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1.0 Introduction
This Scoping Opinion has been prepared by the Institute of Environmental
Management and Assessment (IEMA) (See Appendix 1 for authors).
Shepway District Council (SDC) commissioned the IEMA to prepare the
opinion on their behalf following the submission of a request for a scoping
opinion, under Section 10 of the Town & Country Planning (EIA) (England
and Wales) 1999 Regulations, by Parsons Brinckerhoff Ltd (PB) in August
2005. The opinion outlines what the IEMA and SDC consider should be
addressed by the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) based upon the
nature and scale of the development, the receiving environment and what is
considered to be current reasonable good practice for undertaking an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and for the preparation of an
Environmental Statement (ES). SDC formally adopted this opinion in
December 2005.
The scoping opinion has been developed based on:
• the environmental assessment regulations;
• documentation supplied (see Appendix 2, which includes a previous
scoping opinion issued by SDC);
• good practice guidance for EIA;
• good practice guidance for the production of ESs;
• consultee responses; and
• professional judgement and experience.
During meetings between SDC, PB, London Ashford Airport Limited (LAA)
and the IEMA concerning the production of this scoping opinion it became
clear that the actual proposals that will be applied for may differ or feature
only certain elements of those described within PB’s scoping report, and
therefore those consulted upon. SDC would like to clearly state that this
scoping opinion specifically relates to the proposals as put forward within
sections 3.1.8 (page 14) of PB’s scoping report, namely a detailed planning
application for a runway extension and phase 1 terminal building, and an
outline application for phase 2 of the terminal building. If the application that
is submitted substantially differs from this, then the opinion of SDC and
other consultees may differ as to what issues should be addressed within
the EIA. It is recommended that if the proposals to be applied for do
substantially change then a new scoping report should be submitted and a
new scoping opinion sought.
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1.1 Structure of the Scoping Opinion
The scoping opinion is structured as follows:
• section 2 outlines the background to proposals at London Ashford
Airport (LAA), Lydd, Kent (as supplied by Parsons Brinckerhoff) and
suggests the approach that should be taken to carrying out the EIA;
• section 3 indicates the information on the development which will be
required for assessing the potential environmental impacts of any
proposal;
• section 4 identifies potential environmental impacts which may arise
from the proposals at LAA and suggests the approach to be taken for
assessing those environmental impacts;
• section 5 suggests ways that the ES should be presented and the
results of the EIA communicated.
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2.0 Background to the Proposals
2.1 Status of the development proposals and location at the
time of request for the Scoping Opinion
Section 3.3.1 (page 14) of PB’s scoping report states that the proposed
development at LAA seeks to provide the necessary infrastructure for the
existing airport to resume growth to provide the regional airport assets set
out in the SDC Local Plan and Kent and Medway Structure Plan. The
necessary infrastructure identified within the scoping report is:
• An extension to the existing runway to the north by 294 metres, with an
additional starter extension of 150 metres; and
• Construction of a new terminal building in two phases for 500,000
passengers per annum and 2 million passengers per annum
respectively, resulting in a terminal building of up to 25,000m2.
PB’s scoping report states that the current facilities provided by LAA have
been constructed on an area of low-lying flat land approximately 3.5m above
sea level, which is a mixture of freehold land and leasehold from Shepway
District Council. The town of Lydd (5,800 people), is the closest settlement
to the airport and is located approximately 1 mile to the west of the site.
Other towns in the area include New Romney, Rye and the coastal
settlements of Greatstone-on-Sea, Lydd-on-Sea, Littlestone-on-Sea, Old
Romney and Dungeness.
Other areas of note include the Dungeness nuclear power station and the
MoD firing ranges. PB’s scoping report states that Dungeness ‘A’ is due to
start the first phase of decommissioning in September 2006. A press
release (dated September 2005) from British Energy, the operators of
Dungeness power station indicates that Dungeness ‘B’ will continue
operating until 2018.
A number of designated areas of ecological interest are located near the
airport. PB’s scoping report identifies the RSPB nature reserve, the Denge
Marsh and related Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), and a Site of
Nature Conservation Interest (SNCI). Certain areas are also designated as
being of international importance, for example, Dungeness to Pett Level
Special Protection Area (SPA) and the Dungeness Special Area of
Conservation (SAC). The scoping report identifies areas to the south and
east as designated Ramsar sites: consultee responses suggest that
currently these sites are designated as a National Nature Reserve and SSSI
protection areas, but that there are proposals in existence that recommend
they are designated as a Ramsar site. The land to the southeast of the
airport is also designated as a Special Landscape Area.
PB’s scoping report identifies two restricted flying areas located in the
vicinity of the current airport. Both zones have been in existence for many
years and both the airport and the military have cooperated closely, with no
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major problems resulting. A further restricted flying area of 1Nm is in place
around the two units of Dungeness power station.
It has been noted by SDC and English Nature that there are a number of
inaccuracies and omissions within PB’s description of the area surrounding
the proposals, for example the international ecological designations have
not been identified. There are also a number of areas where changes are
possible, for example the potential for Ramsar designation.
The
descriptions included within the ES should be accurate.

2.2 Approach to the Environmental Assessment
Consultation is a key aspect of all EIAs. PB’s scoping report lists those
statutory consultees and stakeholders who will be consulted on the scoping
report, the draft and final ES. Statutory consultation on PB’s scoping report
has been undertaken by SDC, though other comments have been received.
A summary of the consultation responses and copies of the full responses
received have been included as appendices 5 and 6 of this opinion. It
should be noted that whilst the consultation responses have contributed to
the scoping opinion they do not form part of the opinion itself – they have
been included as appendices to add transparency to the process. Both PB
and SDC have gone beyond the minimum legislative requirements. Whilst
the Health and Safety Executive and the Highways Agency have been
included as consultees it is noted that no response has been received. It is
recommended that these are followed up by PB as part of an iterative EIA
process.
The Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) and Dungeness Power Station are not
listed as consultees. Whilst the principle reasons for their consultation may
be outside the remit of the EIA, they may wish to comment on some of the
environmental or operational issues. For example the CAA may wish to
comment upon the approach to the noise assessment, and representatives
of the Dungeness Power Station may wish to comment upon the transport
arrangements relating to the decommissioning of Dungeness A. It is
therefore suggested that consideration be given to their inclusion.
The ES should report on how consultation responses have been addressed
by the EIA including any justifications for scoping any issues out. The
opportunity provided to comment upon a draft copy of the ES is welcome
and should provide the opportunity for any further issues that arise as a
result of the EIA to be addressed prior to the full application being
submitted.
Paragraph 2.2.4 (page 8) of PB’s Scoping Report identifies that LAA are
currently developing their public consultation strategy which will include the
presentation of results from the EIA study. It is recommended that
consultation undertaken by PB should be ongoing throughout the EIA
process and not just restricted to the scoping stage and when the planning
application is submitted. More recently PB have indicated that there will be
7
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a public consultation on development proposals prior to the submission of
any planning applications. This should all help maximise the issues of
concern that are addressed and reported in the subsequent Environmental
Statement.
The consultation strategy being developed should give
consideration to the methods by which information will be made available to
interested parties, including the public. This could include the following
methods:
• Public exhibitions;
• Internet (including links with SDC’s website);
• CDROM availability;
• Electronic Newsletters.
In line with good practice it is SDC’s intention (upon submission of the
relevant planning applications) to undertake its own statutory and nonstatutory consultation. It would be useful if PB liaised with SDC regarding
the provision of supplies such as copies of the NTS; CD-ROMs; display
materials; personnel etc. in order to help deliver a successful consultation
exercise at the planning application stage.
The EIA should examine the main alternatives to the proposals at LAA. For
example:
• alternative sites;
• site layouts;
• construction practices, plant and equipment; and
• operating processes (where appropriate).
In addition the EIA should consider the “do nothing” scenario.
As the proposals are separated into 2 phases, with phase 2 being outline
only, the assessment of the impacts related to phase 2 should not just be
predicted against a predicted future baseline assuming that phase 1 is
granted planning permission. Impacts should also be assessed against the
current baseline, this will ensure that the full impact of an airport serving 2
million passengers per annum is assessed.
The internationally accepted principles of good practice in EIA should be
applied, including that the EIA process should provide sufficient, reliable and
usable information that informs the decision making process, that the EIA
should be focused on significant environmental effects and key issues and
should apply the “best practicable” science, employing methodologies and
techniques appropriate to address the problems being investigated Given
the nature of the proposals and the level of interest from outside parties it
should be participative, transparent and open to independent verification
(see Appendix 4 for a full list of the principles).

