incomplete description of the

proposed development being included in the dDCO.

Updated position (Deadline 5):WSCC is mainly concerned with
paragraphs (4) and (5), neither of which is included in the corresponding
provisions of the Lower Thames Crossing or Luton draft DCOs. (See
article 56 of the former [REP10-005] and article 45 of the latter [REP11-
092]).

Article 9(4): regarding paragraph (4), the Applicant has confirmed in its
answer to ExQ1 GEN1.2 [REP3-091]- "The operation of the repositioned
northern runway, once implemented, would be incompatible with the
restrictions on its use under the 1979 planning permission. As such,
Article 9(4) would be engaged and that use restriction under the 1979
planning permission would cease to have effect”. In its Deadline 4
response to this answer, WSCC states the power under paragraph (4)
should be limited to the identified mischief i.e. the relevant conditions of
the 1979 planning permission. WSCC considers there is no justification
for this power, which is extraordinary for a private company, to be cast
any wider.

Article 9(5): WSCC maintains the position, which has been articulated in
previous submissions, that the exceptions concerning permitted
development rights within article 9(5) (and requirements 4 and 10)
should be removed and drafting included which provides the permitted
development rights do not apply. (Please see, for example, column 6 of
Appendix M to the West Sussex LIR [REP1-069], action point 10 of
Legal Partnership Authorities Responses to Applicants Written Summary
of Oral Submissions and Responses to Actions (from Issue Specific
Hearings 1-5) [REP2-081], and paragraph 4.2 of Issue Specific Hearing
2: Control Documents and the DCO Post Hearing Submission [REP2-
212].

Updated position (12 August 2024)

Article 9(4)
In both the Authorities D7 “Consolidated Submissions on the draft DCO”

[REP7-108] and the updated version of that document which was
submitted at D8 [see Part B], the Authorities suggested two Alternatives

an incompatible planning permission and (ii) planning
permissions granted and initiated prior to commencement
of the authorised development under the DCO can continue
to be lawfully implemented thereafter. Whether activities
authorised by the DCO are taking place pre- or post-
commencement do not affect these principles.

3) As above.

4) 'Incompatibility’ is as discussed in the Hillside decision. A
planning permission would be ‘incompatible’ with the
development authorised by the DCO if it were physically
impossible to build out both developments (e.g. due to
overlapping consented structures).

There is no sub-paragraph (9) in article 9 of the current draft DCO
and it is presumed that this point is in reference to sub-paragraphs
(5) and (6) of the present drafting. These make clear that the DCO
does not restrict the future exercise by the undertaker of permitted
development rights. This is necessary to ensure that GAL as airport
operator can continue to rely on its extant permitted development
rights to facilitate the ongoing operation of the airport and allow for
minor works to be separately consented without needing to rely on
an amendment to the Order, which would be disproportionate and
impractical.

Updated position (April 2024):

The Applicant refers to the explanation provided at paragraph
4.1.24 of its Written Summary of Oral Submissions from Issue
Specific Hearing 2: Control Documents / DCO [REP1-057].

The Applicant does not consider that a prescribed mechanism is
required as regards potential incompatibility dealt with by article
9(4). The question of incompatibility under article 9(4) is only likely
to arise in the event that enforcement action is pursued in respect of
an extant planning permission. In such circumstances, it would be
for the defendant party to rely on article 9(4) and particularise how it
affects the enforcement action in question.

As regards article 9(5), all works forming part of the Project have
been included in the Applicant's application. As per the Applicant's
response to Action Point 10 in The Applicant’s Response to
Actions from Issue Specific Hearing 2: Control Documents /
DCO [REP1-063], many of the works forming part of the DCO
application could otherwise have been carried out by the Applicant
under its permitted development rights. The Applicant has chosen
to seek a DCO for the Project as a whole, holistically, and accepts
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— Alternative A and Alternative B — for article 9(4). The text below is
taken from the D8 document —
Alternative A
The Authorities note that, in the latest version of Appendix A to the
Planning Statement [REP7-057], the Applicant has identified (in
paragraph 1.2.2) two conditions from “the 1979 Permission” [i.e.
planning permission CR/125/1979] as “inconsistent with the Project”
namely —
“Condition 3 restricts the use of the emergency runway to times when
the main runway was temporarily not in operation; and Condition 4
requires the western noise mitigation bund to remain in place”.
Paragraph 1.2.3 states: “These restrictions are the only inconsistent
conditions that the Applicant is aware of”. [Emphasis added].
The Authorities do not disagree with this analysis. Owing to the fact the
Applicant and Authorities consider only two conditions are inconsistent
with the DCO application, the Authorities would suggest that the
Applicant’s proposed paragraph (4) (which the Authorities considered
should be deleted at D7) should be amended as follows —
“(4) Conditions 3 and 4 of planning permission CR/125/1979, which are
incompatible with the requirements of this Order or the authorised
development, shall cease to have effect from the date the authorised
development is commenced.”
If this amendment were made, the new paragraph (5), which was
introduced by the Applicant at D7 [REP7-006], should be deleted as it
would no longer be necessary (because paragraph (5) concerns a
notification point which would fall away in the light of the Authorities’
proposed amendments to paragraph (4)).
Alternative B
The Authorities have considered the planning permissions which affect
the airport. If this drafting is retained, the Authorities consider the
following conditions should be excepted from article 9(4) because they
are not incompatible under paragraph (4) and so, for the avoidance of
doubt, should be preserved —

New Schedule

SCHEDULE [X]

CONDITIONS EXCEPTED FROM ARTICLE 9(4)

Condition Planning permission  |Site address
3 CR/2020/0707/NCC Hampton by  Hilton,
Longbridge House
8 CR/2019/0802/FUL Bloc Hotel, South
Terminal
9 CR/2019/0802/FUL Bloc Hotel, South
Terminal
11 CR/2017/0116/FUL Boeing Hangar
25 CR/2017/0116/FUL Boeing Hangar
CR/2011/0620/FUL Pollution Control Lagoon
CR/2011/0014/FUL Sofitel London Gatwick
10 CR/2011/0014/FUL Sofitel London Gatwick
1 CR/2010/0396/NCC Runway Shoulders
5 CR/2009/0326/FUL North Terminal

that the Project should be controlled as a whole through the DCO
and related control documents.

However, this approach does not mean that the Applicant should be
deprived of its permitted development rights over the operational
airport in future if the DCO is granted, as now appears to be the
Council's suggestion. The Applicant does not consider it appropriate
for a DCO, which is granted in respect of a defined project which
will be built out and in due course completed, to disapply permitted
development rights relating to that site for the purpose of future,
distinct development. The rationale for the provision by Government
(under the authority of Parliament) of permitted development rights
to airport operators such as the Applicant is to allow them to carry
out development in support of the effective and efficient running of
an airport. This rationale remains — and is indeed amplified — if this
DCO is granted and the northern runway is brought into routine use.

In any event, article 9(5) merely restates and clarifies what the
Applicant considers to be the existing position at law, and the
Applicant does not consider that a DCO without this wording would
restrict the subsequent use of permitted development rights.
However, it is considered preferable to clarify this expressly.

Updated position (July 2024):

Useful discussions continue between the parties to try and find an
agreed approach to article 9(4) and the notification of any
incompatible planning conditions. The Applicant has included a
notification provision in article 9(5) in version 8 of the draft DCO
submitted at Deadline 6 [REP6-005] and is hopeful that this wording
will be agreeable to the JLAs.

In respect of what was article 9(5) (now numbered article 9(6) in
version 9 of the draft DCO submitted at Deadline 7 (Doc Ref. 2.1)),
the Applicant understands that agreement will not be reached with
the JLAs.

The JLAs set out their position in [REP6-110] that they wish article
9(5) to prohibit (i) the exercise of any permitted development rights
on Museum Field, Pentagon Field and the reed beds (i.e. Work No.
43) and (ii) the exercise of any permitted development rights to
deliver car parking anywhere on the airport.

For the reasons set out above, the Applicant continues to consider
it disproportionate, unjustified and unnecessary to disapply broad
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CR/2002/0865/FUL Travel Inn, Longbridge Road
CR/1999/0243/FUL letset House and Compound
IAdjacent to Perimeter Road
South
4 and 5 CR/1997/0138/FUL Car Park Z, Southern
Perimeter Area
9 CR/1997/311/FUL Computer Centre,
Buckingham Gate
11 and 12 CR/127/1979 Outline  application  for|
Airport Passenger Terminal
and associate access
Article 9(5)

The Authorities welcome the removal of permitted development rights, as
suggested by the EXA, for the reasons set out in various earlier
representations.

The Authorities will of course consider any proposals by the Applicant as
an alternative means of achieving the same objective but the Authorities
would want to be reassured that any proposed cap put forward by the
Applicant on parking numbers would be capable of enduring for the
lifetime of the operation, and would indirectly exclude the provision of
additional parking within the perimeter of the Airport, whether that be
through the exercise of permitted development rights or through any
express planning permissions. This suggestion would not address the
Authorities concerns were it to simply be a cap which only requlates
development as long as it's being undertaken under the DCO. The
Authorities await further information as to the Applicant’s proposal for a

parking cap.

swathes of the Applicant's permitted development rights over the
whole airport. In relation to airport-wide development of car parking,
the Applicant has explained its position on several previous
occasions, and most recently in response to DCO.2.6 in its
Response to ExQ2 — Development Consent Order and Control
Documents (Doc Ref. 10.56). This notwithstanding, in cognisance
of the JLAS' particular concerns, the Applicant has sought to offer a
reasonable compromise position that represents a significant
concession on behalf of the Applicant.

In version 9 of the draft DCO submitted at Deadline 7 (Doc Ref.
2.1), the Applicant has specified in article 9(7) that it must not
exercise any permitted development rights for any development on
Museum Field or for any car parking development on Pentagon
Field or the water treatment works (i.e. the reed beds, Work No.
43). The disapplication of permitted development rights more
broadly than for car parking for the latter two sites is considered
disproportionate because these sites are identified by the Applicant
as potentially suitable for future development such as for solar
panels. In any event, the Applicant would be bound to comply with
any landscape and ecology management plan approved for those
sites under requirement 8 of the draft DCO and would breach the
DCO were it to use its permitted development rights contrary to the
landscaping secured in such plans.

2.7.1.7 Draft Development Consent The disapplication of several provisions of the New Roads and Street The drafting of article 10 has advanced since the version Draft DCO (REP3-006) | Agreed
Order (APP-006) Works Act 1991 without the application of the relevant highway commented on by the Councils and the cross-references are now
authority’s permit scheme (article 10; application of the 1991 Act). complete. The latest draft no longer refers to "permit schemes".
Updated position (Deadline 5): Section 74A of the 1991 Act is no longer disapplied in the latest
WSCC notes the Applicant is considering the implications of the draft of the DCO. Sections 73B, 73C and 78A of the 1991 Act are
application of the highway authority’s permit scheme to the authorised disapplied in several precedent DCOs, including the Sizewell C
development and will discuss further with the highway authority. WSCC | (article 15), Manston Airport (article 10), A303 (Amesbury to
would welcome these discussions and emphasises that the Traffic Berwick Down) (article 8) and A417 Missing Link (article 12) DCOs.
Management (Surrey County Council) Permit Scheme Order 2015 (as Section 77 of the 1991 Act is disapplied in the Sizewell C DCO
varied) was incorporated into the M25 Junction 10/A3 Wisley (article 15).
Interchange Development Consent Order 2022 (S| 2022/549). Other
local authority permit schemes have been incorporated into other GAL invites the Councils to please specify the precise nature of
DCOs. their concern with the disapplication of these provisions and why
the approach here should depart from the precedent outlined.
Updated position (12 August 2024)
WSCC welcomes the incorporation of the permit scheme into the draft DCO. Updated position (April 2024):
Sections 73A, 73B, 73C and 78A of the 1991 Act are prospective
provisions that will be applied through sections 55 and 57 of the
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and West Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 42




¢~ LONDON

ﬂ Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

\a? GATWICK

Traffic Management Act 2004. These provisions are not yet in force,
but should they become legislation then they are disapplied for the
purpose of the Project. The disapplication of these provisions
(which are designed primarily to regulate the carrying out of street
works by utility companies in respect of their apparatus) is
appropriate given the scale of highway works proposed under the
DCO, the specific authorisation given for those works by the DCO
and the specific provisions in the DCO which would regulate the
carrying out of the works included in the DCO and ensure sufficient
measures to mitigate any impacts of these works.

The disapplication of these provisions is well precedented, including
in article 8 of the A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Development
Consent Order 2024 and article 11 of the Boston Alternative Energy
Facility Order 2023.

Section 77 of the 1991 Act provides that, where a highway is used
as an alternative route to a highway that is restricted or prohibited
due to street works, the undertaker must indemnify the highway
authority of the highway used as a diversion in respect of costs of
strengthening that highway or making good any damage caused by
the diverted traffic.

It is appropriate to disapply this provision in a DCO context because
the impacts of the Project, including as regards traffic, have been
subject to a full EIA and, where impacts have been identified,
appropriate mitigation has been incorporated into the Project's
design or otherwise secured. Section 77 of the 1991 Act would cut
across this mitigation package.

The disapplication of section 77 of the 1991 Act is precedented in
article 15 of the Sizewell C (Nuclear Generating Station) Order
2022.

As regards the highway authority's permit scheme, the Applicant is
considering the implications of this proposal and will discuss this
further with the relevant highway authorities.

Updated position (July 2024)
The Applicant is content to incorporate the Surrey and West Sussex

permit schemes into the draft DCO and has done so in version 9 of
the draft DCO submitted at Deadline 7 (Doc Ref. 2.1)

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.7.1.8 Draft Development Consent

Order (APP-006)

The way in which street works are controlled under article 11 (street
works).

Updated position (Deadline 1): Owing to the small number of streets
affected within the Order limits, it would seem straightforward to cross-
refer in the article to a specified list. The applicant will be aware that
such an approach is not unusual. Absent such cross-reference, WSCC
maintains its position that the power should be subject to street authority
control

Updated position (Deadline 5):

WSCC maintain their concern that article 11 departs from most
precedents by authorising interference with any streets within the Order
limits, rather than those specified in a schedule.

This is a significant departure from the Model Provisions (see Model
Provision 8(1)) and established precedent; for example, article 14 (street
works) of the Sizewell C (Nuclear Generating Station) Order 2022 (Sl
2022/853), article 12 (street works) of the M42 Junction 6 Development
Consent Order 2020 (S| 2020/528), and article 10 (street works) of the
Thames Water Utilities Limited (Thames Tideway Tunnel) Order 2014
(S12014/2384).

WSCC position is set out in the West Sussex LIR (Appendix M, column
8) [REP1-069], the SCC PADSS (column 87), and the Legal Partnership
Authorities’ response to ExQ1 DCO1.22 [REP3-135].

Updated position (12 August 2024)

Article 11

The Authorities note the Applicant has not provided a schedule of streets
and would therefore suggest that the street works powers proposed
under article 11 should be subject to the street authority’s consent.
Absent any consent provision, there is a risk of streets being interfered
with at inappropriate times which would be detrimental to the
undertaker and street authority. The Authorities would therefore
propose that article 11 should be amended as follows —

11.—(1) The undertaker may, for the purposes of the authorised
development and subject to the consent of the street authority, enter
on so much of any of the streets as are within the Order limits and may—

Article 11 is by reference to streets "within the Order limits" rather
than a specified list of streets because (i) there are only a small
number of streets within the Order limits and there is little benefit
therefore in listing them in a schedule and (ii) GAL foresees a need
for flexibility as regards the streets under which it may need to carry
out works, particularly in relation to necessary utility diversions
which may become apparent during construction.

