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Scope of evidence

In this rebuttal I address issues presented in the Airport Operations proof of
evidence submitted by Tim Maskens on behalf of London Ashford Airport
(Lydd Airport). The technical aspects have been dealt with by Malcolm Spaven
(Spaven Consulting) in his rebuttal (LAAG/10/E). These comments are of a
more general nature.

My silence on a point made in this proof or the fact that I have not addressed it
should not be taken as my agreement with that point.

I reserve the right to make further comments.

Mr Maskens Evidence

The “typographical error” refereed to in 5.1 is the type of mistruth that has
characterised this planning application.

One of the most significant “typographical errors” is the early portrayal of
flight paths to the local community, councils and business groups. The map
attached (Appendix 1) was widely used in presentations in the 2004, 2005,
2006 period (Appendix 2, page 2) until LAAG forced the airport to withdraw
the map due to its inaccuracy.

The map shown in Appendix 1 clearly shows the portrayal of the Instrument
Landing Flight (ILS) path out to sea and the ability to land and take off out to
sea. This map was used to promote the view that airport noise would be
minimal since the flight paths were out to sea. This is misleading since the
flight paths are landside due to the nuances of the restricted airspace
particularly above the Hythe and Lydd military ranges.

After the withdrawal of the flight map by Lydd Airport, it then adopted a
strategy to only give flight path maps which depicted aircraft movements
within the immediate vicinity of the airport, such as the maps shown in
Appendices 5-7. Therefore, in addition to the shortcomings of these maps, the
airport’s policy not to depict flight paths beyond the immediate vicinity of the
airport left residents in Kent and East Sussex, unable to gauge the extent to
which the airport’s development would affect them. The flight paths were
published on the LAAG website in good faith to address this imbalance. As
Mr Spaven has indicated, the assertion in 5.9 that “LAAG’s own interpretations
of the flight paths are inaccurate or incomplete” is not justified (LAAG/10/E,
2.20 & 2.21).

Lydd Airport began marketing its new development in 2004, the final scoping
opinion for the public inquiry was published in December 2005 and the original
planning application was published in December 2006. There were four
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subsequent sets of supplementary information. Not once was a comprehensive
analysis given of possible destinations so that local residents and other
commentators could gauge the intensity of flight activity on certain routes.
Tables D.1 and D.2 produced by Ms Congdon in Appendix D of LAA/4/C
represents the first time an attempt has been made to illustrate a possible route
structure from Lydd Airport.

The claim in 8.3 that LAAG’s assertion “that serious flaws remain in respect of
the Applications relating to flight paths and modal split (runway utilisation) is
not justified or properly explained”, is untenable (See LAAG/10/E 2.30 -2.32.)
Indeed, in its response to the fourth set of supplementary information LAAG
continued to indicate to Shepway District Council that there remained
outstanding issues including flight path issues (See CD3.6 (LAAG) Summary
(see below) and 1.1-1.6).

Outstanding Information:
As discussed in our previous submissions, there remains outstanding
information relevant to the planning application that ought to have been
included for assessment before the completion of the Olfficers Report. Apart
from the upgrading of the Biodiversity Action Plan, none of the submissions in
SEI(4) addresses the remaining outstanding issues referred to in our previous
submissions. We query why Shepway District Council has invited comments
from Lydd Airport after the publication of the Officer’s Report when this
pertinent information remains outstanding.

New Flight Paths and Need for Reassessment:

LAAG also draws your attention to relevant new information. Lydd Airport has
been granted approval by the CAA (August 27", 2009) for new RNAV (GNSS)
(Area Navigation (Global Navigation Satellite System)) instrument approach
procedures (flight paths) to both runway 21 and runway 03. LAAG believes the
new flight paths necessitate a reassessment of most of the key issues relevant to

this planning application - noise, pollution, nuclear safety and the economic
benefits.

8.6: We do not disagree with the definition in 8.6. But, apart from not giving
any figures for passengers on pleasure flights - mainly the fly and dine service
around Romney Marsh in the summer period - the definition is applicable to all
airports so that all airports suffer from this “underestimation” by varying
degrees. The demand for this service, one would suspect, has declined in line
with the reduction in demand for the service to Le Touquet since the demand
drivers are broadly the same. According to the CAA, Lydd Airport carried less
than 600 passengers in 2009. Even if the number of pleasure passengers were
twice this number, which is unlikely, it would not alter any of the capacity
utilisation arguments.
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Appendix 2: Pages 1-3
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