2.3 Mitigation and EIA Follow-Up
The EIA process should result in the identification of measures to mitigate
the potential adverse effects of the development. Mitigation measures
should be proposed for both the construction and operational phases of the
development. The EIA should identify how the mitigation measures will be
8
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implemented and assess their effectiveness in minimising significant
adverse impacts and predict any residual impacts remaining after mitigation.
Where appropriate, the implementation of mitigation measures should be
incorporated into Environmental Management Plans (EMP) for both the
construction and operational stages of the proposal. Alternatively some
other mechanism should be proposed that demonstrates a commitment to
the delivery of mitigation and follow up measures and provides a
recognisable means of ensuring their delivery.
Monitoring of impacts should be carried out where appropriate. Criteria that
should be used to determine the need to implement monitoring should
include:
• the need to demonstrate compliance with conditions or legislation (for
example noise); and
• uncertainties relating to the prediction of impacts or the likely success of
mitigation measures (for example species translocation).
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3.0 Information on the Development
3.1 Description of the Development
Current operations at the airport should be described, i.e. the baseline. This
should include:
• passenger numbers;
• hours of operation;
• flight types (passenger, cargo, training etc.);
• frequency of flights split to incoming and outgoing;
• flight paths;
• aircraft types (including helicopters); and
• noise levels produced from the current operations at the airport.
The layout of the airport and its infrastructure should be illustrated on an
appropriate figure and placed into the context of surrounding land use. Any
environmental issues associated with the current operation should be
identified, along with the measures employed to control them. Specifically,
any complaints received regarding environmental issues (e.g. noise) should
be identified.
The ES should describe the proposals in sufficient detail that the individual
impact assessments can make reliable impact predictions. PB’s scoping
report makes reference to a runway extension and terminal building. Other
elements that will be required in order to deliver the stated objectives, and
provide the necessary services to the forecast passenger numbers, aircraft
type and the number of flights necessary within legislative requirements or
applicable conditions of operation should be identified, their location
illustrated and potentially significant impacts assessed. For example,
runway safety margins, surface drainage, sewage disposal or management,
water supply arrangements, car parking facilities, fuel storage areas, an
Instrument Landing System, access arrangements etc. Any further
infrastructure required off site should also be described and where
appropriate potentially significant impacts assessed, for example connection
to sewers, additional car parking, highway upgrades etc. This information
should be provided for the forecasts of 500,000 and 2 million passengers
per annum.
PB’s scoping report states that a masterplan for the airport has been
produced. The final masterplan should illustrate all components of the
development, within the footprint of the LAA site that are necessary to
deliver its stated objective. The proposals should be placed into the context
of the overall airport masterplan.
The dimensions of the terminal building proposed for construction during
phase 1 should be clearly described, for example height and footprint – this
should be supported with drawings of the proposed design. Lighting
proposals should also be described. Any landscaping proposed should be
supported with a landscape plan. Ideally species will be native and of a
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local provenance. Any necessary pollution prevention measures for the
construction and operation stages of both proposed phases should also be
described.
It is understood that phase 2 of the proposals will be in outline. Without
prejudice to other issues required to assess the application for planning
permission the information provided within the ES should include:
• the dimensions and footprint of the proposed terminal building;
• the anticipated construction timescale;
• any additional infrastructure changes (for example access arrangements,
car parking facilities, sewage and water supply arrangements).
Sufficient information should be provided that it is clear that any changes to
the proposals at the detailed design stage will not result in greater adverse
environmental impacts than those predicted in the ES. This can be
achieved by setting parameters which the detailed design must adhere to,
for example the maximum dimensions of the terminal extension, the
maximum number of car parking spaces. The EIA should ensure that it
assesses both the most likely design and the worst case. The description of
development should ensure that phase 2 of the proposals is designed to a
minimum specification of meeting the needs of the projected 2 million
passengers per annum and should include any further elements required in
order to ensure its successful delivery.
A likely timescale for the
development of phase 2 should be stated along with an identification of the
conditions required for development to commence.

3.2 Need for the Development
The EIA should assess the development against national, regional and local
planning policies relevant to the environmental effects of the development.
National Planning Policy Guidance Notes, Regional Planning and Local
Structure Plans should be reviewed for this assessment. Appropriate
reference to the Future of Air Transport White Paper and the Civil Aviation
Bill should be made. Any conflicts should be clearly described. It should be
noted that there are proposed modifications to the Kent and Medway
Structure Plan (KMSP). The modifications include substantial changes to
the Policy TP25 Lydd Airport which sets out the major environmental
considerations which any proposal for expansion of aviation at the airport
will need to be tested against. The need for the proposals should also be
placed into the context of the maximum potential capacity that the airport
can accommodate under existing permissions.
The ES should demonstrate the need for the proposals at LAA. Particular
attention should be made to regulations 48 and 49 of the Conservation of
Natural Habitats Regulations (1994). Regulation 48 states that a competent
authority should only grant permission for plans or projects which could
negatively impact on a SPA or SAC after having ascertained that it will not
adversely affect the integrity of the European sites. Regulation 49 states
that permission for a plan or project may be granted notwithstanding the
impacts on the European site for reasons relating to human health, public
11
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safety or beneficial consequences of primary importance to the
environment, or other reasons which in the opinion of the European
Commission are imperative reasons of overriding public interest.

3.3 Construction
The EIA should consider all aspects of the construction stages associated
with both phases of the proposal. The following should be described:
• the construction programme;
• phasing and duration of the separate stages of the construction
programme;
• main construction activities (including piling);
• likely plant;
• numbers of vehicles generated and how these will be distributed over
the construction period;
• anticipated time period between completion of phase 1 and
commencement of the phase 2 construction programme;
• infrastructure requirements such as access arrangements and
construction compounds.
The production of construction waste should also be considered, including
the types of waste, estimates of the volumes to be produced and proposals
for its management. In line with the Government’s Waste Strategy (2000)
and the waste hierarchy it is recommended that as much construction waste
is reused on site as possible. Where construction waste requires off site
disposal the proximity principle should be adhered to.
Whilst it is anticipated that phase 2 of the proposals will be in outline only,
sufficient information should be provided to identify the likely significant
impacts. This should include:
• likely timescales;
• likely plant and activities (including piling).

3.4 Operation of LAA with the proposals in place
All potentially significant impacts from the operation of LAA should be
stated. This should be conducted for both phase 1 and phase 2 of the
proposals.
Information on the operation of LAA that should be provided includes:
• passenger forecasts;
• hours of operation;
• frequency of flights split by incoming and outgoing;
• anticipated aircraft types (to include helicopters) and their numbers;
• anticipated flight types (passenger, cargo, training etc);
• noise levels produced from the engines related to the different aircraft
types; and
• details on other noise generating activities/equipment that may result in
significant impacts, for example auxiliary power units; and
12
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flight paths for taking off and landing.

Where relevant this information should be provided for a range of scenarios
including the busiest period in the year, with impacts predicted accordingly.
This should ensure that the worst case impacts are addressed.
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4.0 Potential Environmental Impacts
4.1

Ground Conditions

Baseline
Any important geological features of the site and immediate surroundings
should be described, including areas which are currently proposed for
inclusion in the SSSI because of their buried geomorphology.
Given the historic use of the airport, potential land contamination issues
should be considered. Areas where there is potential for contamination from
the historic use of the LAA site should be identified along with any pathways
and receptors. Soil surveys should be analysed for likely contaminants and
levels reported quantitatively.
Impact Assessment
Any valued geological features that will be removed, destroyed or damaged
due to the proposals should be recorded quantifiably. Predicted impacts
should be placed into the context of the overall regional, national or
international resource available, as appropriate.
If the baseline survey indicates the presence of land contamination then the
potential for activities associated with the construction or operational phases
to result in the migration of any historic contaminants should be assessed.
This should follow the Environment Agency CLEA Guidelines.
The potential for the construction and operational phases to result in land
contamination should be assessed.
Mitigation
If the baseline survey indicates levels of contaminants in excess of the
guideline levels included within the CLEA guidance and a pathway and
source have been identified, then appropriate mitigation measures should
be proposed. Disposal of any contaminated soils etc. should be carried out
in accordance with the Hazardous Waste Regulations (2005).
The
significance of any residual impacts should be predicted.

4.2

Water Resources

Baseline
The watercourses, both on site and surrounding it, should be described and
illustrated where appropriate. This should include the existing surface
drainage system where it inter-relates with surrounding wetland habitats.
The relationship/importance of the watercourses to the ecological integrity of
the surrounding habitats should be described.
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The flood zone area that the site is classified under according to the
Environment Agency should be identified and if appropriate illustrated.
Existing abstractions/discharges within an appropriate study area should be
identified.
Impact Assessment
Any likely changes to surface drainage patterns should be identified and any
potentially significant impacts to surrounding wetland habitats assessed.
Any potential pollutants that could occur during the construction or operation
of the proposals should be identified and assessed as to whether they could
impact on water quality in the area. Particular attention is needed with the
following:
• Spillages of toxic pollutants during the construction phase and at
operational stage;
• Runoff from the runways, in particular the use of antifreeze, and the
impacts on the surrounding environment including any predicted
changes to the volume of runoff (and antifreeze) and the implications of
this change;
• potential impacts/risk from new abstractions/discharges.
The description of the development needs to ensure that the drainage
system for the site is detailed. In particular it is required that the provisions
for sewage disposal and water supply are described and that the relevant
water company/sewage undertaker are consulted as to the adequacy of the
existing system to accommodate the proposals. In the event that any
upgrading of the infrastructure is required, the necessary changes should be
described and the potential environmental impacts should be identified. The
location of any new off site connections should be identified together with
the potential routes of any pipes to connect to these. Whilst these issues
may be the responsibility of the relevant water companies, the impacts will
occur as a direct result of the proposal and therefore should be identified.
If a flood risk assessment is required appropriate reference should be made
to PPG 25 (Development and Flood Risk).

4.3

Land Use

Baseline
The current land use on the site and the surrounding areas should be
described and illustrated. These should include roads, public rights of way,
watercourses, agricultural land, residential properties and settlements,
ecological and geological designated sites.
If the proposals to extend the relevant SSSIs have not been adopted and
the proposed Ramsar site has not been designated when the EIA is carried
out, then the relevant areas should be indicated on a map and any
implications that the LAA proposals may have upon the integrity of these
15
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sites should be assessed. The EIA should apply the precautionary principle
and assume that the SSSIs are extended and that the Ramsar site is
designated when attributing levels of sensitivity/importance to these sites.
The study area should be sufficient to cover all areas where disturbance
from the operation of the airport could impact upon the current use of land.
Impact Assessment
The assessment should consider direct impacts such as loss of land, and
also indirect impacts such as land becoming unusable for its current
purpose due to proximity to airport operations and sensitivity to disturbance.