Further, such an approach is precedented in several DCOs,
including the A38 Derby Junctions (article 11), A47 Wansford to
Sutton (article 15), A57 Link Roads (article 10) and Thurrock
Flexible Generation Plant (article 11) DCOs.

The additional wording proposed in bold is not included in any of
these precedent DCOs. Its inclusion would be a departure from
well-established precedent and therefore unjustified.

The approach in the draft DCO, that article 11 does not require the
consent of the street authority while article 12 does, is precedented
in the Sizewell C DCO (see articles 13 and 14). The works
envisaged by article 12, which extend inter alia to permanently
altering the nature and characteristics of streets, are of greater
consequence to the ongoing use of the streets in question than the
more limited works envisaged by article 11, which are largely in or
under the streets. There is therefore good reason why the street
authority's consent should be required for works under article 12
and not article 11.

Updated position (April 2024):

The Applicant does not consider it necessary for article 11 to
reference a schedule setting out a list of streets. There are a small
number of streets within the Order limits and, due to the nature of
this Project's site, the vast majority are either airport roads or are
the subject of the surface access works comprised in the authorised
development. Through the examination and by reference to plans
including the Land Plans [AS-015], stakeholders are able to
examine the extent of the Order limits and therefore the extent of
streets over which the article 11 power may be exercised. The
Applicant is not aware that the Council has raised specific concerns
regarding the exercise of article 11 over particular streets. In that
context, preparing and referencing a schedule of all streets within
the Order limits would mean that article 11 has the same effect as
presently.

Updated position (July 2024):

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Not Agreed
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The Applicant maintains its previous position and refers to its
response to DCO.2.8 in its Response to ExQ2 — Development
Consent Order and Control Documents (Doc Ref. 10.56).

The Applicant understands that the JLAs are considering whether
they have any concerns with particular streets and would welcome
confirmation of such concerns as soon as possible so that any
bespoke provision can be made in article 11 (street works) if
warranted.

2.7.1.9 Draft Development Consent

Order (APP-006)

The inclusion of deeming provisions in articles 12(4) (power to alter
layout, etc. of streets), article 14(8) (temporary closure of streets), 18(10)
(traffic regulations), 22(5) (discharge of water), and 24(6) (authority to
survey and investigate the land).

Updated position (Deadline 5):

Regarding deemed consent, WSCC agrees with the position set out in
row 9 of Appendix M to the Joint West Sussex LIR [REP1-069]: the
deeming provision should be deleted. WSCC notes the Applicant’s
position that a “failure to respond to requests for consent/approval in a
timely manner can lead to significant delays in a construction timetable”.

WSCC does not disagree with this; however, owing to the fact that (per
paragraph (3)), the consenting authority must not unreasonably withhold
or delay consent, the scenario envisaged by the applicant is unlikely to
arise. In any event, it is unreasonable to include the deeming provision
and the “unreasonably withhold or delay consent” wording.

Turning to the precedents mentioned by the Applicant, the inclusion of a
“deeming provision” does not appear to have been controversial in any
of those projects and so the issue was not considered in detail by the
Examining Authority or Secretary of State. The position is clearly
different here.

Deeming provision

Several provisions of the DCO (including this article 14) contain
deeming provisions where the consent of a third-party body is
required. A failure to respond to requests for consent in a timely
manner can lead to significant delays in a construction timetable.
Use of deeming provisions in respect of some key consents is
therefore considered reasonable and in alignment with the
objectives of the Planning Act 2008 to ensure efficient delivery of
nationally significant infrastructure projects. To reflect the Councils'
concern regarding deemed approval, the time period after which
consent is deemed given has been extended to 56 days rather than
the 28 days included in the version of the DCO upon which the
Councils have commented.

Updated position (April 2024):

The Applicant reiterates its position that deeming provisions are
justified and appropriate. A failure to respond to requests for
consent/approval in a timely manner can lead to significant delays
in a construction timetable. Use of deeming provisions in respect of
some key consents/approvals is therefore considered reasonable
and in alignment with the objectives of the Planning Act 2008 to
ensure efficient delivery of nationally significant infrastructure
projects.

The time period after which consent is deemed given has been
extended to 56 days in response to the Councils' previous
comments and the Applicant considers that this period is sufficient
for matters subject to deemed consent to be thoroughly considered
and a decision reached, even if further information is requested of
the undertaker.

It is noted that deeming provisions are well precedented in recently
made DCOs, including the National Grid (Yorkshire Green Energy

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Agreed
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Enablement Project) Development Consent Order 2024, the A12
Chelmsford to A120 Widening Development Consent Order 2024
and the Boston Alternative Energy Facility Order 2023 (all of which,
it is noted, use a shorter period than the draft DCO of 28 days after
which consent is deemed to have been granted).

Updated position (July 2024):

The Applicant has amended the relevant articles in version 9 of the
draft DCO submitted at Deadline 7 (Doc Ref. 2.1) to remove
reference to consent being "unreasonably... delayed” where there
is also a deeming provision. The Applicant understands that this
resolves the JLAs' concerns with the deeming provisions.

2.7.1.10 Draft Development Consent The standard to which alternative routes must be provided under article The drafting of article 14 has advanced since the version Draft DCO (REP3-006) | No longer
Order (APP-006) 14(5) (temporary closure of streets). commented on by the Councils. pursuing
Updated position (Deadline 5):
"Must not be of a lower standard"
WSCC is no longer pursuing this point.
"Must not be of a lower standard"
The further proposed amendment in bold to what is now sub-
paragraph (5) ("and must not be of a lower standard") is not
justified. Where a street is being temporarily altered, diverted or
restricted (etc.), it is not reasonable to require that the temporary
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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diversion be of the same standard as the main permanent route.

Indeed, this is unlikely to be the case.

Updated position (April 2024):

The Applicant is not aware of any precedent for the Councils'
proposed new wording (detailed elsewhere) and does not consider
it justified, not least because it is unclear what would constitute an
alternative route being "available" and what level of effort would be
required of the Applicant to make such a route "available". The
Applicant notes that the street authority must consent to any
temporary alteration, diversion, prohibition or restriction on use of a
street under paragraph (4) and can attach reasonable conditions,
which would allow it to ensure the provision of a suitable diversion.

The Applicant considers that the present wording is well-balanced
and notes that it is well precedented in materially the same form in
DCOs including article 14 of the National Grid (Yorkshire Green
Energy Enablement Project) Development Consent Order 2024,
article 13 of the Boston Alternative Energy Facility Order 2023 and
article 13 of the Southampton to London Pipeline Development
Consent Order 2020.

2.7.1.11 Draft Development Consent

Order (APP-006)

The proposal to allow the Applicant to create new means of access

without the street authority’s consent under article 16 (access to works).

Updated position (Deadline 1): The Council maintains its position that
consent is required for the creation of new means of access.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

GAL is content to add this wording to article 13.

Updated position (April 2024):

Street authority consent is now required for exercise of the power in
article 16(1), as per article 16(2) — see version 6.0 of the draft DCO
submitted at Deadline 3 [REP3-006].

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Agreed
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WSCC welcomes the inclusion of the consent provision in article 16(2)
(access to works).

WSCC considers that, in paragraph (2), the words “(such consent not to
be unreasonably withheld or delayed)” should be deleted because
paragraph (4) contains a deeming provision. It is unreasonable to
include the deeming provision and the “unreasonably withhold or delay
consent” wording.

Updated position (July 2024):

See 2.7.1.10 above.

2.7.1.12 Draft Development Consent How the “instrument” referred to in article 18(6)(a)(traffic regulations) will Draft DCO (REP3-006) | Not Agreed
Order (APP-006) be accessed Updated position (April 2024):
As is currently the case for traffic regulation orders made by the
Updated position (Deadline 5): Applicant in its role as an airport operator, any instruments would
Regarding how the instrument will be “held” etc., the Applicant states — be available for inspection at the Applicant's registered office
address.
“As is currently the case for traffic regulation orders made by the
Applicant in its role as an airport operator, any instruments would be Updated position (July 2024):
available for inspection at the Applicant's registered office address”.
The Applicant understands that the JLAs are submitting proposed
WSCC considers it would be helpful if this was made explicit on the face | drafting on this point at Deadline 7 and will review this upon receipt.
of the Order and that the undertaker must replicate the steps the
highway authority must take when publicising TROs. Again, this should
be made explicit on the face of the Order. WSCC would welcome the
opportunity to discuss these points with the Applicant.
Updated position (12 August 2024)
The following text was included in the Authorities’ D7 Consolidated
Submissions on the draft DCO [REP7-108] and its purpose is to ensure that the
traffic authorities are provided with copies of the “instrument” which gives
effect to any traffic regulation measures made by the Applicant under art. 18
(1), (2) or (3), and that the public can see them too. The text is as follows -
“7A) The instrument referred to in paragraph (7)(a) must be displayed by the
applicant on its website and a copy must be sent to—
(a) [email address] in the case of Surrey County Council;
(b) [email address] in the case of West Sussex County Council.”
2.7.1.13 Draft Development Consent The need for highway authorities to agree template agreements before Noted. n/a Agreed
Order (APP-006) the end of the Examination with the Applicant under article 21
(agreements with highway authorities) Updated position (July 2024):
Updated position (Deadline 5): Template s278 highways agreements have been received from the
WSCC notes that, in the Applicant’s response to ExQ1 reference JLAs. The Applicant and the JLAs are in positive discussions
EN.1.10 (Maintenance of Landscape Adopted by Highway Authorities), regarding the best way forward as regards either utilising highway
relating to the maintenance of landscaping to be adopted by Highway agreements under article 21 or including protective provisions for
Authorities, the Applicant makes reference to the need to enter into the highway authorities in the draft DCO.
Section 278 agreements. WSCC considers it would be sensible if the
template for this document was agreed as soon as possible.
Updated position (12 August 2024)
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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WSCC welcome the Applicant’s commitment to use the highway authorities’
standard s38 and s278 agreements as the basis for any agreements agreed under
article 21.

2.7.1.14 Draft Development Consent

Order (APP-006)

The drafting of article 23, which concerns trees and hedgerows.

Updated position (Deadline 5):
While WSCC welcome the amendments made to article 25, it considers
they do not go far enough.

The most significant omission is the need for article 25 (in accordance
with the relevant guidance, Advice Note Fifteen: Drafting Development
Consent Orders) to either — (i) include a schedule and a plan which
identifies the hedgerows to be removed (whether in whole or in part) or
(i) make the power for general removal of hedgerows subject to local
authority consent.

Detailed justification and suggested amendments are included in row 31
of Appendix M [REP1-069], which WSCC agrees with.

Updated position (12 August 2024)

Article 25

The Authorities have consistently said (see the West Sussex
Authorities LIR [REP1-069] , Appendix M, for example) that the
hedgerows affected by this article should be listed in a Schedule.
This would provide the authority and others certainty over which
hedgerows are to be affected and follows precedent in many other
DCOs (including DCOs where more hedgerows are affected.

The Authorities are content with an alternative solution of a
reference within Article 25 to a separate document which contains
a _schedule and plan of all hedgerows which may be removed
(partially or in full) and this is shown in Part C to the Authorities
“Consolidated dDCO Submissions” submitted at Deadline 7.

Apart from those hedgerows mentioned within response to EN.2.4
(in_reference to those hedgerows in proximity to the A23 and
Pentagon Field), the cAVMS contains appropriate plans which
display hedgerow retention and removal. Suitable schedules which
could be referenced are presented within Appendices D and E of
the Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural Impact Assessment
[REP6-038].

Without addressing the above, the Authorities do not consider that
Article 25 provides appropriate controls.

While "removal of hedgerows, trees and shrubs" is excluded from
the definition of "commence" in article 2 as noted, the present
article (now article 25) will still govern how these activities are
carried out, article 25 providing the underlying authority for these
activities.

The wording relating to "important hedgerows" has been removed
from the latest draft of article 25, following confirmation that no such
hedgerows are anticipated to be affected by the proposed
development.

Defining "hedgerow" by reference to the Hedgerow Regulations
1997 is well-established in many DCO precedents, including the
Sizewell C (article 81), Southampton to London Pipeline (article 42)
and Manston Airport (article 34) DCOs. Including a bespoke
definition would be a significant departure from precedent and is not
considered to be justified.

The drafting of article 25 has advanced since the version
commented upon by the Councils. For example, article 25(1)(b)
now includes "or property within the authorised development". GAL
will carefully consider the other proposed additions and will include
them in the next draft of the DCO where reasonable and justified. It
is not anticipated that there will be any concerns with tree and
hedge works needing to be carried out in accordance with BS
3998:2010 (or more recent industry best practice).

By way of initial comment on the remaining suggested additions,
the new proposed sub-paragraph (3) does not appear necessary
because:

e itis unclear what is meant by "relative bodies";

e (3)(a) is not needed because authority is only conferred on
the undertaker to fell or lop in the circumstances specified
in sub-paragraphs (1)(a) and (b);

e (3)(b) is not needed because the DCO will not obviate the
need for consents required for protected species or laws
related thereto;

e (3)(c) is not needed because the draft DCO does not
contain drafting obviating the need to obtain a felling

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Not Agreed
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licence and such a licence would therefore be required prior
to felling; and

(3)(d) is not needed because the existence and protection afforded
by tree preservation orders is not disturbed by the DCO (in the
absence of express provision).

Updated position (April 2024):

The weight of precedent in made DCOs is for articles that authorise
the removal of hedgerows within the Order limits without
subsequent local authority consent. For example, article 17(6) of
the A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Development Consent Order
2024, article 31(4) of the Drax Power Station Bioenergy with
Carbon Capture and Storage Extension Order 2024 and article
34(4) of the Manston Airport Development Consent Order 2022 all
authorise the removal of any hedgerow within the Order limits.
None of these precedents refer to a plan specifically identifying
hedgerows to be removed.

The Applicant's article 25 offers greater protection than these
precedents in that it provides that the undertaker may only fell, lop
or remove a hedgerow if it reasonably believes it to be necessary to
prevent the hedgerow from obstructing or interfering with the
construction, maintenance or operation of the authorised
development or related apparatus, rather than the broader
precedented wording that the removal is "required”. The Applicant's
article 25 also offers the largely unprecedented protection that
works must be carried out in accordance with BS 3998:2010, as
previously requested by the Councils, and includes the standard
entitlement to compensation should persons be harmed by the
works authorised by the article. The Applicant therefore considers
that article 25 as currently drafted is proportionate and justified and
rejects the alternative articles proposed.

Updated position (July 2024):

The Applicant maintains the position described above and refers to
the explanation provided in response to DCO.2.12 in its Response
to ExQ2 — Development Consent Order and Control Documents
(Doc Ref. 10.56). The Applicant particularly flags the latest
guidance on articles such as this and how this departs from Advice
Note Fifteen cited by the JLAs.
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2.7.1.15 Draft Development Consent
Order (APP-006)

The inclusion of Work Nos. 26, 27, 28 and 29 (which all concern hotels)
in Schedule 1 (authorised development).