4.4

Ecology

Baseline
London Ashford Airport and the related proposals are surrounded by a
number of internationally and nationally designated sites due to their
geological and ecological importance. The ES should describe the following
designated sites, their characteristics and the flora and fauna within them for
which they were designated:
• Dungeness Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
• Dungeness Special Area of Conservation (SAC)
• Dungeness to Pett Level Special Protection Area (SPA)
• Possible Wetland of International Importance under the Ramsar
Convention
• North Lade Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
• Dungeness National Nature Reserve
The EIA should take into account that English Nature is working on
extending the Dungeness to Pett Level SPA to reflect changes in important
bird populations and that the Dungeness to Pett Level Ramsar Site is also
proposed. Whilst these sites may not currently hold the legislative
designation proposed, it is likely that the nature conservation value is similar
to the status being proposed and the worst case should assume that
designation would occur prior to the granting of planning permission and
commencement of the construction phase.
The assessment should be supported by an appropriate desk based study
and ecological surveys of the site and its surroundings. An extended phase
1 survey of the site and surrounding areas should be conducted. Given the
ecological sensitivities of the area and the reasons for which the above sites
were designated it is likely that a number of further more detailed surveys
will be required, for example NVC (National Vegetation Classification)
surveys of habitats to be directly lost to the proposals. However, the need
for these should be placed into the context of the outcomes of the desk
study, the availability of existing data and the extended phase 1 survey. A
number of consultees (principally English Nature and the RSPB) have
requested that the following surveys be undertaken:
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Plants:
• lichens are reportedly an important element of the botanical
community for which the Dungeness SSSI and SAC were
designated (Kent County Council (KCC) consultation response).
The extended phase 1 survey of the site and surroundings should
identify areas where important lichen communities exist and more
detailed surveys should then be conducted by an appropriate
specialist.
• English Nature have requested that surveys for bryophytes are
conducted.
Birds:
• English Nature, RSPB and Dungeness Bird Observatory have all
commented that the study area for the desk study outlined within
PB’s scoping report (paragraph 7.2.9 and figure 7.1) should be
extended to include areas important for bird species to the south
of the airport such as Denge Marsh.
• In relation to the risks associated with bird strikes, consultees
have recommended that both flight paths and migration patterns
should be investigated and where possible quantified. A number
of consultees have recommended that the merits of using mobile
bird detection radar as well as visual identification of species
should be investigated.
• Wintering birds:
o KCC have identified that the Dungeness to Pett Level SPA
was designated as it is regularly used by over 1% of the
GB population of 4 species (Berwicks Swan, Common tern,
Little tern and Mediterranean gull) listed on Annex 1 of the
Birds Directive and its internationally important population
of Shoveler.
o The RSPB have recommended that the wintering bird’s
survey should consist of a Wetland Bird Survey type of
count, and should cover a full two seasons in order to give
an accurate picture of important areas for birds. This
methodology recommends that one survey visit should be
made per month from October to March.
• Breeding birds:
o The BTO’s (British Trust for Ornithology) Common Bird
Census methodology should be followed.
Reptiles.
• amphibians – in particular great crested newts, identified by KCC
and English Nature as a reason for the sites designation as a
cSAC.
• terrestrial and aquatic invertebrates.
• mammals - English Nature have requested that surveys for
Badgers, Bats, Otter and Water Vole are undertaken.
• the ecological make up of all water bodies including ditches,
ponds and ‘sewers’ potentially affected by the proposals should
be identified through appropriate surveys. PB’s scoping report
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suggests the use of the River Habitat Survey (RHS) method. A
number of consultees have questioned whether this is the most
suitable. Surveys should be carried out for macrophyte and
aquatic invertebrates in order to assess the habitat quality of the
water bodies on the marsh at the appropriate time of year.
Where the EIA does not include the above surveys, or follows alternate
methodologies, the ES should justify the approach taken and demonstrate
that sufficient data has been provided from other sources to be able to
adequately assess the impacts.
All surveys should be carried out by appropriate specialists, at appropriate
times of year, at a sufficient frequency and over a sufficient time period as
identified by recognised methodologies.
Impact Assessment
PB’s scoping report does not identify methods of determining habitat or
species sensitivity, conservation importance or predicting impact magnitude
and significance. Recognised guidance, such as the IEEM’s Guidelines for
Ecological Impact Assessment (July 2005) should be used.
Impacts should be considered in terms of the objectives and targets set out
in relevant Biodiversity Action Plans.
In relation to birds, consultees have requested that the following issues
should be considered within the EIA:
• Impacts on breeding sea bird populations at both construction phase and
operational stage.
• Potential disturbance to gravel pits in the Dungeness SSSI that support
wintering bird populations of value.
• Bird movements/flight paths and changes to these movements that occur
over time, season or through changes in feeding patterns, weather
conditions.
• Bird strike precautions.
• Bird control.
• Bird exclusion on water bodies in the area.
Lichens exist on nutrient poor substrates and as such detrimental impacts
could result from nitrogen deposition resulting from increased levels of air
pollution. The impact assessment should therefore consider increased
levels of air pollution from aircraft and traffic generated by the proposal upon
all roads where traffic is likely to increase significantly and ecologically
sensitive habitats are within 200m of the pollution source (for example the
road leading from Rye via Camber to Lydd which passes the Lydd Ranges
complex and falls within 200m of the Dungeness SSSI and SAC, and not
just A and B classes).
The precautionary principle should be applied in relation to the
implementation of dust suppression mitigation measures by using a 200m
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radius where important habitats/communities which are sensitive to changes
in air quality are present.
Mitigation
KCC and English Nature have requested that where possible the proposals
should provide wildlife gains, and the ES should describe how these
measures will be delivered.
Where mitigation measures for great crested newts, bats or badgers are
proposed reference should be made to English Nature or Defra guidance.
Appropriate Assessment
An Appropriate Assessment is required under Regulation 48 of the
Conservation of Natural Habitats Regulations (1994) due to the potential
impacts to internationally designated sites and the internationally protected
species. The ES will need to provide sufficient details of the likely direct and
indirect impacts on biodiversity arising from the proposal to enable Shepway
District Council to determine whether there will be an adverse effect on the
integrity of the SAC or SPA under Regulation 48 of the Habitats
Regulations. Under these regulations a competent authority should only
grant permission for plans or projects which could negatively impact on a
SPA, SAC or Ramsar site after having ascertained that it will not adversely
affect the integrity of the European sites. The EIA should therefore be an
iterative process that aims to ensure that the integrity of the internationally
and nationally designated sites are not adversely affected by the proposals.
However, it is recognised that regulation 49 of the Habitat Regulations
states that permission for a plan or project may be granted notwithstanding
the impacts on the European site for reasons relating to human health,
public safety or beneficial consequences of primary importance to the
environment, or other reasons which in the opinion of the European
Commission are imperative reasons of overriding public interest.
Consideration should be given to producing a stand alone section of the
Ecology chapter of the ES which considers potential impacts on SAC, SPA
and proposed Ramsar features as this would aid the competent authority in
making the necessary assessment.

4.5

Landscape and Visual Effects

Baseline
It is recommended that for the assessment of landscape and visual impacts
appropriate good practice guidelines are followed, such as the Guidelines
for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment1. Landscape and visual
impact assessments should be assessed separately; although the
landscape baseline, its analysis and the assessment of the potential effects
will contribute to the baseline for the visual impact assessment.
1

Landscape Institute and IEMA (2002) Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact
nd
Assessment 2 ED., Spon Press
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A desk study and field survey should be carried out in order to determine the
current and future landscape baseline. A number of factors should be
considered, namely sensitive receptors, landscape character, landscape
condition and landscape value.
Impact Assessment
For the assessment of landscape impacts, the significance of impact should
be a combination of magnitude (the degree of loss/alteration of the
landscape elements including impacts to trees/hedgerows, settlements and
roads) and landscape resource quality/value.
The visual impact
assessment should be a combination of the magnitude of effect on visual
receptors and their receptor sensitivity/value, for example the activity of the
viewer (e.g. a resident or a visitor to the nature reserve). Any terms used to
classify the impact magnitude or significance of the landscape or visual
impact assessment should be clearly defined. The distance of sensitive
receptors to the proposed development should be considered for both the
landscape and visual impact assessments, for example key viewpoints or
designated for their landscape quality. The assessment should clearly
determine any impacts that will be significant.
The landscape assessment should be undertaken in the context of both the
National Landscape Character Area and National Profile and County
Landscape designations – in particular the site abuts the Dungeness
Special Landscape Area allocated by the Structure Plan. The potential
impact on the setting of Listed Buildings, Scheduled and other Ancient
Monuments should be considered. The presence of aircraft in the sky and
potential landscape impacts should also be considered.
Given the relatively flat landscape of the Romney marshes, and the extent
to which the terminal buildings may be visible, it is recommended that Zones
of Visual Influence (ZVI) diagrams are used – to determine the extent of
visibility. The results of the ZVI should be used to determine the location of
viewpoints for which the visual impact should be assessed in further detail
by the EIA. It is recommended that all key viewpoints that are likely to be
significantly affected are assessed and that this is not necessarily limited to
a maximum of six as suggested within the scoping report.
It is
recommended that the selected viewpoints are agreed with SDC.
Due to the potentially significant impact on local views, photomontages
illustrating the impact from key viewpoints should be produced. The
assessment should evaluate the worst-case scenario taking into
consideration weather conditions.
Mitigation
Any proposals for screening of views through landscaping should be by a
landscape plan. Species should ideally be native and of a local provenance.
Potential hydrological and ecological impacts should be considered when
designing any landscape scheme.
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Archaeology