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is not clear to WSCC how these
hotel-related Works are “associated development”, per section 115 of
the Planning Act 2008. There does not appear to be an explanation in
the EM. A satisfactory explanation is needed. Moreover, the Council is
concerned about the prospect of these works evading proper
environmental controls. Owing to these facts, the Council considers
these Works should be deleted from the dDCO.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

WSCC's latest position on this issue is summarised at row 3 of the
Legal Partnership Authorities’ Deadline 1 document “Issue Specific
Hearing 1: Case for Proposed Development Post Hearing Submission”
[REP1-211], which states —

“The Authorities recognise that it is proposed that the 4 hotels should be
“Associated Development” and so authorised by the development
consent order. Whilst the Applicant argues that this development
supports operation of airport, reduces impacts and is subordinate, the
Authorities (and in particular Crawley Borough Council) have concerns
regarding the need to ensure that Control Documents include adequate
controls, especially on the provision of additional on-airport parking at
hotels. The Authorities’ view is that any such parking should be
operational parking only so as to support the Applicant’s Surface Access
Commitments. This is particularly important as the hotels will, in due
course, exist as commercial operations operated by other parties and so
there is no reason that they should be exempt from the Local Planning
Authorities wider policies in relation to car parking merely by virtue of
their conception under the DCO for authorising consent. The Authorities
also need to be assured that all other aspects that would be addressed
were the hotels to come forward as TCPA development (such as
design/materials and sustainable construction/energy use) will be
adequately controlled if they are to be authorised by the DCO.”

Updated position (12 August 2024)

Generally, the Authorities consider that more detail is required in
relation to the car park, hotel and office accommodation elements of the
development, and including limitations on parking space numbers, guest
bedroom spaces and office floor areas is a reasonable minimum
expectation..

In relation to hotels, the Authorities suggested a new requirement in
[REP7-108] which would impose controls on the type of parking that
could be provided.

It is presumed that this concern relates to hotel provision
constituting "associated development" under the 2008 Act, though
please clarify if this is not the case.

Please refer to row 3.93 of Table 3 of the Issues Tracker for GAL's
response on this point.

Updated position (April 2024):

Section 115 of the 2008 Act provides that development consent
may be granted for “associated development” alongside
“development for which development consent is required”.
“Associated development” is defined as development associated
with the principal development.

As per the 'Guidance on associated development applications for
major infrastructure projects' (Department for Communities and
Local Government — April 2013), it is for the Secretary of State to
decide on a case-by-case basis whether development constitutes
“associated development”. By reference to the 'core principles' that
the guidance notes the Secretary of State will take into account:

e Associated development should support the construction or

operation of the principal development or help address its
impacts. Hotel accommodation on-site supports the
operation of the airport in providing necessary
accommodation for passengers. It further helps to address
the airport's impacts, as alluded to in the Councils'
comment, by reducing the need for transport between
accommodation and the airport.

e Associated development should be subordinate to the
principal development. The hotels are subordinate to the
use of the airport and facilitate this use. They are not an
aim in themselves.

e Development should not be treated as associated
development if its purpose is solely to cross-subsidise the
principal development. That is not the case here.

e Associated development should be proportionate to the
nature and scale of the principal development. The hotels
are a proportionately small part of the overall proposed
development.

In light of the above application of the ‘core principles', GAL
considers that it is open to the Secretary of State to conclude that
the hotels are "associated development", and that such a
conclusion is clearly justified.

n/a

Not Agreed

Gatwick Northern Runway Project

Statement of Common Ground — GAL and West Sussex County Council — Version 3.0

Page 51




¢~ LONDON

o

«? GATWICK

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

The Authorities have therefore suggested (see [REP7-108], for example)
that the following Work Nos. should be amended as follows —

Work No.22

Works associated with the North Terminal building including works to—
(a) extend the International Departure Lounge on levels 20, 30 and 40 to
the north;

(b) extend the International Departure Lounge on levels 10, 20 and 30 to
the south;

(c) extend the baggage hall and baggage reclaim;

(d) construct the North Terminal autonomous vehicle station;

(e) construct the autonomous vehicle maintenance building;

(f) reconfigure internal facilities;

(g) construct a multi-storey car park with provision for no more than 890
parking spaces for cars;

(h) demolish the CIP building and circulation building;

(i) remediate the coaching gates.

Work No. 28

Works associated with the Car Park H Site including works to—

(a) construct a hotel;

(b) construct an office with provision for up to 5,000 square metres of
office floor space;

(c) construct a multi-storey car park with provision for no more than
3,700 parking spaces for cars;

(d) demolish Car Park H;

(e) external vehicle and pedestrian accesses.

Work No. 29

Works to convert Destinations Place office into a hotel with provision for
up to 250 bedrooms and refurbishment of the building exterior.

Work No. 30

Works to construct Car Park Y including—

(a) earthworks and works to construct an attenuation storage facility
with a capacity of approximately 32,000m3;

(b) construction of a multi-storey car park with provision for no more
than 3,035 parking spaces for cars.

Work No. 31

Works associated with Car Park X including—

(a) earthworks and landscaping;

(b) construction of a flood compensation area with a capacity of
approximately 55,000m3;

(c) construction of an outfall structure;

(d) access improvements;

(e) deck parking provision with provision for no more than 3,280 parking
spaces for cars, including a re-provision of Purple Parking and surface
parking amendments.

(f) [delete sub-para (f)]

Work No. 32

Works to remove existing car parking at North Terminal Long Stay car
park and construct a decked car parking structure with provision for no
more than 1,680 parking spaces for cars if Work No. 44 (wastewater
treatment works) is not implemented or 2,842 parking spaces for cars
if Work No. 44 is implemented.

If the Council disagrees with this analysis, please provide detailed
justification by reference to this guidance and the reasoning above.

It is not clear on what basis that Council asserts that hotel works
may "evad[e] proper environmental controls”. These works would
form part of the authorised development under the DCO and
therefore be subject to the requirements, including the CoCP by
virtue of requirement 7. Further detail is requested from the Council
as to the precise nature of their concern.

Updated position (July 2024)

The JLAS' position regarding car parking is noted from the lefthand
column, however that does not bear on the inclusion of hotels in
Schedule 1 (authorised development). On the basis that the said
inclusion is understood to now be agreed, the Applicant has marked
this row as 'Agreed'.

The Applicant has added new requirement 34 (office occupier) in
version 9 of the draft DCO submitted at Deadline 7 (Doc Ref. 2.1),
which secures that the occupier of the new office to be constructed
on the Car Park H site must be an entity related to, or whose
business and/or operations are related to, the airport, air travel
and/or aviation, unless otherwise agreed in writing by CBC.
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Work No. 33

Works associated with the existing Purple Parking car park including—
(a) removal of existing decked car parking structure;

(b) partial removal of existing surface car parking;

(c) erection of a fenceline;

(d) re-configuration of remaining surface level car parking with provision
for no more than 700 parking spaces for cars.

Work No. 38

Works to construct the habitat enhancement area and flood
compensation area at Museum

Field including works to—

(a) construct a flood compensation area with a capacity of approximately
57,600m3;52

(b) extend Gatwick greenspace footpath;

(c) construct a maintenance access road;

(d) undertake earthworks, landscaping and a bund (up to 6 metres in
height above datum) around the southern and eastern perimeter;

(e) construct footbridge;

(f) construct two farm access bridges

2.7.1.16 Draft Development Consent

Order (APP-006)

The drafting of several requirements (Schedule 2) including: the drafting
of “start date” (R.3(2) (time limits and notifications); the 14-day
notification period in R3(2); why some documents must be produced “in
accordance with” the certified documents and others must be produced
either “in general accordance” or “in substantial accordance” with them;
paras 12 (construction traffic management plan) & 13 (Construction
workforce travel plan) — “following consultation with the relevant local
planning authority on matters related to its function.”; the drafting of R.14
(archaeological remains); and of those which concern noise (e.g. R.15
(air noise envelope), R.18 (noise insulation scheme)); the ambiguous
drafting in R.19 (airport operations); para 21 (carbon action plan)
ambiguous “general accordance” is vague.

Updated position (Deadline 1): WSCC would like to understand why "in
general accordance" has been used in Requirements 8(3), 10(2), 11(2),
21 and 22(2); and why “substantially in accordance" has been used in

Requirements 7, 8(4), 12(2), 13(2) and 22(3).

Updated position (Deadline 5):
Requirement 3: start date

Regarding “start date”, see the answer in row 2.7.1.13 above.

Requirement 3: notice period

The precise nature of the Council's concerns in respect of the cited
drafting is not clear from this comment — please clarify.

In relation to the inclusion of wording such as "in general
accordance", please refer to row 20.29 of Table 20 of the Issues
Tracker.

Updated position (April 2024):

The drafting of the requirements in Schedule 2 to the draft DCO has
advanced significantly since these comments. References to
"general accordance" have been replaced and, where appropriate
to provide for a degree of flexibility, "substantially in accordance"
has been used. This is subject to the new definition of this phrase in
article 2 (interpretation).

Updated position (July 2024)

Requirement 3 — 'start date' and notice periods

The Applicant and the JLAS' solicitors continue to have positive
engagement on the drafting of requirement 3 (including the use of
'start date") and the Applicant is hopeful that this wording can be
agreed. Pending resolution, the Applicant maintains its position set
out above.

Requirement 15 — noise envelope

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Not Agreed
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WSCC considers —a more generous notice period for the commencement
of each part of the authorised development should be provided,

the other local authorities should also be notified of commencement (the
administrative burden of doing so will be negligible),

before Requirement 3, there should be a requirement which provided that
no part of the authorised development can commence until a masterplan
for each part of the development has been submitted to and approved in
writing by the relevant planning authority. (Example drafting is set out in
the Authorities’ answer to DCO.1.40 (R3).

Further detail on these points is set out in the Legal Partnership
Authorities’ response to ExQ1 DCO0.1.40 (R3) [REP3- 135]) in respect of
the amendments that should be made to this requirement.

Requirement 15 (air noise envelope)

WSCC notes the Applicant’s response; however, it considers the
requirement should make provision for local authority control.

At Deadline 4, the Joint Local Authorities submitted their Introduction to a
proposal for an Environmentally Managed Growth Framework [REP4-050]
(“the Introduction”), which explains that the DCO requirements which
include controls related to environmental effects provide the Applicant with
too much flexibility. The Introduction states the Joint Local Authorities
consider a bespoke Environmentally Managed Growth Framework should
apply to the proposed development and that a worked-up Framework will
be submitted to the Examination as soon as possible. The Framework
will apply to the air noise envelope (requirements 15 and 16), and to
requirements 19 (airport operations), 20 (surface access), and 21 (carbon
action plan).

Requirement 19 (airport operations)

WSCC maintains its position regarding paragraph (2) being too broad.
WSCC disagrees that its proposed wording “lacks precision” since it is
similar to the wording used in condition 3 of the 1979 planning permission.

WSCC agrees with the position set out in the Legal Partnership Authorities
Response to the Applicant’s Schedule of Changes, which is included at
Appendix A of [REP4-042].

Regarding paragraph 4(a), the proposed drafting is again too broad. For
instance, condition 3 (runway use) of the 1979 planning permission allows

The Applicant maintains its position set out above and refers to its
previous submissions on the appropriate independent air noise
reviewer, which it maintains should be the CAA. Please see further
the Applicant's Written Summary of Oral Submissions - ISH8 —

Noise [REP6-081].

Requirement 19 — airport operations

The Applicant and the JLAS' solicitors continue to have positive
engagement on the drafting of requirement 19 and the Applicant is
hopeful that this wording can be agreed. The Applicant understands
that there is only a definitional point outstanding between the
parties.
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use of the emergency runway when the “main runway is temporarily non
operational by reason of an accident or a structural defect or when
maintenance to the main runway is being undertaken”.

WSCC considers it would be reasonable if similar wording were
incorporated into paragraph 4(a). Condition 3 also requires GAL to notify
the local planning authority in advance of when maintenance is to be
carried out. A similar provision should be included in Requirement 19.
WSCC does not agree to the inclusion of paragraph (4)(b) because it
could have the effect of overriding the prohibition under paragraph (3).
WSCC does not consider this approach to be reasonable. It is noted that
while the Explanatory Memorandum [REP3-008] summarises paragraph
(3), it does not justify the inclusion of paragraph (4).

In the light of the above comments, the Authorities’ proposed amendments
to existing Requirement 19 are set out in row 92 of Appendix A to [REP4-
042]. WSCC obviouslyagrees with these proposed amendments.

The points made above under “Requirement 15 (air noise envelope)’
regarding the Environmentally Managed Growth Framework also apply to
this requirement.

Updated position (12 August 2024)

Requirement 3
These amendments are intended to correct the position following

submission of amendments at D6 in which references to “business” days
were removed.

(a) within the period of 7 days beginning with the date on which the
authorised development begins;

(b) at least 42 days prior to the anticipated date of commencement of
the authorised development, provided that commencement may still
lawfully occur if notice is not served in accordance with this sub-
paragraph;

(c) within the period of 7 days beginning with the actual date of
commencement of the authorised development;

(d) at least 42 days prior to the anticipated date of commencement of
dual runway operations; and

(e) within the period of 7 days beginning with the actual commencement
of dual runway operations.

Requirement 15

The Authorities’ latest comments on requirement 15 are set out in Part
C of their D8 submission “Consolidated submissions on the draft DCO —
Update at Deadline 8”. (The Examination Library reference was not
available when this document was updated).

Requirement 19

The Authorities will consider the updated requirement 19 at Deadline 8.
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2.7.1.17 Draft Development Consent

Order (APP-006)

The 8-week deadline in Schedule 11 (procedure for approvals, consents
and appeals) for determining significant applications (e.g., the waste
recycling facility).

Updated position (Deadline 1): For certain major works which are listed
in Schedule 1 (including, but not limited to Work Nos. 26 to 29) the
standard 6-week/ 8-week deadline is unreasonably short. The Council
notes paragraph 1(2)(a) and (b) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 is subject to the
applicant agreeing to an extension. There is no guarantee that an
extension would be agreed and no obligation for the applicant to act
reasonably in considering any request for extension.

The Council considers it would be more straightforward if the major works
had their own deadlines. More detail on this point will follow at Deadline
1.

WSCC disagrees that such an approach would cause unnecessary delay.
Major applications under the TCPA 1990 regime can take 13 weeks (or
longer) to determine. Providing a 6 or 8 week deadline runs the risk of the
application having to be refused and the parties spending time and
resources on an appeal which might have been avoided if the Schedule
included a reasonable timeframe for determination.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

Regarding the Applicant’s reluctance to include a longer deadline for
determining major works, while WSCC notes the Applicant states the
undertaker is “going to take a pragmatic approach to agreeing any request
from the discharging authority for an extension of time”. This gives cold
comfort when the period for determining major works is either 6 weeks or
8 weeks, which is substantially shorter than if a local planning authority
were to discharge a major works application under the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990. WSCC reiterates its position that major works should
have their own deadline.

Updated position (12 August 2024)

The Authorities consider the period for determining “major works” under
Schedule 11 is too short and this should be increased to 13-weeks, which
is consistent with the timeframe within which a major application must be
determined under the Town and Country Planning Act regime.

The Authorities consider (see REP7-108, row 44) that the following works
should be treated as “major works” -

“(i) Work No. 9 (Works to construct the replacement Central Area
Recycling Enclosure (CARE) facility);

(i) Work No. 16 (new hangar);

(iii) Work No. 22 (Works associated with the North Terminal building);

(iv) Work No. 23 (Works associated with the South Terminal building);

The 8-week period (or 6-week where the discharging authority need
not consult with any other body) is the default period within which
the discharging authority must respond. If further information is
requested from the undertaker by the discharging authority, the 8/6
weeks run from the day immediately following that on which said
further information is supplied. If a longer period is required, the
undertaker and discharging authority can agree such longer period
in writing (paragraphs 1(2)(a) and (b), Part 1, Schedule 11).