Baseline
An evaluation of the archaeological potential should initially be undertaken,
including the identification of Scheduled Monuments and early aviation
structures within and surrounding the application site. The appropriate
guidance from the Institute of Field Archaeologists should be followed in
collecting baseline information, predicting impacts and assessing
significance. This should take the form of an initial desktop study including
consultation with the county archaeologist and the Romney Marsh Research
Trust. If the desk studies indicate the potential for important archaeological
remains then appropriate measures should be agreed with the County
Archaeologist for example, field survey or trial trenching.
It is recommended that this section be expanded to address cultural
heritage issues. This would include historic landscapes and historic
buildings as well as archaeology. Given the marshland habitat the potential
for the preservation of paleoenvironmental archaeology at some depth
below the present ground surface should also be considered.
English Heritage have identified that a number of recent projects examining
the complex depositional and landscape history of this part of Romney
Marsh have enhanced the understanding of the history of the Lydd area. A
summary report is available (via English Heritage) which may be of use in
determining the history of the site and its surroundings.
Information provided by the county archaeologist suggests that the Lydd
area has good archaeological potential, principally for the medieval and later
periods, but the complex history of beach formation means that prehistoric
and Romano British remains cannot be discounted. There are indications
that this area of Romney Marsh has been utilised and farmed certainly from
the Medieval period if not from before. The survival of Jacks Court suggests
that there may be historic landscape features of medieval date surviving in
the landscape. Field boundaries, hedgerows, drains etc and the traditional
historic field patterns reflected in and around the airport should be
examined.
The more recent history of the airport site should also be examined.
Archaeological remains and some buildings associated with the World War
II role of Lydd as an Advanced Landing Ground could have historic aviation
interest
Impact Assessment
The appropriate guidance from the Institute of Field Archaeologists should
be followed in collecting baseline information, predicting impacts, and
assessing significance.
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Mitigation
If potential for significant impacts is predicted then appropriate mitigation
measures should be proposed in consultation with the County
Archaeologist, for example preservation in situ, photographic reference etc.

4.7

Traffic

Baseline
The scoping report identifies that a separate transport assessment will be
conducted, with the ES to include a summary of the conclusions drawn
within the Transport Assessment (TA). Where other impacts such as air
quality, noise and ecology are related to changes in traffic levels, it is
important that the relevant baseline data and quantified predictions are
provided within the ES and not just the conclusions. This will aid in the
understanding of the predicted impacts and will support the conclusions
without the need for the reader to refer to the separate TA (which does not
form part of the ES).
The study area should be determined on the basis of the likely changes in
traffic flows. Guidance published by the Institution of Highways and
Transportation2 recommends that the threshold approach should be used to
establish the area of influence of the development, and that ‘the study area
should include all links and associated junctions where traffic from the
development will exceed 10% of the existing traffic (or 5% in congested or
other sensitive locations) or such other threshold as may have been
adopted by the highway (roads) or planning authority’. A number of
consultees have recommended that the study area for the transport
assessment should not just include “A” and “B” class roads, but should also
include certain minor routes that are likely to be affected by significant
changes in traffic flows, such the Dungeness Road that runs between Lydd
town and Lydd SPA. It is recommended that any such ‘minor’ links are
identified and the potential for increased traffic levels is considered in the
context of potentially significant air quality and ecological impacts also.
Impact Assessment
It is important that the traffic assessment is conducted to address the
significant environmental effects of the changes in transport and not just the
capacity of the road system. In order to assess the environmental impacts
related to increased traffic flows, it will be important to understand when the
periods of greatest change are likely to occur. The EIA should therefore
consider the actual change in traffic flows at different times, for example the
busiest times during the day and year for the airport. The IEMA Guidelines
for the Environmental Assessment of Road Traffic3 provide guidance at what
levels the predicted increase in traffic flows are considered to be significant.
It is recommended that these guidelines are followed.
2

The Institution of Highways and Transportation (1994), Guidelines for Traffic Impact Assessment.
Institute of Environmental Assessment (1992), Guidelines for the Environmental Assessment of
Road Traffic (IEMA).
3
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Paragraph 10.4.2 of PB’s scoping report considers the assessment of trip
generation, mode split and trip distribution. It is proposed that the potential
market catchment for the airport on the basis of 300,000 and 2 million
passengers per annum be identified. The lower figure relates to the 2004
proposals and changes to the proposal now require that the potential market
catchment for 500,000 passengers per annum be identified. The EIA should
ensure that predictions are based upon the 500,000 and 2 million
passengers per annum figure. Traffic predictions should also be made for
the key times of year, such as bank holiday weekends, in order to ensure
that the worst case scenario is assessed.
Impacts during both the construction and operational phase of the proposal
should be assessed. This should include any access arrangements
(whether temporary or permanent), upgrades and alterations required to the
existing highway infrastructure. The likely significant traffic impacts of
constructing any necessary upgrades/improvements should be identified.
The timescales when they are to be delivered should also be estimated,
along with any relevant comments from the Highways Agency and Kent
County Council.
If a need for off site parking has been identified, any associated potentially
significant impacts should be identified and assessed.
The transport assessment should not only consider impacts related to
private transport but also the potentially significant impacts on existing
public transport. The transport implications for both passengers and staff
need to be addressed, including the preparation of a travel plan for the site
and other sustainable transport matters.
Mitigation
Any necessary highway upgrades required to mitigate potential significant
traffic or environmental effects should be described and any indirect effects
considered. An indication of when they will be delivered should be given.

4.8

Air Quality

Baseline
The air quality assessment should make reference to the National Air
Quality Strategy, National Air Quality Objectives, any Local Air Quality
Management Areas and local air quality monitoring.
The sensitive receptors to be assessed as part of the air quality assessment
should include humans and ecosystems. The relevant air quality objectives
should be used, for example those related to human health or the protection
of vegetation and ecosystems. Ecologically sensitive receptors should
include ecologically designated areas where the practice of fuel dumping in
the air before aircraft landing will be likely to have an effect, and those within
200m of a road which will be utilised by airport related traffic. It would be
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useful if the location of sensitive receptors at which monitoring and
modelling are proposed were agreed with SDC. English Nature have
requested that the assessment of nitrogen deposition should not be limited
to the SSSI, but should include consideration of the SAC and SPA and
Ramsar features.
It is proposed within PB’s scoping report to use meteorological data for 1993
to 1997 to inform the modelling exercise. It would be preferable to use more
recent data if this is available.
Impact Assessment
A modelling exercise should be undertaken to determine the ‘with
development’ and ‘without development’ scenarios for the different phases
of the development. This should be related to the National Air Quality
Strategy, and relevant Air Quality Objectives.
Paragraph 11.5.2 of PB’s scoping report effectively scopes out the impact to
air quality from emissions related to construction traffic. The justification for
this appears reasonable assuming that access and construction routes are
identified that avoid areas sensitive to changes in air quality, for example
important lichen communities. The ES should support this decision with
quantified predictions of the number of construction vehicles for each phase
of the proposals and illustration of the construction routes and access
points.
Mitigation
Appropriate dust suppression measures should be proposed during the
construction stage. Generally a distance of 100m to sensitive receptors is
acceptable, however English Nature have recommended that a 200m radius
should be applied in relation to ecologically sensitive sites, for example
shingle communities and in particular lichen communities.

4.9

Noise

Baseline
Baseline monitoring will be required at several locations to enable the full
potential impact to be determined. The locations should be determined by
identifying the most sensitive receptors (this should include any relevant
consented proposed developments). Sensitive receptors should include
representative residential areas under the flight paths in surrounding
conurbations and might include schools, hospitals, places of worship and
retirement homes. Properties immediately adjacent to and surrounding the
airport should be included and impacts from ground based activities such as
the use of auxiliary power units, taxiing of aircraft and increased traffic
should also be assessed. A survey of residential properties (beneath the
flight paths) where it would potentially be difficult to design effective
mitigation strategies (such as holiday park caravans) should be undertaken
and the relevant sites treated as sensitive receptors. Sites which are
important for their bird populations (such as the Dungeness to Pett level
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SPA) that are either adjacent to the airport or beneath the flight path (and
the potential for disturbance exists due to the altitude of the aircraft as it
passes overhead) should be included as sensitive receptors.
The monitoring equipment and duration of surveying should be considered
as well as the determination of noise measurement index(s) to be used for
evaluation. The following measurement index(s) should be used: LAeq, LA90,
LA10, and LAmax. Separate baseline measurements should be made for day,
evening, night and weekends.
Impact Assessment
A modelling exercise should be undertaken to determine the ‘with
development’ and ‘without development’ scenarios for the different phases
of the development. It will be necessary to relate the predicted sound levels
to:
• the height of the aircraft given the projected flight path,
• the nature of the flight (incoming (acceleration) or outgoing
(deceleration)),
• the type of aircraft,
• the predicted speed of the aircraft,
• the time of the flight, and
• the number of flights in a given time period.
The assessment should be made in accordance with the requirements of
PPG24 (Planning and Noise) and noise contour maps should be provided
that illustrate the noise levels that will be experienced on the ground. These
should be used to predict the areas (and therefore the properties) that are
likely to be affected by the development. Predictions should be made for
daytime, evening and night. Predictions should also be made assuming that
the airport is operating at the maximum number of flights permitted, i.e. the
worst case scenario. This approach should ensure that the noisiest periods
that relate to peaks in demand during key times such as bank holidays are
assessed. The impact assessment should be in accordance with relevant
standards and guidelines such as for the construction BS5228 and the
Department of Environment Advisory Leaflet AL72, Noise Control on
Building Sites (1976) and for the impact of operation the WHO Guidelines
for Community Noise. Impacts on learning potential and health should be
considered, if appropriate, for example disturbance to the attention of pupils
within the classroom or to sleep patterns.
Forecast noise levels should be made using the measurement indices used
for the baseline assessment. Impacts should be predicted in relation to
appropriate guidance such as those published by the World Health
Organisation (WHO) and those contained within PPG24. The predicted
change from the established baseline should also be clearly identified and
significance determined accordingly.
Whilst the European Noise Directive (END) has yet to be transposed into
UK legislation it would be good practice for the EIA to address any relevant
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issues and ensure that the proposals will meet its requirements. As such it
would be useful if the following measurements were included in the baseline
and predicted impacts: Lden and Lnight.
An assessment should be made of the likely significant impact to important
bird populations and species in relation to disturbance from noise, for
example changes to roosting and feeding patterns. The EIA should
consider the timescale of the impacts, for example whether they are
temporary, short term, long term or permanent.

4.10 Socio Economic
Baseline
A desk study should be undertaken to evaluate the following:
• employment data:
o the employment catchment area;
o employable population;
o unemployment figures (broken down by relevant skills base), and
o the number of people currently employed directly by the airport
(broken down by relevant skills base).
• Service industry provision in the area, for example hotels.
In order to assess any potentially significant impacts relating to the influx of
workers relating to the airport proposals and induced development, an
outline of the availability of housing, health care and educational facilities
should be provided.
Impact Assessment
The socio economic assessment should predict the number and type of jobs
to be directly created by the proposals during the construction stages and
both phase 1 and phase 2 of the operational stages. Estimates of the
number of indirect employment opportunities created (i.e. accommodation,
transport etc.) should be made through the use of recognised and justified
multipliers.
An assessment should be made in relation to the baseline employment data
as to whether there are sufficient local employment resources to meet the
needs of the development. If there is a need for migration from different
regions the potential social impacts should be considered, for example
housing, schooling and health service demands.
The likelihood of increased demand for further supporting services should
be considered along with the potential positive and negative effects, for
example an increase in the number of tourists to the area will have positive
economic effects but could lead to the increased demand for new hotels and
leisure facilities. The potential for the airport to act as a magnet for other
forms of employment development, for example distribution services should
also be considered. Any such development has potential for increased
pressure upon other land uses such as open countryside. It would be useful
26

Scoping Opinion

London Ashford Airport

for the assessment of effects related to any induced employment to make
reference to the actual experience of other, similar airports.

4.11 Sustainability Appraisal
The proposal to include a sustainability appraisal in the EIA process is
welcome. The appraisal should assess the sustainability of the proposals
as a whole scheme and not just detail the sustainable elements of the
proposals. An assessment of the sustainability of the project should
address issues such as:
• The emission of greenhouse gases;
• Contributions to and the maintenance of biodiversity;
• The use of renewable and non-renewable resources;
• Contribution to the economic well being of the community;
• Contribution to the social well being of the community;
• Effects on critical resources; and the
• Waste generated by the project.
The sustainability appraisal should make reference to the relevant national,
regional and local policies. A link needs to be made to traffic and local
sustainable development priorities. Sustainable transport provisions such
as green travel plans for staff should be considered.
Whilst it is recognised that phase 2 of the application will be in outline, that
detailed design has yet to be finalised, and that new materials/designs may
be available at a later stage, information indicating how sustainability criteria
will be integrated into the later design stages will be useful.

4.12 Dungeness Nuclear Power Station
A risk assessment should be undertaken in relation to the exclusion zone
around the power station and any restrictions on the heights of flights. The
risk assessment should be placed into the context of the potential for
significant environmental effects, the measures taken to avoid incidences
leading to them occurring, and the likelihood of such incidences occurring.
Full consultation should occur with the management at the power station,
the Health and Safety Executive and the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA)
regarding this issue.
It is recognised that this work may be undertaken separately to the EIA, and
indeed required under separate legislation. However, a summary of the
relevant environmental information within the ES would be useful.

4.13 Cumulative Effects
The EIA should include an impact assessment to identify, describe and
evaluate the effects that are likely to result from the project in combination
with other projects and activities that are being, have been or will be carried
out. It should also consider the in-combination effects of the different
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predicted impacts, for example the combined effects of loss of habitat,
reduced air quality, increased nitrogen deposition, disturbance from noise
upon the ecological integrity of the internationally designated sites.
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5.0 Presentation of the Environmental Statement
5.1 General Principles
The Environmental Statement (ES) should report the findings of the EIA in a
clear and concise manner. The ES should outline the EIA process, and
detail the methods used for collection of baseline data and prediction and
assessment of impacts. The ES should explain how the scope became
more refined throughout the EIA process. The role which the EIA has had in
influencing the design of the project should also be explained.

5.2 Contents
The ES should include full references and a glossary of technical terms.
The information should be presented so as to be comprehensible to the
non-specialist. A list of consultees should be provided and any comments
received during consultation should be summarised, or copies of
correspondence provided. Full details of the consultants used should also
be provided.
The ES should clearly identify the mitigation measures to which there are
firm commitments and describe how these measures will be implemented.
The effectiveness of the mitigation measures should be explained and any
residual impacts should be assessed.
The IEMA’s Review Criteria (see Appendix 3) provides a framework for
reviewing ESs and should be used to check the quality of any ES. It is
recommended that both the draft and final ES are reviewed by the IEMA.

5.3 Production of the ES
It is noted that Parsons Brinkerhoff (PB) propose to circulate the draft ES for
comment to statutory bodies as well as other groups and the public. Any
comments produced as a result of the consultation should be included in the
final ES. A non-technical summary of the ES should be produced, complete
with appropriate maps, diagrams and plans. The publication of the NTS as
a separate document is recommended, as this facilitates a wider readership.
Consideration should also be given to alternative methods of production that
could facilitate a wider readership e.g. CD-ROM and availability via the
internet. Given the nature of the proposals it is recommended that the
surrounding towns and villages which are likely to be affected by the
proposals are directly informed of the availability of the ES and
consideration given to the provision of a copy of the NTS, or similar
summary document to all households in these locations.
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APPENDIX THREE - IEMA ES REVIEW CRITERIA
1. General Criteria
1.1 Description of the Development
The ES should describe the purpose and objectives for the development. The proposal
and its need should be placed in the context of local/regional/national plans/objectives/
strategies. The anticipated time scales of construction, operation and (where appropriate)
decommissioning of the proposal should be given. The likely methods of construction
(techniques and equipment to be used) should be given where construction could give rise
to significant impacts. In instances where the likely methods of construction are unknown
the ES should indicate possible methods and adopt the worst-case scenario approach in
prediction of related impacts. The description should include the physical characteristics of
the proposal, including its location; the design and size of the development and the area of
land take during construction and operation. The ES should describe the main
characteristics of any production processes, for instance the nature and quantity of
materials to be used. The description should be illustrated by the use of maps and/or
diagrams. A brief outline of the experience of the operator and the operational process(es)
that will be employed should be included within the ES. The ES should provide reasoned
estimates for the quantities and type of traffic that will arise during construction and
operation. Where materials are considered to be an important resource, the ES should
describe and quantify the materials to be used. The quantities and types of residues and
emissions generated at each of the above phases should also be estimated.
1.2 Site Description
The area of proposed land take should be clearly described and indicated on an
appropriate map or diagram. The land uses on the site and the surrounding area should be
described and illustrated. The ES should describe any policies, plans or designations that
are relevant to the site and its surroundings. The study area should be consistent with the
area potentially affected by the development. The description should place the affected
land in the context of its surroundings. The ES should also describe how the affected land
would be expected to develop without the proposal and the future status of the land in the
absence of the project (e.g. is the site allocated for development or how would the
conservation status change over time).
1.3 Scoping
The Environmental Statement (ES) should describe the scoping process that has been
undertaken to identify key impacts. The description should include details of consultation
with appropriate statutory and non-statutory consultees, including the public. The ES
should identify those parties consulted and provide a summary of their responses. Where
issues raised by the consultees are not to be addressed in detail in the ES, a reasoned
justification for their exclusion should be given. The scoping process should identify those
aspects of the environment that are likely to be significantly affected by the development
(including in particular, population, fauna, flora, geology and soil, water, air, climatic factors,
material assets, including the architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the
inter-relationship between the above factors). The ES should also evaluate any direct
effects and any indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long-term, permanent
and temporary, positive and negative effects, resulting from the existence of the
development, the use of natural resources and the emission of pollutants, the creation of
nuisances and the elimination of waste. The ES should clearly state what effects will, and
what effects will not, be addressed and how this decision was reached, together with the
spatial and temporal scope of the assessment. The ES should identify the regulations
under which the EIA is required, and indicate whether it is also to be used to address other
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regulatory requirements (e.g. Appropriate Assessment under the requirements of the
Habitats Directive, or as part of an Pollution Prevention and Control Application).
1.4 Consideration of Alternatives
The ES should describe the main alternatives to the proposal that have been considered.
For example, alternative sites, construction practices, plant and equipment, operating
processes and site layouts should be considered (where appropriate). The advantages and
disadvantages of each option should be clearly stated. The main reasons for the selection
of the preferred option should be described in outline, taking into account the environmental
effects. Other factors influencing the choice of alternative should be noted, e.g. feasibility,
cost-effectiveness and reasonableness of each option. If a formal option appraisal has
been carried out it should be described and the relevant decision factors noted.