Given the above, the specified periods provide sufficient time for the
discharging authority to scrutinise applications pursuant to the
requirements of the draft DCO. Any longer period would unduly and
unnecessarily delay progress in implementing the authorised
development.

Updated position (April 2024):

The Council's comment is noted. However, it is likely that the
undertaker would agree an extension with the discharging authority
were this required following an application being made for "major
works". The alternative would be that the application would be
refused by the discharging authority or not decided in time, either of
which could only be escalated through the appeal process in
paragraph 4 of Schedule 11 to the draft DCO. This process would
likely require significant time and expenditure and the undertaker
would be mindful of that before triggering those provisions. The
undertaker is therefore realistically going to take a pragmatic
approach to agreeing any request from the discharging authority for
an extension of time. In any event, the Applicant considers that the
standard 6 or 8 week deadline is perfectly adequate for detailed
consideration of details that may be subject to approval.

Updated position (July 2024):

The Applicant maintains the position set out above. It is understood
that the JLAs will be proposing a 16-week decision period for
detailed design approval for certain works. The Applicant considers
that to be excessive given that this period, in the context of the
TCPA 1990, applies only to applications requiring their own
Environmental Impact Assessment. Here, an EIA has already been
undertaken and will be considered through the Secretary of State's
decision on the DCO. A decision period of a length to encompass
undertaking that process from scratch is not appropriate for the

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Not Agreed

Gatwick Northern Runway Project

Statement of Common Ground — GAL and West Sussex County Council — Version 3.0

Page 56




G

LONDON
GATWICK

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

(v) Work No. 24 (Works to upgrade the North Terminal forecourt including

access roads);
(vi) Work No. 25 (Works to upgrade the South Terminal forecourt including

access roads);

(vii) Work No. 26 (Works to construct a hotel north of multi-storey car park
3);

(viii) Work No. 27 (Works to construct a hotel on the car rental site);

(ix) Work No. 28 (Works associated with the Car Park H Site);

(xX) Work No. 29 (Works to convert the existing Destinations Place office
into a hotel);

(xi) Work No. 30 (Works to construct Car Park Y);

(xii) Work No. 31 (Works associated with Car Park X)

(xiii) [Others TBCJ”

discharge of requirements pursuant to a made DCO for which an
EIA will already have been carried out.

2.7.1.18 Draft Development Consent Principal areas of disagreement remain in relation to the wording in of Noted and GAL will continue discussions with the relevant n/a Agreed
Order (APP-006) the proposed highway works and traffic regulation orders, including stakeholders on these points.
speed limits.
Updated position (July 2024)
Updated position (Deadline 5):
WSCC welcome the continued discussions mentioned by the Applicant. The Applicant understands that these concerns have now been
resolved.
2.7.1.19 Draft Development Consent There is currently no mechanism to allow the Flood Resilience GAL will consider how best to secure this document and confirm in n/a Not Agreed
Order (APP-006) Statement to be secured through the dDCO. due course.
Updated position (Deadline 5): Updated position (April 2024): The Draft DCO [REP1-004] was
While the securing of the Flood Resilience Statement by Requirement 24 | updated at Deadline 1 to include Requirement 24 which secures the
is welcomed; WSCC considers further work is required in respect of the Flood Resilience Statement.
Flood Resilience Statement.
Updated position (July 2024)
Updated position (12 August 2024)
WSCC considers further work is required in respect of the Flood This row relates to the securing of the Flood Resilience Statement,
Resilient Statement, particularly in regards to the residual risk and which has now been achieved.
inadequate climate change allowance used for the surface water
drainage strategy.
2.7.1.20 Draft Development Consent Regarding the proposed flood risk mitigation, it is not clear how the The cited works are anticipated to take place early in the Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Order (APP-006) timing of the River Mole works (Work No.39) and Car Park Y attenuation | construction timetable — see section 5.3 of ES Chapter 5: Project No Longer
tank (Work No. 30(a)) will be secured; similarly, it is not clear where the Description and ES Appendix 5.3.3: Indicative Construction ES Chapter 5 Project pursuing.
culverts and syphons are secured. Sequencing. GAL will consider further whether it is appropriate to Description (REP1-

secure the timing of their delivery. 016)
Updated position (Deadline 5):
Officers are considering the Applicant’s response and will revert on this Culverts and syphons are included in the design principles in ES Appendix 5.3.3:
point as soon as possible. Appendix Al of Volume 5 of the Design and Access Statement Indicative
[APP-257] and their delivery is therefore secured in the draft DCO
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated position (12 August 2024)

WSCC reverts to CBC on matters specific to this issue.

by requirements 4 and 5, which require detailed designs to be
approved by the relevant planning or highway authority prior to
commencement. The detailed designs must be in accordance with
the design principles.

Updated position (April 2024):

Requirement 23 (flood compensation delivery plan) secures the
submission and approval of a flood compensation delivery plan
which sets out the timeframe for delivering Work Nos. 30(a), 31(b),
38(a) and 39 prior to the commencement of any works located in
the floodplain which could conceivably remove floodplain and
therefore increase flood risk.

Updated position (July 2024)

At Deadline 6 the Applicant submitted a Flood Compensation
Delivery Plan Technical Note [REP6-069] which explained the
rationale for the works included in requirement 23 (flood
compensation delivery plan), which were also updated in version 8
of the draft DCO submitted at Deadline 6 [REP6-005].

Culverts and syphons are provided for in the Design Principles
(Doc Ref. 7.3) and reference has also been made to syphons in
updates to the work descriptions in Schedule 1 (authorised
development) in version 9 of the draft DCO submitted at Deadline 7
(Doc Ref. 2.1).

Construction
Sequencing [APP-088]

2.7.1.21 Draft Development Consent

Order (APP-006)

The current wording in Part 4 article 25, is of significant concern due to
the impacts on: secondary legislation which would subsequently be
overridden, the lack of reference made to the quality of future permitted
tree works; and the permitted removal of any hedgerow within the order
limits that is required to be removed. This section should refer to relevant
submitted ‘approved plans’ to limit the broad permissions which would
currently be permitted.

Updated position (Deadline 5):
See Row 2.7.1.14 above.

While "removal of hedgerows, trees and shrubs" is excluded from
the definition of "commence" in article 2 as noted, the present
article (now article 25) will still govern how these activities are
carried out, article 25 providing the underlying authority for these
activities.

The wording relating to "important hedgerows" has been removed
from the latest draft of article 25, following confirmation that no such
hedgerows are anticipated to be affected by the proposed
development.

Defining "hedgerow" by reference to the Hedgerow Regulations
1997 is well-established in many DCO precedents, including the
Sizewell C (article 81), Southampton to London Pipeline (article 42)
and Manston Airport (article 34) DCOs. Including a bespoke

Draft DCO (REP3-006)

Duplicate
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definition would be a significant departure from precedent and is not
considered to be justified.

The drafting of article 25 has advanced since the version
commented upon by the Councils. For example, article 25(1)(b)
now includes "or property within the authorised development". GAL
will carefully consider the other proposed additions and will include
them in the next draft of the DCO where reasonable and justified. It
is not anticipated that there will be any concerns with tree and
hedge works needing to be carried out in accordance with BS
3998:2010 (or more recent industry best practice).

By way of initial comment on the remaining suggested additions,
the new proposed sub-paragraph (3) does not appear necessary
because:

e jtis unclear what is meant by "relative bodies";

e (3)(a) is not needed because authority is only conferred on
the undertaker to fell or lop in the circumstances specified
in sub-paragraphs (1)(a) and (b);

e (3)(b) is not needed because the DCO will not obviate the
need for consents required for protected species or laws
related thereto;

e (3)(c) is not needed because the draft DCO does not
contain drafting obviating the need to obtain a felling
licence and such a licence would therefore be required prior
to felling; and

e (3)(d) is not needed because the existence and protection
afforded by tree preservation orders is not disturbed by the
DCO (in the absence of express provision).

Updated position (April 2024):

See Row 2.7.1.14 above.

Updated position (July 2024)

Given that this row duplicates the concern in row 2.7.1.14, it is
proposed to mark this as 'Duplicate’.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.8. Ecology and Nature Conservation

2.8.1

Table 2.8 sets out the position of both parties in relation to ecology and nature conservation matters.

Table 2.8 Statement of Common Ground — Ecology and Nature Conservation Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position (as per frozen issue trackers) Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
Baseline
2.8.1.1 Evidence for null findings of | No demonstration that these receptors have been appropriately The methodology used to assess the presence of Veteran Trees | ES Appendix 9.6.2 Agreed
ancient or veteran trees, as | surveyed, nor followed appropriate methodology. is set out in Section A2.1.159 of Appendix 9.6.2 Ecology Survey | Ecology Survey
well as important Report of the ES. Data are presented in the tree schedules in Report Part 2 [APP-
hedgerows Updated position (Deadline 1): Unable to find section A2.1.159 of the oLEMP. 124]
Appendix 9.6.2. Tree data within the oLEMP appears to only include the
surface access works. Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and ES Appendix 8.10.1:
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method | Tree Survey Report
Updated position (Deadline 5): Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1. and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
Unable to find section A2.1.159 of Appendix 9.6.2. Updated position (April 2024): The latest versions of the Tree | [REP3-037]
Section A1.1.161-182 of Appendix 9.6.2 Ecology Survey Report of the Survey Report and AIA [REP3-037] and ES Appendix 5.3.2
ES provides information on veteran trees and methodologies for their CoCP Annex 6 Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation ES Appendix 5.3.2:
surveyance. It does not state where such records are found, though Method Statement [REP3-022] have been submitted at Code of
assumed to be within the Tree Survey Report and AIA [REP3-037]. This | Deadline 3, updated in response to LAs feedback of the Construction
identifies that no veteran trees will be removed and provides tree survey | previous versions. Practice — Annex 6:
data and protection plans in support of this statement. Arboricultural
Section 2.3 of Appendix 9.6.2 Ecology Survey Report of the ES provides Method Statement
information on the surveyance of Important Hedgerows. Paragraph 3.3.1 [REP3-022]
states no important hedgerows were identified.
2.8.1.2 Lack of demonstration that Potential impacts multiple to arboricultural features of unknown value. An Arboriculture Impact Assessment and Tree Protection Plan ES Appendix 8.10.1: Not Agreed
arboricultural features have are being produced and will be shared with the local authorities | Tree Survey Report
been considered, designed | Updated position (Deadline 1): Initiation of discussion is welcomed. once available. and Arboricultural
for and appropriately Any mitigation or compensation measures will need to be secured by Impact Assessment
avoided, mitigated or DCO requirements. Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and [REP3-037]
compensated for Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method
An Arboricultural Method Statement must also be submitted alongside Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1. ES Appendix 5.3.2:
other documents stated by the Applicant. Code of
Updated position (April 2024): The latest versions of the Tree | Construction
Updated position (Deadline 5): Survey Report and AIA [REP3-037] and ES Appendix 5.3.2 Practice — Annex 6:
CoCP Annex 6 Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation Arboricultural
The Applicants' own admittance within Appendix F: Response to the Method Statement [REP3-022] have been submitted at Method Statement
JLAs on Arboriculture, Landscape and Ecology [REP4-028] clearly Deadline 3, updated in response to LAs feedback of the [REP3-022]
identifies that avoidance and mitigation of arboricultural features has not | previous versions.
taken place, rather, removal of all features within unknown construction Tree Survey Report
area. This doesn’t present a realistic worst-case scenario. Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has provided and Arboricultural
updated documents at the Deadline 6 submission including; Impact Assessment
Updated position (12 August 2024): [REP6-038, REP6-
040, REP6-042,
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002127-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%202%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000954-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%209.6.2%20Ecology%20Survey%20Report%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000954-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%209.6.2%20Ecology%20Survey%20Report%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002127-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%202%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002127-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%202%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002127-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%202%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf

G

LONDON
GATWICK

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

The stated DL6 submissions are welcomed, though the Authorities
remain concerned with approach towards proposed tree loss and
continue to be of the view that a realistic worst-case scenario has been
applied, as stated within [REP3-117] (p.55- 56) and [REP7-103].

e ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP6-038, REP6-
040, REP6-042, REP6-044,REP6-046, REP6-048]

e Code of Construction Practice Annex 6 — Outline
Arboricultural and Vegetation Method Statement [REP6-
018, REP6-020, REP6-022, REP6-024, REP6-026,
REP6-028] (Appendix A includes M23 and A23
preliminary tree removal and protection plans and
Appendix C includes M23 and A23 preliminary
vegetation removal and protection plans).

The 0AVMS sits within the CoCP which is DCO
requirement 7 and is also referenced within DCO
requirement 28.

These documents provide updated details of trees and
vegetation to be lost and trees and vegetation to be retained and
protection methods based on preliminary designs, as a worst
case scenario. Further detail would be provided during the
detailed design stage to confirm tree loss. An Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement would be submitted to CBC for
approval as secured through Requirement 28 of the dDCO.

The Applicant has also provided at Deadline 6 a Note on Project
Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] to form a
single point of reference with respect to vegetation change that it
is anticipated could take place across the Project.

Updated position (Deadline 9): While there is a net loss in
area, this is mitigated through an overall enhancement to the
ecological condition of the woodland being replanted.

REP6-044,REP6-046,
REP6-048]

Code of Construction
Practice Annex 6 —
Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation
Method Statement
[REP6-018, REP6-
020, REP6-022,
REP6-024, REP6-026,

REP6-028]

Note on Project Wide
Habitat Loss and
Replacement [REP6-
071

2.8.1.3

Baseline Environment

The Phase 1 Habitat Survey (APP-125) should have extended beyond
the DCO Limits to identify wildlife corridors and potential enhancement
opportunities in the surrounding landscape.

The scope of the surveys undertaken to inform the Project was
agreed with Natural England during pre-submission consultation.
This included with respect to the Phase 1 Habitat Survey.

n/a

Not Agreed

28.1.4

Arboriculture

Arboricultural features are a material planning consideration. It is
therefore, disappointing that a relevant depiction of such features has
not been presented using recognised survey and assessment
techniques. Accordingly, the impact on such receptors is incomplete.
Further, adequate protection measures for ancient woodland and other
retained arboricultural features have not been demonstrated.

As set out in Table 9.8.1 of Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature
Conservation of the ES ‘Protective fencing, in accordance with
BS 5837, would be erected around these features to prevent
access by people, materials or machinery’. Full details of the
location of tree protection and associated buffer zones for
ancient woodland will be set out in the CoCP and associated
tree protection plans.

ES Chapter 9
Ecology and Nature
Conservation [APP-

034]

ES Appendix 8.10.1:
Tree Survey Report

Agreed
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf

LONDON
G GATWICK

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is not clear how tree protection
measures stated within Table 9.8.1 of Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature
Conservation of the ES are appropriate nor adequate. This must be
informed from an Arboricultural Impact Assessment (in accordance with
BS5837:2012).

Updated position (Deadline 5):

AIA [REP3-037] and 0AVMS [REP3-022] are welcomed, though ongoing
discussion is required in response to Appendix F: Response to the JLAs
on Arboriculture, Landscape and Ecology [REP4-028].

Updated position (12 August 2024):

The Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural Impact Assessment updated
at Deadline 6, alongside with the Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation
Method Statement updated at Deadline 7 now provides adequate
protection for retained trees and has demonstrated avoidance of impacts
within the buffer zone of Horleyland Woods (Ancient Woodland). This
has now addressed these concerns for the principal of tree protection
mitigation.

Further arboricultural surveys are on-going and will be presented
when complete.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method
Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1.