2. Issue Specific Criteria
2.1 Baseline Conditions
The ES should describe the current condition of those aspects of the environment that are
likely to be significantly affected by the development. An indication of how these aspects
could be expected to develop if the project were not to proceed should also be given. Where
existing data has been used to establish the baseline the source of the data should be
identified in the ES. The ES should provide a clear description of the methods used to
supplement existing information. Where possible, the data gathered should be expressed
quantitatively. The baseline environment should be evaluated, for example in relation to its
sensitivity and importance. This could be achieved by comparison to relevant threshold
limits (WHO Limits, EU Quality Standards etc.) or by reference to appropriate
environmental designations. Any limitations of baseline surveys should be recognised.
2.2 Prediction of Impact Magnitude
The predictions for the magnitude of the likely significant effects of the development should
be identified in the ES. The magnitude of the impact should be predicted as a deviation
from the established baseline conditions, for each phase of the proposal. The information
and data used to predict the magnitude of impact should be clearly described. Where there
are any gaps or uncertainty, these should be identified. The methods used to establish
magnitude should be clearly described and be appropriate and reasonable in relation to the
importance of the impact. Where assumptions or unsupported data has been used in the
predictions these should be highlighted and accompanied by an indication of the
reliability/confidence of those assumptions or data. The data given should be quantified
and levels of confidence in the estimates given. The ES should identify quantitatively the
impacts that remain following mitigation. The ES should evaluate any direct effects and any
indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long-term, permanent and temporary,
positive and negative effects, resulting from the existence of the development, the use of
natural resources and the emission of pollutants, the creation of nuisances and the
elimination of waste.
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2.3 Impact Significance
The significance of all impacts should be assessed using the appropriate national and
international quality standards limits (WHO Limits, EU Quality Standards etc). Where no
such standards exist, the ES should describe the judgements (assumptions and value
systems) that underpin the attribution of significance. The assessment of significance
should consider the impact’s deviation from the established baseline condition, the
sensitivity of the environment and the extent to which the impact will be mitigated or is
reversible. The range of factors, which are likely to influence the assessment of
significance, should be clearly identified. The ES should also detail how these variables will
affect the significance of the impacts over the life of the development. The ES should
identify the significance of impacts that remain following mitigation.
2.4 Mitigation
The ES should describe the measures proposed to avoid, reduce, and if possible, remedy
significant adverse impacts. The ES should provide an indication of the effectiveness of the
stated measures. The ES should demonstrate a clear commitment to implementing the
mitigation measures and indicate how and when these measures will be implemented.
Where there is uncertainty over the effectiveness, or it is dependent on assumptions,
justification should be provided for the acceptance of the assumptions.
2.5 Follow-Up
The ES should provide details of any management plans that are to be implemented to
deliver mitigation measures and to monitor the environmental impact of the project. These
should also provide details of the time scales of the management plans and their
geographical extent. Where a management plan is to be integrated into an environmental
management system, the ES should describe how this would be implemented. The ES
should identify those responsible for the follow-up programme and describe how the results
of such a programme will affect the proposal’s operation.

3. Presentation of Results
3.1 Presentation
The ES should be clear and logical in its layout and presentation and be capable of being
understood by the non-specialist. The use of technical terms should be kept to a minimum,
with a glossary provided. A full list of references should be provided. The inclusion of
information not directly relevant to the nature of the proposal and its associated impacts
should be avoided. Plans should be provided to assist in understanding the locations of
impacts and should be labelled with all places mentioned in the text.
3.2 Objectivity
The ES should be a balanced document, providing an unbiased account of the
environmental effects with reasoned and justifiable arguments. The ES should give
appropriate prominence to both positive and negative effects relative to their importance.
The ES should summarise the issues raised by consultees. The ES should be explicit in
recognising areas of limitations within the ES, any difficulties that have been encountered
and assumptions on which the assessment is based. How these have affected the ES and
what measures were taken to limit them should be detailed.
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3.3 Non-Technical Summary
The NTS should provide sufficient information for the non-specialist reader to understand
the main environmental impacts of the proposal without reference to the main ES. The
NTS should include a summary of the description of the development, the main alternatives
considered, the aspects of the environment likely to be significantly affected by the
development, the likely significant impacts and the mitigation measures to be implemented.
The NTS should make appropriate reference to maps and diagrams. The NTS should be
provided as a separate, stand alone document to facilitate a wider readership.

4. Areas of Originality / Innovation
Any areas of innovation or originality will be noted in this section. If the ES does not merit
comment in this section, it will be deleted from the review. This section will be not be
graded.
INSTITUTE REVIEW GRADES
A
B
C
D
E
F
N/A

Excellent, no tasks left incomplete
Good, only minor omissions and inadequacies
Satisfactory despite omissions and inadequacies
Parts well attempted, but must as a whole be considered unsatisfactory
because of omissions and/or inadequacies
Poor, significant omissions or inadequacies
Very poor, most tasks left incomplete
Not applicable. The review topic is not applicable or relevant in the context of
this statement
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APPENDIX FOUR – BASIC PRINCIPLES OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT GOOD PRACTICE
Environmental Impact Assessment should be:
Purposive – the process should inform decision making and result in appropriate
levels of environmental protection and community well being.
Rigorous – the process should apply the “best practicable” science, employing
methodologies and techniques appropriate to address the problems being
investigated.
Practical – the process should result in information and outputs which assist in
problem solving and are acceptable to and able to be implemented by proponents.
Relevant – the process should provide sufficient, reliable and usable information
for development planning and decision making.
Cost effective – the process should achieve the objectives of EIA within the limits
of available information, time, resources and methodology.
Efficient – the process should impose the minimum cost burdens in terms of time
and finance on proponents and participants consistent with meeting accepted
requirements and objectives of EIA.
Focused – the process should concentrate on significant environmental effects and
key issues; i.e. the matters that need to be taken into account in making decisions.
Adaptive – the process should be adjusted to the realities, issues and
circumstances of the proposals under review without compromising the integrity of
the process, and be iterative, incorporating lessons learned throughout the
proposal’s life cycle.
Participative – the process should provide appropriate opportunities to inform and
involve the interested and affected publics, and their inputs and concerns should be
addressed explicitly in the documentation and decision making.
Interdisciplinary – the process should ensure that the appropriate techniques and
experts in the relevant bio-physical and socio-economic disciplines are employed,
including use of traditional (or local) knowledge as relevant.
Credible – the process should be carried out with professionalism, rigour, fairness,
objectivity, impartiality and balance, and be subject to independent checks and
verification.
Integrated – the process should address the interrelationships of social, economic
and biophysical aspects.
Transparent – the process should have clear, easily understood requirements for
EIA content; ensure public access to information; identify the factors that are to be
taken into account in decision making; and acknowledge limitations and difficulties.
Systematic – the process should result in full consideration of all relevant
information on the affected environment, of proposed alternatives and their
impacts, and of the measures necessary to monitor and investigate residual effects.
Source: International Association for Impact Assessment & Institute of Environmental Assessment,
Principles of Environmental Impact Assessment Best Practice, International Association for Impact
Assessment (1999).
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APPENDIX FIVE – SUMMARY OF CONSULTEES’ RESPONSES
Consultee
Kent County
Council
Strategy and
Heritage
(KCC)

Area
Commented
On
Planning
Policy

Ecology

Summary of Key Responses
Proposed modifications to the Kent and
Medway Structure Plan (KMSP) are the
subject of public consultation. The
modifications include substantial changes
to the Policy TP25 Lydd Airport which
sets out the major environmental
considerations which any proposal for
expansion of aviation at the airport will
need to be tested against.
Shingle hollows proposed for infilling are
likely to provide habitat for great crested
newts (a primary reason for the sites
designation as a cSAC).
Increased levels of air pollution may have
an impact on lichens (an important
element of the botanical community for
which the site was designated).
Dungeness to Pett Level SPA was
designated as it is regularly used by over
1% of the GB bird population of 4 species
(Berwicks Swan, Common tern, Little tern
and Mediterranean gull) listed on Annex 1
of the Birds Directive and its
internationally important population of
Shoveler. Sufficient evidence should be
provided to show that during the
construction and operational phases the
proposal will not have a detrimental
impact on the bird species for which the
site was designated or other birds of
conservation concern which are found in
the area.
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The EIA should address the requirements
of Regulation 48 of the Habitat
Regulations (1994). The ES will need to
provide details of the likely direct and
indirect impacts on biodiversity arising
from the proposal and also the proposed
measures to ensure that the integrity of
the internationally and nationally
designated sites are not adversely
affected.
Full ecological surveys are required for
the site and its surrounds, supported by
an appropriate desk study. The following
groups/species should be included as a
minimum:
• Phase 1 Habitat Survey (or equivalent)
• Plants
• Reptiles
• Amphibians
• Invertebrates
• Wintering and breeding birds.
The scoping report contains insufficient
detail with respect to individual ecological
survey objectives, methodologies,
timings, and coverage. There is a lack of
detail on the EcIA approach to be adopted
by the applicant.
Use of River Habitat Survey (RHS)
method is not the most suitable approach
if the main objective of the survey is to
record presence and relative abundance
of aquatic plant species. A more
straightforward approach would be to
focus on the recording of individual plant
species and their abundances.
The ES should address how wildlife gains
will be achieved.
Air and Noise
Pollution

Proposed coverage acceptable.
Modelling exercise should be undertaken
to determine the ‘with development’ and
‘without development’ scenarios for the
different phases of the development. This
should be related to the objectives set out
in the National Air Quality Strategy and
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Light Pollution

the noise levels set out in PPG 24.
This is a factor that is included within the
amended KMSP policy for Lydd Airport.
Should be included within the baseline
studies and included within the visual
impact assessment.