Updated position (April 2024): The latest versions of the Tree
Survey Report and AIA [REP3-037] and ES Appendix 5.3.2
CoCP Annex 6 Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation
Method Statement [REP3-022] have been submitted at
Deadline 3, updated in response to LAs feedback of the
previous versions.. These set out the locations of tree protection
measures, in line with BS5837, as required by Table 9.9.1 of
Chapter 9.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has provided
updated documents at the Deadline 6 submission including;

ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment [REP6-038, REP6-040, REP6-042, REP6-
044,REP6-046, REP6-048]

Code of Construction Practice Annex 6 — Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation Method Statement [REP6-018, REP6-020,
REP6-022, REP6-024, REP6-026, REP6-028] (Appendix A
includes M23 and A23 preliminary tree removal and protection
plans and Appendix C includes M23 and A23 preliminary
vegetation removal and protection plans).

The 0AVMS sits within the CoCP which is DCO requirement 7
and is also referenced within DCO requirement 28.

These documents provide updated details of trees and
vegetation to be lost and trees and vegetation to be retained and
protection methods based on preliminary designs, as a worst
case scenario. Further detail would be provided during the
detailed design stage to confirm tree loss. An Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement would be submitted to CBC for
approval as secured through Requirement 28 of the dDCO.

The Applicant has also provided at Deadline 6 a Note on Project
Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] to form a
single point of reference with respect to vegetation change that it

and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
(REP3-037)

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of
Construction
Practice — Annex 6:
Arboricultural
Method Statement
(REP3-022)

Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
[REP6-038, REP6-
040, REP6-042,
REP6-044,REP6-046,

REP6-048]

Code of Construction
Practice Annex 6 —
Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation
Method Statement
[REP6-018, REP6-
020, REP6-022,
REP6-024, REP6-026,

REPG6-028]

Note on Project Wide
Habitat Loss and
Replacement [REP6-
071
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002127-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%202%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
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is anticipated could take place across the Project. The document
includes illustrative material for eight key views within the
surface access improvements corridor to illustrate vegetation
loss and replacement and the creation of landscape proposals at
Year 1 and Year 10. The visualisations have been prepared to
the specifications set out by RBBC following a meeting on 14th
May 2024.

2.8.1.5 Baseline Environment Ancient and veteran trees were surveyed using recognised guidance The methodology used to assess the presence of Veteran Trees | ES Appendix 9.6.2 Agreed
with none being identified; however, the methodology for determining is set out in Section A2.1.159 of Appendix 9.6.2 Ecology Survey | Ecology Survey
such status has not been made clear, nor has the survey data been Report of the ES. Report Part 2 [APP-
evidenced by the Applicant in support of this finding. 124]
Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and
Updated position (Deadline 1): Unable to find section A2.1.159 of Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method | ES Appendix 8.10.1:
Appendix 9.6.2. Methodology within sections A1.1.161-182 has been Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1. Tree Survey Report
reviewed to support stakeholder position, the documents referred and Arboricultural
provide guidance only, no methodology is provided. Updated position (April 2024): The latest versions of the Tree | Impact Assessment
Survey Report and AIA [REP3-037] and ES Appendix 5.3.2 (REP3-037)
Updated position (Deadline 5): CoCP Annex 6 Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation
Unable to find section A2.1.159 of Appendix 9.6.2. Method Statement [REP3-022] have been submitted at ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Section A1.1.161-182 of Appendix 9.6.2 Ecology Survey Report of the Deadline 3, updated in response to LAs feedback of the Code of
ES provides information on veteran trees and methodologies for their previous versions. Construction
surveyance. It does not state where such records are found, though Practice — Annex 6:
assumed to be within the Tree Survey Report and AIA [REP3-037]. This Arboricultural
identifies that no veteran trees will be removed and provides tree survey Method Statement
data and protection plans in support of this statement. (REP3-022)
2.8.1.6 Baseline Environment The surveyance for ‘important hedgerows’ followed recognised GAL will provide this survey data to WSCC as requested. ES Appendix 8.10.1: Agreed
methodology and though none were identified, no survey data has been Tree Survey Report
evidenced in support of this finding. WSCC wishes to see that evidence. and Arboricultural
Updated position (April 2024): Survey data to be provided by Impact Assessment
Updated position (Deadline 1): Submission of findings welcomed. Deadline 5. (REP3-037))
Updated position (Deadline 5): Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has submitted ES Appendix 5.3.2:
No updates required the hedgerow data at Deadline 5. Code of
Construction
Updated position (12 August 2024): Practice — Annex 6:
The hedgerow data submitted at Deadline 5 (Supporting Ecology Arboricultural
Technical Notes Version 1 [REP5-069] has adequately addressed these Method Statement
concerns. (REP3-022)
Appendix A —
Hedgerow Survey
Data (Doc Ref. 10.33)
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002127-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%202%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000954-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%209.6.2%20Ecology%20Survey%20Report%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000954-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%209.6.2%20Ecology%20Survey%20Report%20-%20Part%202.pdf
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2.8.1.7

Baseline Environment

Detailed tree survey data has only been provided for the surface access
(highway) sections only. An arboricultural assessment in accordance
with BS5837:2012 providing a baseline for arboricultural features,
including all trees that could be impacted by the Project (including those
adjacent to the DCO limits) should be provided.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Submission of full detailed
arboricultural surveys and assessment welcomed.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

The Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP3-
037] is welcomed to seek to address this matter. Concerns remain as
set out in REP4-042.

Updated position (12 August 2024):

The Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural Impact Assessment updated
at Deadline 6 provides a baseline of most features throughout the
surveyed areas within the DCO Limits, however, [REP3-117] (p.55- 56)
and [REP7-103] provide examples where hedgerow and tree features
are missing from the baseline survey plans. This is not expected to be of
significant impact/change to the Arboricultural Impact Assessment,
though they do need accounting for within the Outline Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement which has been based on the outline
surveys. If above stated documents were updated by DL9 and reflected
the missing features stated within the JLA submissions, this item would
move to Agreed.

Further arboricultural surveys are on-going and will be presented
when complete.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method
Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1.

Updated position (April 2024): The Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP3-037 to REP3-042]
has been carried out for the Project site and undertaken in
accordance with BS5837:2012. It identifies all arboricultural
features impacted by the Project based on a worse case
assessment.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has provided
updated documents at the Deadline 6 submission including;

ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment [REP6-038, REP6-040, REP6-042, REP6-

ES Appendix 8.10.1:
Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
(REP3-037))

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of
Construction
Practice — Annex 6:
Arboricultural
Method Statement
(REP3-022)

Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
[REP6-038, REP6-
040, REP6-042,

044,REP6-046, REP6-048]

Code of Construction Practice Annex 6 — Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation Method Statement [REP6-018, REP6-020,
REP6-022, REP6-024, REP6-026, REP6-028] (Appendix A
includes M23 and A23 preliminary tree removal and protection
plans and Appendix C includes M23 and A23 preliminary
vegetation removal and protection plans).

The o0AVMS sits within the CoCP which is DCO requirement 7
and is also referenced within DCO requirement 28.

These documents provide updated details of trees and
vegetation to be lost and trees and vegetation to be retained and
protection methods based on preliminary designs, as a worst
case scenario. Further detail would be provided during the
detailed design stage to confirm tree loss. An Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement would be submitted to CBC for
approval as secured through Requirement 28 of the dDCO.

The Applicant has also provided at Deadline 6 a Note on Project
Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] to form a
single point of reference with respect to vegetation change that it
is anticipated could take place across the Project.

REP6-044,REP6-046,
REP6-048]

Code of Construction
Practice Annex 6 —
Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation
Method Statement
[REP6-018, REP6-
020, REP6-022,
REP6-024, REP6-026,

REP6-028]

Note on Project Wide
Habitat Loss and
Replacement [REP6-

071]

Not Agreed

Assessment Methodology

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
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2.8.2.1

Lack of approaching,

assessing and addressing
ecological impacts at a

landscape scale

Ecological impacts will extend beyond the DCO limits with potential
impacts on bat populations, riparian habitats downstream of the Airport
and the spread of non-native aquatic species. Disturbance and habitat
severance within the Airport will impact the functioning of wildlife
corridors, notably bat commuting routes, both within the Site and the
wider landscape. Maintenance of habitat connectivity across the airport
and wider landscape remains a concern.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

WSCC remains concerned that habitat severance and disturbance
within the Project site, including the surface access improvements, will
impact the functioning of wildlife corridors, notably bat commuting
routes, both within the Site and the wider landscape. The loss of mature
broadleaved woodland is of major concern, particularly as replacement
planting will take many years to reach maturity and fully compensate for
that lost. WSCC is also concerned that the development will impact
riparian habitats downstream and facilitate the spread of non-native
aguatic species, such as Himalayan balsam. WSCC acknowledges the
habitat creation at Brook Farm and Longbridge Roundabout but
considers that further habitat creation/enhancement should be sought,
both on-site and off-site, to maintain and enhance habitat connectivity
across the landscape.

There is still a considerable lack of clarity regarding the extent of habitat
loss and habitat creation/compensation, including uncertainty over the
locations and extent of woodland creation. WSCC is pleased to hear
that further information with respect to habitat loss/gain for each habitat
type will be submitted by the Applicant at Deadline 5.

Updated position (12 August 2024):
The Note on Project Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] is
helpful in providing further detail on habitat loss and replacement.

WSCC maintains the view that a ‘landscape-scale approach’ should
have been taken to assessing and addressing ecological impacts,
including the need to provide off-site mitigation, compensation, and
Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG). This is particularly so because airport
safeguarding has constrained the ability to mitigate on-site. Habitat
creation and enhancement, and improved habitat connectivity, should
extend beyond the confines of the Site to strengthen key wildlife
corridors, such as the River Mole, Gatwick Stream and Bechstein’s bat
commuting routes.

Subject to the Section 106 Landscape and Ecology Enhancement Fund

being agreed, this could be turned green.

As set out in paragraph 9.4.9 et seq. of Chapter 9 Ecology and
Nature Conservation of the ES, the potential for ecological
impacts beyond the DCO limits was recognised through the
extension of the survey work beyond the limits, where necessary
(bats, GCN, riparian mammals etc.).

As such, the impact assessment has considered impacts outwith
the DCO limits, where there is the potential for such impacts to
occur.

The impacts of the Project on habitat connectivity have been
considered within Section 9 of Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature
Conservation of the ES. This concluded that, although there
would be nowhere that connectivity would be completely
removed, there were areas where it would be reduced due to the
loss of woodland. This was assessed as being of moderate
adverse significance until the replacement planting matured
sufficiently when this was reduced below the threshold of
significance.

The long-term maintenance of habitat connectivity both across
the airport and between the airport and the wider landscape as a
result of the Project has been a key driver of the overall Ecology
Strategy, as set out in the oLEMP.

Opportunities to create enhanced corridors beyond the confines
of the existing airport boundary have included those at Brook
Farm and Longbridge Roundabout, as set out in the oLEMP
(Appendix 8.8.1 of the ES).

Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome
an updated position or response from WSCC against this SoCG
item, or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no
longer pursuing’.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has also provided
at Deadline 6 a Note on Project Wide Habitat Loss and
Replacement [REP6-071] to form a single point of reference with
respect to vegetation change that it is anticipated could take
place across the Project. This includes details of where and how
much of each habitat type is to be removed.

Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has agreed
biodiversity and landscaping specific financial contributions as

Section 9 of ES
Chapter 9 Ecology
and Nature
Conservation [APP-
034]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 1 [APP-113]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 2 [APP-114]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 3 [APP-115]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 4 [APP-116]

Note on Project Wide

Habitat Loss and

Replacement [REP6-

071

Agreed subject to
s106
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000942-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%201.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000943-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000944-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%203.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000945-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%204.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
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part of s106 discussions and therefore this matter can move to
agreed.

Assessment
2.8.3.1 The extent of loss of mature | Although some woodland will be replanted along the new highway The planting proposed, once mature, will ensure that there are Table 9.8.1 of ES Not Agreed.
broadleaved woodland (net | alignment it will be years before bat foraging and roosting habitat, and no residual significant effects on either woodland nor bat Chapter 9 Ecology
loss over 5 ha). habitat connectivity are fully reinstated. The assessment concludes foraging/commuting habitat. and Nature
there is a significant effect on bat behaviour until new woodland planting Conservation [APP-
had established. Current mitigation and compensation measures are The maintenance of foraging and commuting routes for bats was | 034]
insufficient to maintain bat foraging habitat and commuting routes over a key element in the design principals for the Project, in
the short and medium term. particular along the River Mole and Gatwick Stream. ES Appendix 5.3.2:
For example, as set out in Table 9.8.1 of Chapter 9 Ecology and | Code of
Updated position (Deadline 1): Greater clarity is required on habitat Nature Conservation, this has included limiting vegetation loss Construction
loss, compensatory habitat and habitat gain, including the precise along the A23 to ensure sufficient vegetation is retained to Practice (REP3-022)
locations and extent of habitat involved. The information in Appendix maintain a dark corridor along the bat foraging and commuting
9.9.2 (BNG Statement), including the figures for woodland, is unclear & route present along the Gatwick Stream. Therefore, although
difficult to match with the Sketch Landscape Concept Plans within the the loss of woodland along the A23 in particular will result in a
OLEMP. reduction in the area of bat foraging/commuting habitat (as set
out in the ES), there will be no complete severance of
Further discussion would be welcome. commuting routes.
Updated position (Deadline 5:) A lighting strategy would be Included in the CoCP to ensure that
Further discussion would still be welcome.W SCC is, however, pleased construction lighting was directed to where it was needed and
to hear that further information with respect to habitat loss/gain for each | did not significantly increase levels of artificial lighting on
habitat type will now be submitted at Deadline 5. WSCC is also pleased | sensitive habitats, such as retained woodland and river
to hear that an updated ES Appendix 9.9.2 Biodiversity Net Gain corridors. Lighting will be designed in accordance with Institute
Statement will also be submitted at Deadline 5. Further information on | of Lighting Professionals /Bat Conservation Trust guidelines.
advance planting and habitat creation would be welcomed. Construction task lighting will be directed to where it is needed
only, to avoid light spillage. Accessories such as hoods, cowls
Updated position (August 2024) and shields will be used to direct light to the intended area only.
The Note on Project wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] is | Light levels will be as low as the guidelines permit. If
helpful in providing further detail on habitat loss and replacement. The construction lighting is not needed, it will be avoided.
information on advance planting and habitat creation within the updated
OLEMP [REP6-032, REP6-034 and REP6-036] is also helpful. Updated position (April 2024): Additional information with
respect to vegetation loss/gain, including figures illustrating this
Whilst WSCC is largely satisfied with the assessment itself, WSCC still | for all habitats, including woodland, will be submitted at Deadline
has major concerns regarding loss of deciduous woodland habitat. It is 4.
recognised that the net loss has now been reduced from over 5ha to In addition, ES Appendix 9.9.2 Biodiversity Net Gain
3.12ha. However, this is still a net loss. WSCC’s concerns include: Statement was updated at Deadline 3 to include hedgerow gain
1. As a Priority Habitat, there should be no net loss of deciduous [REP3-047]. This shows that the Project will deliver at least a
woodland 10% gain in hedgerow units.
tzﬁul\.i,ef\tljvlI\;vzg(:r:?)r;(:]s;?gtflggt:;tl It;l:te B LSS O CEEU LTI EIE Updated position (July 2024): A Note on Project wide Habitat
Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] was submitted at Deadline
6. Details of options with respect to advance planting and habitat
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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3. If the Project is to meet the BNG ‘trading rules’ and truly deliver a 10%
BNG, it must deliver 10% BNG in woodland units

4. Short and medium term impacts on bat foraging habitat and
commuting routes through loss of mature and semi-mature woodland

As the above concerns have not been addressed, this issue remains
‘not agreed’.

creation are set out in Annex 4 of ES Appendix 8.8.1 outline
Landscape and Ecology Management Plan [REP6-032, REP6-
034, REP6-036]. On this basis, it is assumed that this issue can
be agreed.

Updated position (Deadline 9): While there is a net loss in
area, this is mitigated through an overall enhancement to the
ecological condition of the woodland being replanted.

2.8.3.2

Inadequate consideration
and demonstration for the
protection of ancient
woodland. Conflicting with
the finding of ‘no impact’
occurring to these
receptors.

Potential impact to ancient woodlands receptors where barriers are
specified to form buffer zone protection. This is of principle concern for
Horleyland Wood due to the adjacent proposed works area for the new
foul water pipeline.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Submission of full detailed
arboricultural surveys and assessments are welcomed, this must include
a supporting Arboricultural Method Statement.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

Changes within the )AVMS [REP3-022] are welcomed. However,
paragraph 3.3.2 clearly identifies that the proposed foul water pipeline
works currently remain within the buffer zone of Horleyland Woods
(AW), with only a statement suggesting that the works will be changed
during detail design to avoid it buffer zone.

Updated position (12 August 2024);

The OAVMS submitted at Deadline 7 provides confidence that the
control document now prevents the routing of services within the buffer
zone of Horleyland Wood and now avoids impacts to this receptor
(noting that figure 5.2.1 e of the Project Description Figures (v4) [REP6-
016] does not represent any change in the indicative location of the foul
water pipeline which would be required at detailed design).

An Arboriculture Impact Assessment and Tree Protection Plan
are being produced and will be shared with the local authorities
once available.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method
Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1.

Updated position (April 2024): The Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP3-037 to REP3-042]
and CoCP Annex 6 Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation
Method Statement [REP3-022 to REP3-027] have been
submitted at Deadline 3. Section 3 of the 0AVMS details the
protection measures in place for Ancient Woodland areas
adjacent to the Project boundary, noting that no Ancient
Woodland areas are located within the Project boundary.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has provided
updated documents at the Deadline 6 submission including;

ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment [REP6-038, REP6-040, REP6-042, REP6-
044,REP6-046, REP6-048] which states in section 6.2.5 that “No
trees within Ancient Woodlands or that are Veteran Trees are
proposed for removal.”

Code of Construction Practice Annex 6 — Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation Method Statement [REP6-018, REP6-020,
REP6-022, REP6-024, REP6-026, REP6-028] (Appendix A
includes M23 and A23 preliminary tree removal and protection
plans and Appendix C includes M23 and A23 preliminary
vegetation removal and protection plans). Section 3 of this
provides details of Ancient woodland protection which is secured

ES Appendix 8.10.1:
Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural

Impact Assessment

(REP3-037])

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of
Construction
Practice — Annex 6:
Arboricultural
Method Statement
(REP3-022)

Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
[REP6-038, REP6-
040, REP6-042,
REP6-044,REP6-046,

REP6-048]

Code of Construction
Practice Annex 6 —
Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation
Method Statement
[REP6-018, REP6-
020, REP6-022,
REP6-024, REP6-026,

REP6-028]

Note on Project Wide
Habitat Loss and

Agreed
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002698-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002700-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002700-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002702-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002127-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%202%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
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under DCO requirement 7, future AVMS must be substantially in
accordance with the oAVMS under DCO requirement 28.

These documents provide updated details of trees and
vegetation to be lost and trees and vegetation to be retained and
protection methods based on preliminary designs, as a worst
case scenario. Further detail would be provided during the
detailed design stage to confirm tree loss. An Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement would be submitted to CBC for
approval as secured through Requirement 28 of the dDCO.

The Applicant has also provided at Deadline 6 a Note on Project
Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] to form a
single point of reference with respect to vegetation change that it
is anticipated could take place across the Project. The document
includes illustrative material for eight key views within the
surface access improvements corridor to illustrate vegetation
loss and replacement and the creation of landscape proposals at
Year 1 and Year 10. The visualisations have been prepared to
the specifications set out by RBBC following a meeting on 14th
May 2024.

An updated Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural Impact
Assessment and a updated Outline Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement will be provided at Deadline 7
showing the foul water pipeline works outside the buffer zone of
Horleyland Woods (AW).

Replacement [REP6-
071]

2.8.3.3

Extent of vegetation loss

Concern is raised over the extent of vegetation that would be lost
(primarily along the road corridor), which is significant and its effects on
ecosystem service benefits and the loss of connectivity at a landscape
scale.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Impacts to trees adjacent surface
access improvements have not been adequately demonstrated and
could therefore require the loss of mature large trees unless mitigation
measures are in place. This is not accounted for within the response.

Tree loss along the surface access works are temporary but of long-term
significant effect. Whilst reinstatement measures are proposed,

enhancement opportunities within the vicinity are not.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

The extent of vegetation loss along the A23 is fully considered
within Section 9 of Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature Conservation
of the ES.

The majority of the vegetation that would be removed as part of
the surface access improvements of the A23 would be scrub and
small to medium sized trees. Reinstatement of scrub and tree
planting (see illustrative designs for landscape mitigation in
Appendix 8.8.1 Outline LEMP), would occur where possible and
in accordance with guidelines in Highways England, DMRB
LD117 Landscape Design, the Manual of Contract Documents
for Highways Works, Major Projects and Highways England,
DMRB Asset Data Management Manual Volume 13, and will
mitigate visual and townscape impacts and reduce levels of
effect to a level that is no longer significant.

Section 9 of ES
Chapter 9 Ecology
and Nature
Conservation [APP-

034]

Agreed
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
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The Applicants position comments (April 2024) are recognised, though
provides no comfort within the matter identified.

Updated position (12 August 2024):

The Applicant has considered the vegetation loss appropriately within
the ES and has indicatively shown landscape proposals which will
provide a reinstated corridor where possible.

Despite agreeing with the position of this item, concerns are raised
regarding mitigation relating the overall loss of broadleaved woodland
and mitigation, as stated within items 2.8.3.1 and 2.8.4.9.

The details of landscape planting proposals will be agreed in
consultation with the relevant authorities should the DCO be
granted and will be secured as Requirement 8 of the draft DCO
in Schedule 2. Publicly accessible replacement green space
would be created in locations at car park B and Longbridge
roundabout, connecting to existing green infrastructure, to
compensate for any loss of vegetation and open space,
representing a benefit to the local community, Gatwick staff and
visitors and biodiversity.

Updated position (April 2024): As set out in Table 9.7.1 of ES
Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature Conservation [APP-034], the
maximum scenario assessed includes the complete removal of
vegetation within the construction zone. The assessment of the
effect of the loss of woodland along the highway is considered in
Section 9 of ES Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature Conservation. As
such, the impact assessment has considered the loss of such
trees.

Updated position (July 2024): A Note on Project wide Habitat
Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] was submitted at Deadline
6. This shows the extent of woodland loss as a result of the
Project. In addition, ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP6-038, REP6-040,
REP6-042, REP6-044,REP6-046, REP6-048] which sets out the
extent of tree loss from an arboricultural perspective has been
submitted at Deadline 6 as has Code of Construction Practice
Annex 6 — Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation Method
Statement [REP6-018, REP6-020, REP6-022, REP6-024,
REP6-026, REP6-028] which sets out how and where retained
trees and vegetation will be protected during construction. As
such, the extent of woodland/tree loss, in particular along the
highways works, has been clearly set out to demonstrate how
the conclusions in Section 9 of ES Chapter 9 Ecology and
Nature Conservation were derived.

2.8.34 Impact on ecology The River Mole crossings, road widening, new pedestrian and cycle The impact of the A23 Brighton Road and London Road Section 9 of ES Agreed
links, temporary works compounds, temporary access and other works crossings on the River Mole is considered at section 9.9.72 et Chapter 9 Ecology
could all impact on ecology. seq. in Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature Conservation of the ES. and Nature
Conservation [APP-

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is now accepted that the additional 034]
river and riverbank habitat delivered with the River Mole diversion will
offset losses elsewhere. Detailed design must still seek to minimise
impacts.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
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2.8.3.5

Ecology and Nature
Conservation

Ecological impacts will extend beyond the DCO limits with potential
impacts on bat populations, downstream riparian habitats, and the
spread of non-native aquatic species. Disturbance and habitat
severance will impact the functioning of wildlife corridors. It is considered
that the Applicant should have adopted a landscape-scale approach to
assess and address ecological impacts. Enhancements to green
corridors and improved habitat connectivity should extend beyond the
confines of the Airport boundary, along key corridors.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

WSCC remains concerned that habitat severance and disturbance
within the Project site, including the surface access improvements, will
impact the functioning of wildlife corridors, notably bat commuting
routes, both within the Site and the wider landscape. The loss of mature
broadleaved woodland is of major concern, particularly as replacement
planting will take many years to reach maturity and fully compensate for
that lost. WSCC is also concerned that the development will impact
riparian habitats downstream and facilitate the spread of non-native
aquatic species, such as Himalayan balsam. WSCC acknowledges the
habitat creation at Brook Farm and Longbridge Roundabout but
considers that further habitat creation/enhancement should be sought,
both on-site and off-site, to maintain and enhance habitat connectivity
across the landscape.

There is still a considerable lack of clarity regarding the extent of habitat
loss and habitat creation/compensation, including uncertainty over the
locations and extent of woodland creation. WSCC is pleased to hear
that further information with respect to habitat loss/gain for each habitat
type will be submitted by the Applicant at Deadline 5.

Updated position (12 August 2024)
The Note on Project Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] is
helpful in providing further detail on habitat loss and replacement.

WSCC maintains the view that a ‘landscape-scale approach’ should
have been taken to assessing and addressing ecological impacts,
including the need to provide off-site mitigation, compensation, and
Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG). Habitat creation and enhancement, and
improved habitat connectivity, should extend beyond the confines of
the Site to strengthen key wildlife corridors, such as the River Mole,

Gatwick Stream and Bechstein’s bat commuting routes.

Subject to the Section 106 Landscape and Ecology Enhancement Fund

being agreed, this could be turned green.

As set out in paragraph 9.4.9 et seq. of Chapter 9 Ecology and
Nature Conservation of the ES, the potential for ecological
impacts beyond the DCO limits was recognised through the
extension of the survey work beyond the limits, where necessary
(bats, GCN, riparian mammals etc.).

As such, the impact assessment has considered impacts outwith
the DCO limits, where there is the potential for such impacts to
occur.

The impacts of the Project on habitat connectivity have been
considered within Section 9 of Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature
Conservation of the ES. This concluded that, although there
would be nowhere that connectivity would be completely
removed, there were areas where it would be reduced due to the
loss of woodland. This was assessed as being of moderate
adverse significance until the replacement planting matured
sufficiently when this was reduced below the threshold of
significance.

The long-term maintenance of habitat connectivity both across
the airport and between the airport and the wider landscape as a
result of the Project has been a key driver of the overall Ecology
Strategy, as set out in the oLEMP.

Opportunities to create enhanced corridors beyond the confines
of the existing airport boundary have included those at Brook
Farm and Longbridge Roundabout, as set out in the oLEMP
(Appendix 8.8.1 of the ES).

Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome
an updated position or response from WSCC against this SoCG
item, or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no
longer pursuing’.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has also provided
at Deadline 6 a Note on Project Wide Habitat Loss and
Replacement [REP6-071] to form a single point of reference with
respect to vegetation change that it is anticipated could take
place across the Project. This includes details of the extent of
each habitat type to be removed and what habitat creation will
take place.

Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has agreed
biodiversity and landscaping specific financial contributions as

Section 9 of ES
Chapter 9 Ecology
and Nature
Conservation [APP-
034]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 1 [APP-113]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 2 [APP-114]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 3 [APP-115]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 4 [APP-116]

Agreed subject to
s106
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000942-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%201.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000943-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000944-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%203.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000945-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%204.pdf
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part of s106 discussions and therefore this matter can move to
agreed.

Effects

impacts on bat populations, downstream riparian habitats, and the
spread of non-native aquatic species.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

WSCC remains concerned that habitat severance and disturbance
within the Project site, including the surface access improvements, will
impact the functioning of wildlife corridors, notably bat commuting
routes, both within the Site and the wider landscape. The loss of mature
broadleaved woodland is of major concern, particularly as replacement
planting will take many years to reach maturity and fully compensate for
that lost. WSCC is also concerned that the development will impact
riparian habitats downstream and facilitate the spread of non-native
aguatic species, such as Himalayan balsam. WSCC acknowledges the
habitat creation at Brook Farm and Longbridge Roundabout but
considers that further habitat creation/enhancement should be sought,
both on-site and off-site, to maintain and enhance habitat connectivity
across the landscape.

There is still a considerable lack of clarity regarding the extent of habitat
loss and habitat creation/compensation, including uncertainty over the
locations and extent of woodland creation. WSCC is pleased to hear
that further information with respect to habitat loss/gain for each habitat
type will be submitted by the Applicant at Deadline 5.

Updated position (12 August 2024):
The Note on Project Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] is
helpful in providing further detail on habitat loss and replacement.

WSCC maintains the view that a ‘landscape-scale approach’ should
have been taken to assessing and addressing ecological impacts,
including the need to provide off-site mitigation, compensation, and
Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG). Habitat creation and enhancement, and

improved habitat connectivity, should extend beyond the confines of

Nature Conservation of the ES, the potential for ecological
impacts beyond the DCO limits was recognised through the
extension of the survey work beyond the limits, where necessary
(bats, GCN, riparian mammals etc.).

As such, the impact assessment has considered impacts outwith
the DCO limits, where there is the potential for such impacts to
occur.

The impacts of the Project on habitat connectivity have been
considered within Section 9 of Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature
Conservation of the ES. This concluded that, although there
would be nowhere that connectivity would be completely
removed, there were areas where it would be reduced due to the
loss of woodland. This was assessed as being of moderate
adverse significance until the replacement planting matured
sufficiently when this was reduced below the threshold of
significance.

The long-term maintenance of habitat connectivity both across
the airport and between the airport and the wider landscape as a
result of the Project has been a key driver of the overall Ecology
Strategy, as set out in the oLEMP.

Opportunities to create enhanced corridors beyond the confines
of the existing airport boundary have included those at Brook
Farm and Longbridge Roundabout, as set out in the oLEMP
(Appendix 8.8.1 of the ES).

Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome
an updated position or response from WSCC against this SoCG
item, or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no
longer pursuing’.

Chapter 9 Ecology
and Nature
Conservation [APP-

034]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 1 [APP-113]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 2 [APP-114]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 3 [APP-115]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 4 [APP-116]

2.8.3.6 Assessment of Significant Clarity is required to further understand the impacts of the drainage The impact of the construction and operation of the various Section 9 of ES Agreed
Effects design and engineering solutions on the ecology of the River Mole, drainage interventions is considered within paragraphs 9.9.72 et | Chapter 9 Ecology
including flow rates, deposition of sediment, and flood overspill. seq., 9.9.266 et seq. and 9.9.339 et seq. of Section 9 Chapter 9 | and Nature
Ecology and Nature Conservation of the ES. Conservation [APP-
Updated position (Deadline 1): Details in the ES now accepted. 034]
2.8.3.7 Assessment of Significant Ecological impacts will extend beyond the site boundary with potential As set out in paragraph 9.4.9 et seq. of Chapter 9 Ecology and Section 9 of ES Agreed subject to

s106

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000942-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%201.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000943-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000944-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%203.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000945-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%204.pdf
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the Site to strengthen key wildlife corridors, such as the River Mole,

Gatwick Stream and Bechstein’s bat commuting routes.