Cultural
Heritage

Proposals for this section seem to only
cover archaeological issues. All aspects
of the historic environment should be
considered: archaeology, historic
landscapes and historic buildings.
Archaeology: should include
consideration of scheduled sites such as
Jacks Court and their setting. English
Heritage should be consulted. The site
should be placed in its local, regional and
national context. The lack of
archaeological data for the area should
not be interpreted as a lack of
archaeology. The full range of
archaeology including industrial, such as
early aviation structures and
environmental evidence should be
considered. There is potential for
important paleoenvironmental data and
for remains to survive at some depth
below the present ground surface.
Historic Landscapes: There are
indications that this area of Romney
Marsh has been utilised and farmed
certainly from the Medieval period if not
from before. The survival of Jacks Court
suggests that there may be historic
landscape features of medieval date
surviving in the landscape. Field
boundaries, hedgerows, drains etc and
the traditional, historic field patterns
reflected in and around the airport should
be examined.
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Historic Buildings: the EIA needs to
highlight the proximity of historic buildings
and assess impacts on their setting.
Romney Marsh Research Trust should be
fully consulted.
Flooding

The site is within PPG 25 Zone 3.
Potential flooding risks should be
considered and, where appropriate,
mitigation measures and the use of flood
resilient materials should be proposed.

Landscape
and Visual

The assessment should be undertaken in
the context of both the National
Landscape Character Area and National
Profile and County Landscape
designations – in particular the site abuts
the Dungeness Special Landscape Area
as identified in the Structure Plan.

Transport

The assessment needs to be related to
likely traffic levels generated.
Proposed new or improved access
arrangements should be identified.
Impacts to local and wider sub region
should be assessed.
Impacts on existing public transport
provision should be assessed along with
the implications for necessary substantial
upgrading.

Kent Highway
Services

Traffic

Should be extended to be ‘transportation’
and include all modes of transport,
including rail. Policies in emerging Kent
and Medway Structure Plan should also
be taken into account, in particular Policy
TP25.

Shepway
District
Council

Planning
Policy

It is not clear what version of the Structure
Plan and Local Plan it is intended to use.

Traffic

Should the assessment not also consider
the potential impact of additional traffic on
junction 10 of the M20?
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Scoping report refers to background
levels and not ambient.
Time periods in relation to LA90, LAmax, LAeq
and LA10 are not clear.
Proposals for 24 hour measurements are
inadequate. Weekends should also be
included.
The influence of the Lydd Ranges, the
Raceway and the motorised watersports
centre should be included.
Modelling and assessment using 1NM is
appropriate.
No mention of the European Noise
Directive (END). The ES might usefully
consider Lden and Lnight in its predictions as
well as any implications the designation
as a major airport might have under the
END.
A survey of residential properties where it
would potentially be difficult to design
effective mitigation strategies (light weight
structures such as caravans) would be
useful. This would help establish the
scale of this problem.
Full details of incoming and outgoing flight
paths should be provided. Predictions
should be provided to show which
properties will be affected by the
development from these flight paths and
at what height level for an aircraft it is
considered no longer to be perceived as a
problem on ground level. This should be
provided for each type of aircraft
proposed to be used by the airport.
The EIA should provide details of:
• Types of aircraft and noise levels
produced from the engines;
• Number of flights each day, split to
incoming and outgoing and cargo or
passenger based;
• Times of flights each day;
• Direction and destination of the flights.
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Secondary indirect effects of the
development and the impacts these might
generate on the noise levels in the area
should be identified.
Traffic assessment should include details
of service industries that will be required
to service the airport terminals.
Details of mitigation measures for
construction noise should be provided.
Air Quality

Full details will be required on the impact
on air quality from the following sources,
and the mitigating measures that will be
put in place to reduce the effect of this
pollution from modelling undertaken:
• Pollution from aircraft;
• Pollution from increased road traffic;
• Pollution during the construction
phase.

Countryside
Agency

General

Recommend that consideration should be
given to the following aspects:
• The potential impact of the scheme on
landscape character and visual
amenity of the surrounding areas;
• The detailed design of the proposed
improvements should seek to respect
and enhance local character and
distinctiveness, and use appropriate
materials and designs in all new built
features.

English
Heritage

Cultural
Heritage

Broadly content with the proposed
scheme and the methodology for the EIA
that follows well established practices.
Encourage the EIA to look at the totality of
the historic environment and to report
holistically on the distinctive historic
landscape of the gravel beaches of
Dungeness and Lydd.
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Lydd area has good archaeological
potential principally for the medieval and
later periods but the complex history of
beach formation means that prehistoric
and Romano British remains cannot be
discounted.
There have been a series of extensive
archaeological investigations as a result
of gravel extraction around Lydd. The
authors of the EIA should be aware of
recent projects examining the complex
depositional and landscape history of this
part of Romney Marsh. Reference must
be made to the enhanced understanding
that these projects have brought to the
history of the Lydd area. A summary
report is available.
The more recent history of the airport site
should not be overlooked. Archaeological
remains and some buildings associated
with the World War II role of Lydd as an
Advanced Landing Ground could have
historic aviation interest.
RSPB

Proposed
Project
description

Concern that the scope of the EIA is not
sufficient to enable an assessment of the
full impacts of the proposed extension.
There is particular concern about the
filling in of the internationally designated
great crested newt pond that is excluded
from the assessment, and that the full
infrastructure needs associated with 0.5
or 2 million passengers’ per annum will
not be assessed.
Also concern that the scope of the
wintering bird survey will not be sufficient
to enable an assessment of the impacts
of the development on the internationally
designated bird populations.
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The runway extension will mean direct
loss of part of the Dungeness Special
Area Of Conservation (SAC). Potential
impacts include the risk of bird strike,
disturbance to internationally important
bird populations from increased road and
air traffic and from bird strike
management measures and air pollution.
The need for new car parking facilities is
not part of the proposed planning
applications and so not covered by the
EIA. It is vital that the EIA show whether
expansion is possible within the
environmental constraints the airport is
bound by, and shows the full implications
of expansion.
Ground
Conditions

It is not clear from figure 4.1 what
additional areas are proposed for SSSI
extensions.

Ecology

Concern that section 7 makes no mention
of providing information to enable
Shepway District Council to determine
whether there will be an adverse effect on
the integrity of the SAC or SPA under
Regulation 48 of the Habitats
Regulations.

Scope of the
bird survey

2 years of wintering bird surveys are
necessary to give an accurate picture of
important areas for birds. The 3 visits
made to survey wintering birds in
February and March 2005 do not
constitute one winter’s survey data
because a full wintering survey would be
carried out once a month from October to
March.
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There is a large area to the south of the
airport that is not shown on figure 7.1
which is important for birds. Whilst data
from designated sites can be provided by
the RSPB (although not necessarily in a
format, structure or to a timetable
necessarily compatible with the data
collected for the EIA), there is an area of
Denge Marsh to the south west of the
airport that is undesignated but not shown
on figure 7.1. This part of the marsh
should be included in the bird surveys as
it is likely to be subject to the most
disturbance from aircraft as it is under the
flight path.
The wintering bird’s survey should consist
of a Wetland Bird Survey type of count.
One survey visit should be made per
month from October to March. The study
area should encompass a 2 mile radius of
the airport.
Paragraph 7.2.14 states that the BTO’s
Common Bird Census methodology was
used for the breeding bird survey.
However, this methodology requires 10
visits from March to July to accurately
map territories, rather than the 4 visits
that have been carried out.
Concern that flight lines of birds will not
be picked up by the wintering and
breeding bird surveys which do not record
movements. Due to risk of bird strike it is
important to determine flight lines. Steps
should be taken to quantify the threat of
bird strikes to safety.
Traffic

Paragraph 10.4.2 refers to 300,000 and 2
million passengers. It is assumed that
this is an error and the scope is now for
0.5 and 2 million passengers per annum.

Air Quality

Deterioration in air quality has the
potential to impact on sensitive plant
communities.
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Noise and
Vibration

Suggest that the Dungeness to Pett level
SPA is a sensitive receptor as the
internationally important bird populations
are sensitive to disturbance.
Noise from increased road traffic
associated with expansion should also be
assessed in terms of impacts on people
and disturbance to internationally
important bird populations.

English
Nature

General

Description of
Development

Issues of particular concern:
• Air pollution affecting the cSAC and
the shingle/lichen communities.
• Habitat destruction and loss as a
direct impact of the construction of the
runway extension.
• Impact on birds.
• Possible damage to buried
geomorphology.
Concern over the potential for the
development being broken up into a
number of smaller applications. In
particular the use of an Instrument
Landing System.
Clarification required regarding current
sewage collection facilities.
Figure 3.3 omits the safety margin to the
runway and additional car parking
facilities.
Are all development proposals in the
masterplan captured within the scope of
the EIA?

Ground
Conditions

EIA needs to include consideration of:
• Potential impacts upon the shingle
ridges and the associated marsh soils.
• Potential for damage to areas which
are currently proposed for inclusion in
the SSSI because of their buried
geomorphology.

Water
Resources

There are smaller water bodies that lie
adjacent to the development area. These
are SAC features for great crested newt
interest and possible Ramsar features.
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There are potential ecological impacts/risk
from licensed abstractions and discharges
and existing pollution prevention and
control measures in place at the airport
acting as pathways and as a result of the
airport expansion. Particular attention is
needed with the following:
• Spillages of toxic pollutants during the
construction phase and at the
operational stage.
• Runoff from the runways, in particular
the use of antifreeze, and the impacts
on the surrounding environment
including the volume of runoff (and
antifreeze) which may change and the
implications of this change.
• Potential increased sewage demands
and its future management.
Land use

Needs to make reference to
geomorphology ‘ecologically designated
sites’.

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

List of designated sites needs to be
complete.
English Nature is working on extending
the Dungeness to Pett Level SPA to
reflect changes in important bird
populations. The Dungeness to Pett
Level Ramsar Site is also proposed for
consultation this year.
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Loss and deterioration of habitat which
may be permanent or temporary will
impact on the interest features. Particular
note must be taken of:
• Infilling the low lying hollows adjacent
to the runway.
• Large pond adjacent to the runway –
great crested newts and medicinal
leech – a Ramsar feature.
• Impacts on ditches.
• Extent of land required as a safety
margin to the runway and the impacts
this will have on habitat and species.
• Introduction of a new Instrument
Landing System and requirements for
safety margins and impacts on habitat.
• Impacts on bird habitat such as flight
paths, feeding, roosting sites.
Need to include assessment of water
bodies, not just ditches.
Question whether River Habitat Survey
methodology is appropriate in terms of
providing enough detail.
Bryophytes should be included.
Wetland invertebrates should be included.
Amphibian surveys should include the
ditches.
Study area for birds should cover land to
the south of the airport as well as that
proposed.
In relation to the desk study for birds. The
existing data for designated sites does not
provide a full coverage of the land in the
area potentially affected by the proposals.
Question whether the different data sets
are comparable with one another and fall
within the same time periods in which the
consultants’ own survey work was carried
out.
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A full two seasons of wintering bird survey
data is required. The following issues
should be considered within the EIA:
• Impacts on breeding sea bird
populations at both construction phase
and operational stage.
• Potential disturbance to gravel pits in
the Dungeness SSSI that support
wintering bird populations of value.
• Bird movements/flight paths and
changes to these movements that
occur over time, season or through
changes in feeding patterns, weather
conditions.
• Bird strike precautions.
• Bird control.
• Bird exclusion on water bodies in the
area.
Surveys should be carried out for
protected species including:
• Great crested newts;
• Common reptiles: grass snakes and
common lizard
• Medicinal leech;
• Sussex emerald moth;
• Badgers;
• Water vole;
• Bats.
Surveys should be carried out at the
correct time and by suitably qualified and,
where necessary, licensed, consultants.
A habitat survey (analogous to NVC
Phase 2) should be carried out on the
site, in order to identify any important
habitats present.
Impacts should be considered in terms of
the objectives and targets set out in
relevant Biodiversity Action Plans.
If possible wildlife gains should be
provided.
Appropriate
Assessment

An appropriate assessment needs to be
carried out. The EIA should contain
sufficient information to assist the
competent authority to inform the
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appropriate assessment. A stand alone
section of the EIA which considers
potential impacts on SAC, SPA and
proposed Ramsar features would aid this
process.
Landscape
and Visual

Lighting requirements on species such as
birds and moths need to be assessed.

Traffic

Question whether the expansion of the
airport would result in increased local
traffic on the Dungeness Road that runs
between Lydd town and Lydd SPA. This
runs through the Dungeness SSSI, SAC,
SPA and possible RAMSAR site. There
are potential impacts to designated sites
along other approach roads that may
experience increased local traffic as a
result of serving the airport. In particular
the road leading from Rye via Camber to
Lydd which passes the Lydd Ranges
complex. This road falls within 200m of
the Dungeness SSSI and SAC.

Air Quality

Air Quality objectives for the protection of
vegetation and ecosystems should be
included in the assessment. The NOx
objective is more stringent than the
human health standard for nitrogen
dioxide over the same averaging period.
English Nature seeks confirmation that
these objectives will be used in the
assessment.
The scoping report should be more
specific in terms of which nature
conservation sites are to be included as
receptors in the assessment. Advise that
all designated sites within at least 5km of
the emission sources, plus all sites within
200m of any roads, should be included in
the baseline assessment.
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Agree that none of the sites designated
for biological interest are within 200m of
the main approach road to the airport but
question whether the expansion of the
airport would result in increased local
traffic to the Dungeness Road that runs
between Lydd town and Lydd on Sea.
This runs through the Dungeness SSSI,
SAC, SPA and possible Ramsar site.
Question whether the 100m criteria
adequately takes into account the level of
sensitivity that shingle communities, in
particular lichens, display to dust.
Suggest a need for dust mitigation
measures if any designated sites lie within
200m of the construction area.
The assessment of nitrogen deposition
should not be limited to the SSSI, but
should include consideration of the SAC
and SPA and Ramsar features.
An assessment of impacts related to the
practice of fuel dumping in the air before
aircraft land should be included.

Environment
Agency

Noise

Potential impacts to ecological receptors,
particularly birds need to be assessed.

Sustainability
Appraisal

A link needs to be made to traffic and
local sustainable development priorities.

Cumulative
and incombination
effects.

The EIA should include an impact
assessment that identifies, describes and
evaluates the effects that are likely to
result from the project in combination with
other projects and activities that are
being, have been or will be carried out.

Groundwater
and
Contaminated
Land

No surface water drainage issues have
been addressed within the scoping report.
The EA should be consulted on the
drainage proposals.
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Storage of any type of oil should be in
accordance with the Control of Pollution
(Oil Storage) (England) Regulations
(2001).

Lydd Airport
Action Group

Water Quality

Existing and proposed foul drainage
arrangements should be investigated
along with their associated impacts.

Biodiversity

Use of River Habitat Survey at this
location is unsuitable. Suggest carrying
out surveys for macrophytes and aquatic
invertebrates in order to assess the
habitat quality of the ditch systems on the
marsh, at the appropriate time of year.

Consultation

The statutory bodies in East Sussex
should also be included in the
consultation process.

Airport Master The EIA should address the full
Plans
implications of all development aspects
shown on the masterplan – not just
runway extension and the new terminal.
Other factors include the creation of car
parks, fuel farms, additional aprons and
measures required by the CAA for
licensing purposes such as the creation of
safety zones.
Regional
Airports –
Alternative
Service
Providers
Air Traffic
Movements

Nuclear
Power
Stations

Full investigation into the economic
justification for the proposals should be
made.
Projected movements should be provided
for:
• Passenger aircraft;
• Cargo;
• General aviation;
• Helicopters.
A reassessment of the risk and reasons
for the 1.5nm special exclusion zone for
aircraft taking off and landing at Lydd
Airport should be carried out.
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Bird Migration
Studies

A radar based migration study should be
undertaken as part of the bird strike risk
assessment.

Traffic

Impacts to important C roads should also
be assessed.

Noise
Measurement
Points

The number of noise measurement
receptors should be increased to make
the survey more representative.

Air Quality

Study area for air quality should cover all
protected habitats on the Dungeness
Peninsular and the RSPB Bird reserve.
Key receptors for local air quality impacts
should include sites under the flight path.
Impacts to air quality related to traffic
using the C24 road through Camber
should be assessed.

CPRE
(Campaign to
Protect Rural
England)

Health Impact
assessment

Impacts on residents, in relation to noise
and air pollution should be assessed for
children in schools, children with learning
difficulties and the elderly in nursing
homes and residential care under the
flight path.

Urbanisation
of Romney
Marsh

Visual quantification of the urbanisation of
Romney Marsh in 2014-2020 should be
provided.

SocioEconomic

Both negative and positive impacts should
be predicted.

Noise

Ambient noise measurements should take
place in parts of Romney Marsh some
distance from the major noise sources.
Effects on schools.

Consequential The growth of Lydd will not simply mean
Effects
more aircraft. It will lead to the following:
• More traffic;
• Need for more school places;
• Need for more and better public
transport;
• Need for more shops;
• Need for more water.
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The prospective ability of the area to cope
with such increased demand should be
closely examined.
Climate
Change

The effects upon climate change need to
be examined.

Bird Migration
Studies

A detailed study of bird migration patterns
over the Dungeness peninsula, using
mobile bird detection radar as well as
visual identification of species, should
take place.

Range of
Assessment

Assessment should cover the full range of
traffic forecast for the period up to 2030,
and to be based on a published
masterplan and the CAA’s requirements.
Environmental benefits of limiting demand
by not expanding should be assessed.
Assessment should include the effect of
proposed or expected legislation, such as
tightening of air quality standards,
emissions taxes and reduced ambient
noise levels.

Dungeness
Bird
Observatory

Ecology and
Nature
Conservation

Moths: Suggest that trapping should be
carried out ideally once a week with an
attempt to pick “good” nights for trapping.
Previously collected baseline data is
available form the Dungeness Bird
Observatory.
Birds: Previously collected baseline data
is available form the Dungeness Bird
Observatory.
Wintering Birds: suggest a much greater
study be made of the bird populations in
the area with particular emphasis being
placed on the bird strike risk. A radarbased study is advisable.
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Breeding Birds: question whether the
whole of the area outlined on page 26
could be accurately surveyed according to
the BTO Common Bird Census
methodology in just four visits. The
official methodology normally requires
that at least eight, and preferably ten,
visits are made to the survey area. In
addition, the area outlined makes no
reference to important bird areas situated
to the south of Lydd Airport, in particular
the RSBP Reserve.
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APPENDIX SIX – FULL CONSULTEE RESPONSES
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