Subject to the Section 106 Landscape and Ecology Enhancement Fund

being agreed, this could be turned green.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has also provided
at Deadline 6 a Note on Project Wide Habitat Loss and
Replacement [REP6-071] to form a single point of reference with
respect to vegetation change that it is anticipated could take
place across the Project. This includes details of the extent of
each habitat type to be removed and what habitat creation will
take place.

Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has agreed
biodiversity and landscaping specific financial contributions as
part of s106 discussions and therefore this matter can move to
agreed.

2.8.3.8 Assessment of Significant The ES has only assessed the effects on trees at a broader vegetation, Detailed arboricultural surveys have been undertaken with ES Appendix 8.8.1 Not agreed
Effects habitat or visual landscape context, rather than considering them at a respect to the highways works along the A23 with the results Outline Landscape
more individual value context. It is unclear how arboricultural features presented within the oLEMP. These data have been used to and Ecology
have informed the design of the Project. inform the design of the highway to protect areas of high Management Plan
arboricultural value, where possible (near to South Terminal Part 1 [APP-113]
Updated position (Deadline 1): Whilst arboricultural surveys have roundabout, for example).
been presented within the oLEMP, this is not an assessment and does ES Appendix 8.8.1
not demonstrate how arboricultural features have been considered Tree loss elsewhere within the Project is largely limited to Outline Landscape
throughout design. Submission of further arboricultural documents may planting between carpark areas. These locations are currently and Ecology
address this. being surveyed with further arboricultural impact assessments to | pjanagement Plan
be provided. Part 2 [APP-114]
Updated position (Deadline 5):
Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and ES Appendix 8.8.1
The Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP3- | Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method | oytline Landscape
037 to REP3-042] are welcomed and resolve this specific matter, noting | Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1. and Ecology
that further concerns specific to arboricultural features stated within the Management Plan
documents have been identified elsewhere. Updated position (April 2024): The Tree Survey Report and Part 3 [APP-115]
Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP3-037 to REP3-042]
Updated position (12 August 2024): has been carried out for the Project site and undertaken in ES Appendix 8.8.1
accordance with BS5837:2012. It identifies all arboricultural Outline Landscape
The following have been submitted by the Applicant: features impacted by the Project based on a worse case and Ecology
e ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural assessment. Management Plan
Impact Assessment [REP6-038, REP6-040, REP6-042, REP6- Part 4 [APP-116]
044,REP6-046, REP6-048]
Updated position (Deadline 9): While there is a net loss in ES Appendix 8.10.1:
e Code of Construction Practice Annex 6 — Outline Arboricultural | area, this is mitigated through an overall enhancement to the Tree Survey Report
and Vegetation Method Statement [REP6-018, REP6-020, ecological condition of the woodland being replanted. and Arboricultural
REP6-022, REP6-024, REP6-026, REP6-028] (Appendix A |mpact Assessment
includes M23 and A23 preliminary tree removal and protection (REP3-037)
plans and Appendix C includes M23 and A23 preliminary
vegetation removal and protection plans). ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000942-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%201.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000943-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000944-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%203.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000945-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%204.pdf
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The above DL6 submissions are welcomed, though the Authorities
remain concerned with approach towards proposed tree loss and
continue to be of the view that a realistic worst-case scenario has been
applied, as stated within [REP3-117] (p.55- 56) and [REP7-103]. Also
reflected within item ref. 2.8.1.2.

Construction
Practice — Annex 6:
Arboricultural
Method Statement
(REP3-022)

2.8.3.9

Assessment of Significant
Effects

WSCC disagrees that no impact will occur to ancient woodland due to
the reasoning provided below.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

Changes within the )AVMS [REP3-022] are welcomed. However,
paragraph 3.3.2 clearly identifies that the proposed foul water pipeline
works currently remain within the buffer zone of Horleyland Woods
(AW), with only a statement suggesting that the works will be changed
during detail design to avoid it buffer zone.

Updated position (12 August 2024);

The OAVMS submitted at Deadline 7 provides confidence that the
control document now prevents the routing of services within the buffer
zone of Horleyland Wood and now avoids impacts to this receptor
(noting that figure 5.2.1 e of the Project Description Figures (v4) [REP6-
016] does not represent any change in the indicative location of the foul
water pipeline which would be required at detailed design).

Noted.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method
Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1.

Updated position (April 2024): The Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP3-037 to REP3-042]
and CoCP Annex 6 Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation
Method Statement [REP3-022 to REP3-027] have been
submitted at Deadline 3.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has provided
updated documents at the Deadline 6 submission including;

ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment [REP6-038, REP6-040, REP6-042, REP6-
044,REP6-046, REP6-048] which states in section 6.2.5 that “No
trees within Ancient Woodlands or that are Veteran Trees are
proposed for removal.”

Code of Construction Practice Annex 6 — Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation Method Statement [REP6-018, REP6-020,
REP6-022, REP6-024, REP6-026, REP6-028] (Appendix A
includes M23 and A23 preliminary tree removal and protection
plans and Appendix C includes M23 and A23 preliminary
vegetation removal and protection plans). Section 3 of this
provides details of Ancient woodland protection which is secured
under DCO requirement 7, future AVMS must be substantially in
accordance with the oAVMS under DCO requirement 28.

These documents provide updated details of trees and
vegetation to be lost and trees and vegetation to be retained and
protection methods based on preliminary designs, as a worst
case scenario. Further detail would be provided during the
detailed design stage to confirm tree loss. An Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement would be submitted to CBC for
approval as secured through Requirement 28 of the dDCO.

ES Appendix 8.10.1:
Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
(REP3-037)

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of
Construction
Practice — Annex 6:
Arboricultural
Method Statement
(REP3-022)

Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
[REP6-038, REP6-
040, REP6-042,
REP6-044,REP6-046,

REP6-048]

Code of Construction
Practice Annex 6 —
Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation
Method Statement
[REP6-018, REP6-
020, REP6-022,
REP6-024, REP6-026,

REP6-028]

Note on Project Wide
Habitat Loss and
Replacement [REP6-

071]

Agreed
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002704-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002706-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002708-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002709-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Version%203%20-Tracked.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002711-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002715-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.10.1%20Tree%20Survey%20Report%20and%20Arboricultural%20Impact%20Assessment%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002684-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%201%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002686-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002688-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002695-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%204%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002691-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%205%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002693-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.3.2%20CoCP%20Annex%206%20-%20Outline%20Arboricultural%20and%20Vegetation%20Method%20Statement%20-%20Part%206%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
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The Applicant has also provided at Deadline 6 a Note on Project
Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] to form a
single point of reference with respect to vegetation change that it
is anticipated could take place across the Project. The document
includes illustrative material for eight key views within the
surface access improvements corridor to illustrate vegetation
loss and replacement and the creation of landscape proposals at
Year 1 and Year 10. The visualisations have been prepared to
the specifications set out by RBBC following a meeting on 14th
May 2024.

An updated Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural Impact
Assessment and a updated Outline Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement will be provided at Deadline 7
showing the foul water pipeline works outside the buffer zone of
Horleyland Woods (AW),

Mitigation and Compensation

2.8.4.1 Lack of opportunities for
biodiversity enhancement.

Many potential opportunities for biodiversity enhancement, both within
and outside the DCO limits, were never explored.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Further discussion would be welcome,
including the landscape design for the internal road network.

Updated position (Deadline 5): Further discussion would still be
welcome.

Updated position (12 August 2024):
WSCC suggests that as biodiversity enhancement within the DCO limits
is addressed in section 2.8.4.10, it is no longer covered here.

WSCC maintains the view that if the Project is to deliver a true 10%
BNG, and due to airport safeguarding constraints this is not possible for
habitats such as woodland and ponds, off-site biodiversity enhancement
is required.

Subject to the Section 106 Landscape and Ecology Enhancement Fund
being agreed (which would deliver off-site biodiversity enhancement),

this could be turned green.

Opportunities for biodiversity enhancement as part of the Project
have been explored for the road network being modified along
the A23, where practicable. The landscape design for the
internal road network has not yet been completed. The option for
the inclusion of reduced mowing management methods will be
considered as part of that process.

Opportunities to create enhanced corridors beyond the confines
of the existing airport boundary have included those at Brook
Farm and Longbridge Roundabout, as set out in the oLEMP
(Appendix 8.8.1 of the ES).

Updated position (April 2024): Details of the
planting/enhancement etc. to take place as part of the Project,
including the internal road network where applicable, will be
included within the relevant LEMP. Each LEMP will be submitted
to and approved by the LPA before work commences on that
part as set out within Requirement 8(1) of the draft DCO[REP3-
006]. These LEMPs must be substantially in accordance with the
OLEMP.

Updated Position (July 2024): paragraph 1.1.4 explicitly
requires each LEMP to include "advance Mitigation and
Enhancement Planting Opportunities".

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 1 [APP-113]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 2 [APP-114]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 3 [APP-115]

ES Appendix 8.8.1
Outline Landscape
and Ecology
Management Plan

Part 4 [APP-116]

Agreed subject
to s106

Gatwick Northern Runway Project

Statement of Common Ground — GAL and West Sussex County Council — Version 3.0

Page 74



https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002737-10.45%20Note%20on%20Project-wide%20Habitat%20Loss%20and%20Replacement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000942-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%201.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000943-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000944-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%203.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000945-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%204.pdf
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Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has agreed
biodiversity and landscaping specific financial contributions as
part of s106 discussions and therefore this matter can move to
agreed.

not demonstrate
appropriate outline
methodology for tree
protection and ancient
woodland buffer zones.

protection.

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is not clear how tree protection
measures stated within Table 9.8.1 of Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature
Conservation of the ES are appropriate nor adequate. This must be
informed from an Arboricultural Impact Assessment (in accordance with
BS5837:2012).

The current CoCp does not secure the mitigation measures or plans
stated. It is not understood how these measures are secured by the
DCO.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

The Applicant's updated position (April 2024) provides further clarity,
specifically with regard to the securing of the c)AVMS through the DCO.

Conservation of the ES sets out that ‘Protective fencing, in
accordance with BS 5837, would be erected around these
features to prevent access by people, materials or machinery’.
Full details of the location of tree protection and associated
buffer zones for ancient woodland will be set out in the CoCP
and associated tree protection plans.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method
Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1.

Updated position (April 2024): The Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP3-037 to REP3-042]
has been carried out for the Project site and undertaken in
accordance with BS5837:2012. It identifies all arboricultural

Ecology and Nature
Conservation [APP-

034]

ES Appendix 8.10.1:
Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
(REP3-037)

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of
Construction
Practice — Annex 6:
Arboricultural

2.8.4.2 Need for security of long- These areas are of considerable biodiversity value and key components | The NWZ will be included within the LEMP for the River Mole Requirement 8 of the Agreed
term positive management of the ecological network. Any loss or degradation could have significant | works and the LERL within the LEMP for the works in that area. Draft DCO [REP3-
of the two biodiversity areas | impacts on the effectiveness and viability of the proposed mitigation 006]
— the North West Zone and | areas. Requirement 8 of the dDCO sets out that appropriate LEMPs for
Land East of the Railway these areas are to be produced, based on the oLEMP. This
Line. Updated position (Deadline 1): It is noted that the NWZ is included in places a legal obligation on GAL to undertake the management
Zone 3 (0LEMP Section 3.4.1) but details for LERL appear to be lacking. | proposed which will, in turn, protect these areas.
Is it within Zone 8? Further discussion would be welcome.
Updated position (April 2024): An updated oLEMP clearly
Updated position (Deadline 5):WSCC welcomes the updated oLEMP setting out that both the NWZ and LERL will be included within
[REP4-012] submitted at Deadline 4 which states in section 6.5.8 that the relevant LEMP will be submitted at Deadline 4.
both the NWZ and LERL Biodiversity Areas will be included within the
relevant LEMPs for Zones 3 and 8 respectively. However, WSCC Updated position (July 2024): Paragraph 6.5.8 of the oLMEP
requests confirmation that the entirety of these two Biodiversity Areas has been updated to: "Existing biodiversity areas within the
will be incorporated within the relevant LEMPs, including the parts which | Order limits and wider surroundings of the order limits will be
lie outside the Project site boundary. We would be grateful if this could incorporated into the management for the respective zones
be made absolutely clear in a future revision of the oLEMP. (NWZ into Zone 3 and LERL into Zone 8) through the relevant
Landscape and Ecology and Management Plans pursuant to
Updated position (12 August 2024): DCO Requirement 8.
WSCC welcomes the amendment to section 6.5.8 of the oLEMP Part 1
[REP7-048] submitted at Deadline 7 to reflect WSCC’s previous
comments and making it clear that the entirety of these two Biodiversity
Areas will be incorporated within the relevant LEMPs. This issue is now
considered ‘agreed.’
2.8.4.3 The OLEMP and CoCP do Potential impacts multiple to arboricultural features due to a lack of tree | As set out in Table 9.8.1 of Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature ES Chapter 9 Agreed
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
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As the 0AVMS is an outline document, further comfort would be given if
it were to be listed within Schedule 12 (Documents to be Certified) of the
dDCO.

Updated position (12 August 2024);

The OAVMS submitted at Deadline 7 provides confidence that the
control document now prevents the routing of services within the buffer
zone of Horleyland Wood and now avoids impacts to this receptor
(noting that figure 5.2.1 e of the Project Description Figures (v4) [REP6-
016] does not represent any change in the indicative location of the foul
water pipeline which would be required at detailed design).

Outline methodology for tree protection has also been adequately
demonstrated.

features impacted by the Project based on a worse case
assessment.

Any construction activities must be carried out in accordance
with the CoCP [REP1-021] under DCO Requirement 7. The
CoCP includes a number of construction management measures
for the protection of trees and vegetation during construction.
The Arboricultural and Vegetation Method Statement
(0AVMS) (Annex 6 to the CoCP) [REP3-022] includes further
protection measures and Preliminary Tree Removal and
Protection Plans.

Area-specific Detailed Arboricultural and Vegetation Method
Statements including Detailed Vegetation Removal and
Protection Plans and, where required, Detailed Tree Removal
and Protection Plans must be submitted to and approved by
CBC (following consultation with MVDC and RBBC as
appropriate) prior to the removal of any trees or vegetation in
that area. The AVMS and associated plans must be substantially
in accordance with the oAVMS and associated plans.

Updated position (July 2024): The schedule of documents to
be certified has been updated in the Draft DCO. This
amendment includes ES appendices, and therefore the 0AVMS,
in the list of documents to be certified.

Method Statement
[REP3-022]

2.8.4.4

The OLEMP does not
provide clarity that detailed
arboricultural method
statements and planting
plans and aftercare
management will be
provided within proposed
LEMPs.

Potential impacts multiple to arboricultural features due to a lack of tree
protection, and unclear proposed compensatory soft landscaping.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Response requires further clarity and
has not addressed the issue raised.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

The Applicant's position (April 2024), including that within ref. 2.8.4.3,
now provides clarity on this matter.

An Arboriculture Impact Assessment and Tree Protection Plan
are being produced and will be shared with the local authorities
once available.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method
Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1.

Updated position (April 2024): Prior to commencement of
development of an area a LEMP must be submitted to and
approved by CBC in relation to that area under DCO
Requirement 8. The LEMPs must be substantially in accordance
with the oLEMP which requires that LEMPs demonstrate how
any retained trees and vegetation have been incorporated into
the detailed landscape design. and trees into the detailed
landscape designs (DCO Requirement 8). Further, under DCO
Requirements 4 and 5 detailed designs of development
submitted to CBC or the local highway authority for either
approval or consultation must be in accordance with the Design

ES Appendix 8.10.1:

Tree Survey Report
and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment
(REP3-037)

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of
Construction
Practice — Annex 6:
Arboricultural
Method Statement
(REP3-022)

Agreed
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Principles (Appendix A to the DAS) which include specific
landscape considerations.

2.8.45 Compensation strategies for | The net loss of woodland, the fragmentation of habitat connectivity, and | The loss of woodland is compensated for, as far as is ES Appendix 8.10.1: Not Agreed
tree, woodland and the long-term effect from the time required to establish new planting. practicable, within the confines of the safeguarding requirements | Tree Survey Report
hedgerow loss not of an operational airport, to ensure that the overall loss is and Arboricultural
demonstrating adequate Updated position (Deadline 1): Most new planting is situated outside considered to be of minor adverse significance, once planting Impact Assessment
compensation, and that of the airport and it is not understood how the ‘safeguarding has matured. [REP3-037]
proposed compensation requirements’ would apply in these areas and shouldn’t be limited to
being recognised as a ‘where practicable’ only. Concern is raised over the longevity of time Updated position (Deadline 1): A Tree Survey Report and ES Appendix 5.3.2:
significant long-term impact. | required to allow planting to mature, and the significant but temporary Arboricultural Impact Assessment and an Arboricultural Method | Code of

effect between which has not been compensated for. Statement is being submitted at Deadline 1. Construction
Practice — Annex 6:
Updated Position (Deadline 3): The OLEMP lacks demonstration that Updated position (April 2024): Updated documents for Arboricultural
compensatory tree planting proposals considers local policy CH6 of the Deadline 3. Method Statement
Crawley Borough Local Plan 2015 — 2030 (as detailed within para. 9.73 | Tree survey plans, tree quality schedules, preliminary tree [REP3-022]
of the Joint West Sussex LIR). removal plans and impact assessment for the Project site are
included in ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report and
Updated position (Deadline 5): Arboricultural Impact Assessment [REP3-037], [REP3-039],
REP3-041].]. The report includes an assessment of tree
Outstanding concerns remain and are stated within section 7.2 of removals and replanting within CBC, in accordance with Local
Deadline 4 Submission - Comments on any further information / Plan Policy CH6 and Project wide (section 7.2]. ES Appendix
submissions received by Deadline 3 [REP4-042]. 5.3.2 Code of Construction Practice [REP1-021] sets out
general methodologies and mitigation measures and Code of
Updated position (12 August 2024): Construction Practice Annex 6 — Outline Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement (Doc Ref. 5.3) which includes
Outstanding concerns regarding tree, woodland and hedgerow Tree Removal and Protection Plans. These drawings will be
compensation have been stated on humerous occasions and again revisited and refined during the detailed design process and
within the JLA’s Response to the Applicant's Deadline 6 Submissions submitted for approval as part of the detailed Arboricultural
[REP7-103] at sections 3, 5 & 6. Without addressing these concerns, it Method Statement. Detailed Arboricultural and Vegetation
is considered that a long-term significant impact will occur as a result. Method Statements including Detailed Vegetation Retention and
Protection Plans and, where required, Detailed Tree Removal
and Protection Plans will be prepared and submitted to CBC for
approval prior to the removal of any trees or vegetation. These
Method Statements and Plans will be substantially in
accordance with the Outline Arboricultural and Vegetation
Method Statement (Annex 6) [REP1-023, REP1-024, REP1-
025].
ES Appendix 8.8.1: Outline Landscape and Ecology
Management Plan [REP2-021 ,REP2-023, REP2-025, REP2-
027]. The assessment of tree replanting numbers for the CNBC
Local Plan Policy CH6 is based on preliminary landscape
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and West Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 77



http://rep3-037/
http://rep3-039/
http://rep3-041/
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001818-5.3%20Code%20of%20Construction%20Practice%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001922-D2_Applicant_5.3%20Environmental%20Statement%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%201%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001920-D2_Applicant_5.3%20Environmental%20Statement%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%202%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001918-D2_Applicant_5.3%20Environmental%20Statement%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%203%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001916-D2_Applicant_5.3%20Environmental%20Statement%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%204%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001916-D2_Applicant_5.3%20Environmental%20Statement%20Appendix%208.8.1%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecology%20Management%20Plan%20-%20Part%204%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf

G

LONDON
GATWICK

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

proposals in the oLEMP and Typical Planting Schedules in
Annex 3 of the oLEMP. The obligations within this document are
secured through a requirement in the Draft DCO (Doc Ref. 2.1)
in that prior to commencement of development of an area, a
Landscape and Ecology Management Plan (LEMP) must be
submitted to and approved by CBC (in consultation with RBBC,
MVDC and TDC as relevant) under Requirement 8. The LEMPs
must be substantially in accordance with this oLEMP.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has provided
updated documents at the Deadline 6 submission including;

ES Appendix 8.10.1: Tree Survey Report and Arboricultural
Impact Assessment [REP6-038, REP6-040, REP6-042, REP6-
044,REP6-046, REP6-048] in which Appendix J specifically
deals with the CH6 policy.

Code of Construction Practice Annex 6 — Outline Arboricultural
and Vegetation Method Statement [REP6-018, REP6-020,
REP6-022, REP6-024, REP6-026, REP6-028] (Appendix A
includes M23 and A23 preliminary tree removal and protection
plans and Appendix C includes M23 and A23 preliminary
vegetation removal and protection plans).

These documents provide updated details of trees and
vegetation to be lost and trees and vegetation to be retained and
protection methods based on preliminary designs, as a worst
case scenario. Further detail would be provided during the
detailed design stage to confirm tree loss. An Arboricultural and
Vegetation Method Statement would be submitted to CBC for
approval as secured through Requirement 28 of the dDCO.

The Applicant has also provided at Deadline 6 a Note on Project
Wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] to form a
single point of reference with respect to vegetation change that it
is anticipated could take place across the Project.

Updated position (Deadline 9): While there is a net loss in
area, this is mitigated through an overall enhancement to the
ecological condition of the woodland being replanted.

2.8.4.6

Construction programme
and habitat loss

A 14-year construction programme will prolong the impacts of habitat
loss and, in some locations, mitigation will not be in place until the end of
the construction period. It is not clear if the limited areas identified for

The effect of vegetation loss and the time required to establish
mitigation planting has been accounted for within the impact
assessment set out in Section 9 of Chapter 9 Ecology and

Section 9 of ES
Chapter 9 Ecology
and Nature

Agreed subject
to s106
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environmental mitigation and enhancement will adequately compensate
for the significant loss of habitat.

Updated position (Deadline 5):WSCC remains concerned over
impacts on bats and other wildlife over this long construction period, and
that mitigation will not be in place in some locations until the end of the
construction period.

The lack of clarity regarding the extent of habitat loss and habitat
creation/compensation is of major concern. WSCC is pleased to hear
that further information with respect to habitat loss/gain for each habitat
type will be submitted by the Applicant at Deadline 5. Further
information on advance planting and habitat creation would be
welcomed.

Updated position (12 August 2024)

The Note on Project wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] is
helpful in providing further detail on habitat loss and replacement. The
information on advance planting and habitat creation within the updated
oLEMP [REP6-032, REP6-034 and REP6-036] is also helpful.

WSCC still has concerns regarding disturbance over the long
construction period, that newly created woodland will take decades to
replace that lost and impacts on bats over the short and medium term.

Subject to the Section 106 Landscape and Ecology Enhancement Fund
being agreed (which would help mitigate these impacts), this could be
turned green.

Nature Conservation of the ES via the use of a number of interim
assessment years. This provides the framework to ensure that
significant effects during that period that are not significant in the
long term are identified.

Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome
an updated position or response from WSCC against this SoCG
item, or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no
longer pursuing’.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant would welcome
an updated position or response from WSCC against this SoCG
item, or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no
longer pursuing’.

Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has agreed
biodiversity and landscaping specific financial contributions as
part of s106 discussions and therefore this matter can move to
agreed. While there is a net loss in area, this is mitigated
through an overall enhancement to the ecological condition of
the woodland being replanted.

Conservation [APP-
034]

2.8.4.7

Mitigation, Compensation
and Enhancement

A landscape-scale approach should have been taken to addressing
ecological impacts, including the need for providing off-site
compensatory habitat and Biodiversity Net Gain.

Updated position (Deadline 5):
WSCC maintains this position.

Updated position (12 August 2024): The updated BNG Statement
submitted at Deadline 6 [REP6-050] is most welcome.

WSCC maintains the view that a ‘landscape-scale approach’ should
have been taken to addressing ecological impacts, including the need to
provide off-site mitigation, compensation, and Biodiversity Net Gain
(BNG). This is particularly so because airport safeguarding has
constrained the ability to mitigate on-site. Habitat creation and
enhancement, and improved habitat connectivity, should extend
beyond the confines of the Site to strengthen key wildlife corridors,

The Project includes landscape-scale studies, where
appropriate, including with respect to bats (Appendix 9.6.3 Bat
Trapping and Radio Tracking).

Updated position (April 2024): a revised ES Appendix 9.9.2
Biodiversity Net Gain Statement [APP-136] will be submitted at
Deadline 5. This will incorporate both strategic significance and
delay/advance planting.

Updated position (July 2024): An updated ES Appendix 9.9.2
BNG Statement was submitted at Deadline 6 [REP6-050]
incorporating both strategic significance and delay/advance
planting.

Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has agreed
biodiversity and landscaping specific financial contributions as
part of s106 discussions and therefore this matter can move to
agreed.

ES Appendix 9.6.3
Bat Trapping and
Radio Tracking
Surveys Part 1

APP-131]

ES Appendix 9.6.3
Bat Trapping and
Radio Tracking
Surveys Part 2 [APP-

132]

Agreed subject to
s106
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such as the River Mole, Gatwick Stream and Bechstein’s bat commuting
routes.
Subject to the Section 106 Landscape and Ecology Enhancement Fund
being agreed (which would help mitigate these impacts), this could be
turned green.
2.8.4.8 Mitigation, Compensation Enhancements to green corridors and improved habitat connectivity Opportunities to create enhanced corridors beyond the confines | ES Appendix 8.8.1: Agreed subject to
and Enhancement should extend beyond the confines of the airport, along key corridors of the existing airport boundary have included those at Brook Outline Landscape s106
such as the River Mole and Gatwick Stream, to mitigate impacts on bats | Farm and Longbridge Roundabout, as set out in the oLEMP and Ecology
and other wildlife. (Appendix 8.8.1 of the ES). Management Plan
[APP-113 to APP-116]
Updated position (Deadline 5): Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome
WSCC remains concerned that habitat severance and disturbance an updated position wor response from WSCC against this
within the Project site, including the surface access improvements, will SoCG item, or confirmation if this item can be marked as
impact the functioning of wildlife corridors, notably bat commuting ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer pursuing’.
routes, both within the Site and the wider landscape.
WSCC acknowledges the habitat creation at Brook Farm and Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has also provided
Longbridge Roundabout but considers that further habitat at Deadline 6 a Note on Project Wide Habitat Loss and
creation/enhancement should be sought, both on-site and off-site, to Replacement [REP6-071] to form a single point of reference with
maintain and enhance habitat connectivity across the landscape. respect to vegetation change that it is anticipated could take
place across the Project. This includes details of the extent of
Updated position (12 August 2024) each habitat type to be removed and what habitat creation will
The Note on Project wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] is | take place.
helpful in providing further detail on habitat loss and replacement.
Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has agreed
WSCC remains concerned over the short and medium term impacts of biodiversity and landscaping specific financial contributions as
habitat severance and disturbance on bats. WSCC considers that this part of s106 discussions and therefore this matter can move to
should be addressed off-site through enhancements to green corridors agreed.
and improved habitat connectivity in the wider landscape.
Subject to the Section 106 Landscape and Ecology Enhancement Fund
being agreed (which would deliver off-site enhancements to green
corridors and improved habitat connectivity in the wider landscape), this
could be turned green.
2.8.4.9 Mitigation, Compensation The extent of loss of mature broadleaved woodland is of concern and The extent of woodland planting within the Project has been ES Appendix 9.9.2 Not Agreed
and Enhancement additional compensation measures will be required to ensure no adverse | maximised while accounting for airport safeguarding. Biodiversity Net Gain
impacts on broadleaved woodland habitat and bats. If, due to airport Statement [REP3-
safeguarding, it is not possible to provide sufficient compensatory Opportunities for off-site woodland creation were explored during | 047]
planting within the DCO limits, off site woodland creation is required. pre-submission consultation. To date, no options have been
identified.
Updated position (Deadline 1): Greater clarity is required on woodland
loss, compensatory habitat and habitat gain, including the precise
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locations and extent of habitat involved. The information presented in
Appendix 9.9.2 (BNG Statement), including the figures for woodland, is
unclear & difficult to match with the Sketch Landscape Concept Plans
within the OLEMP.

Further discussion would be welcome.

Updated position (Deadline 5):

WSCC maintains this position. Further discussion would be welcome.
WSCC is, however, pleased to hear that further information with respect
to habitat loss/gain for each habitat type will now be submitted at
Deadline 5. WSCC is also pleased to hear that an updated ES
Appendix 9.9.2 Biodiversity Net Gain Statement will also be
submitted at Deadline 5. Further information on advance planting and
habitat creation would be welcomed.

Updated position (12 August 2024)

The Note on Project wide Habitat Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] is
helpful in providing further detail on habitat loss and replacement. The
information on advance planting and habitat creation within the updated
OoLEMP [REP6-032, REP6-034 and REP6-036] is also helpful.

WSCC still has major concerns regarding loss of deciduous woodland
habitat, and also the impact on bats. It is recognised that the net loss
has now been reduced from over 5ha to 3.12ha. However, this is still a
net loss. WSCC'’s concerns include:

1. As a Priority Habitat, there should be no net loss of deciduous
woodland

2. New woodland planting will take many decades to reach maturity and
thus fully compensate for that lost

3. If the Project is to meet the BNG ‘trading rules’ and truly deliver a 10%
BNG, it must deliver 10% BNG in woodland units

4. Short and medium term impacts on bat foraging habitat and
commuting routes through loss of mature and semi-mature woodland

As the above concerns have not been addressed, this issue is
considered ‘not agreed.’

Updated Position (April 2024): Further information with respect
to habitat loss/gain will be submitted at Deadline 5. This will
comprise figures illustrating loss/gain for each habitat type. In
addition, an updated ES Appendix 9.9.2 Biodiversity Net Gain
Statement [REP3-047] will also be submitted at Deadline 5. This
will include details of delayed/advance planting and strategic
significance.

Updated position (July 2024): A Note on Project wide Habitat
Loss and Replacement [REP6-071] was submitted at Deadline
6. Details of options with respect to advance planting and habitat
creation are set out in Annex 4 of ES Appendix 8.8.1 outline
Landscape and Ecology Management Plan [REP6-032, REP6-
034, REP6-036]. On this basis, it is assumed that this issue can
be agreed.

Updated position (Deadline 9): While there is a net loss in
area, this is mitigated through an overall enhancement to the
ecological condition of the woodland being replanted.

2.8.4.10 Mitigation, Compensation Further opportunities for biodiversity enhancement within the DCO limits | Opportunities for biodiversity enhancement as part of the Project | ES Appendix 8.8.1 Not Agreed
and Enhancement should have been explored. For example, conversion of ‘amenity have been explored for the road network being modified along Outline Landscape
the A23, where practicable. The landscape design for the and Ecology
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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