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Issue Designated 
site (plus 
potential and 
intended) 

Request/clarification 

1. Runway extension 
and designated sites 

SAC, SSSI i. Provide information that explains how the length of ditch 
and grassland/arable land designated as SAC within the 
proposed runway extension area would affect that 
designation and any features. 

ii. Provide calculations that show: (i) the area of the SSSI 
that will become paved runway; (ii) the area of the SSSI 
that will become runway strip1; (iii) the area of the SAC 
that will become paved runway; and (iv) the area of the 
SAC that will become runway strip. 

iii. Provide a plan of the proposed runway extension (at 
1:500 scale) that shows the proposed development 
together with designated site boundaries, existing 
ditches, proposed ditches and habitat types (e.g. arable 
land, rough grassland, short grazed grassland, etc). 

iv. Please confirm the proposed runway strip will be 
unimproved grassland not cultivated farm land. 

2. Nitrogen deposition2 
and ‘perennial 
vegetation of stony 
banks’ 

SAC, SSSI i. Following consultation with Natural England, provide a 
clear and concise definition of ‘perennial vegetation of 
stony banks’, including clarification of whether this 
includes unvegetated shingle and which NVC 
communities comprise this feature within the SAC. 

ii. Clarify what background total N deposition figure has 
been used from the APIS website in the N deposition 
modelling and assess the likely accuracy of this estimate 
based upon a review of relevant local information. 

iii. Clarify what increase in N deposition would likely have a 
significant adverse effect on ‘perennial vegetation of 
stony banks’. 

iv. Clarify what future trend in background N deposition has 
been used in the N deposition modelling and assess the 
likely accuracy of this estimate based upon a review of 
relevant local information. 

v. Clarify what area of ‘perennial vegetation of stony banks’ 
within the SAC would be significantly adversely affected 
under four scenarios: (i) an increase to 500,000 ppa and 
no change in the current background N deposition rate; 
(ii) an increase to 300,000 ppa and no change in the 
current background N deposition rate; (iii) an increase to 
500,000 ppa and the most likely trend in background N 
deposition; and (iv) an increase to 300,000 ppa and the 
most likely trend in background N deposition. These 
estimates should be accompanied by maps to show the 
affected areas of ‘perennial vegetation of stony banks’ 
and the boundary of the SAC and SSSI. NB: the 
distribution of ‘vegetated shingle’ shown in the N 
deposition mapping that has been submitted appears to 
be substantially inaccurate and any future calculations 
and maps should be based upon correct distribution data 
on this designated feature, for example utilising Natural 
England NVC data. 

 
                                                 
1The ‘runway strip’ is here defined as the ‘clear and graded’ or ‘clear’ areas around the paved runway 
2 NB:  Natural England intend to make a response very soon about the submitted nitrogen deposition assessment and 
hence further requests or clarifications may be necessary under this topic 
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Issue Designated 
site (plus 
potential and 
intended) 

Request/clarification 

vi. Clarify what area of ‘perennial vegetation of stony banks’ 
occurs within the entire SAC. 

vii. Clarify what mitigation or compensation is proposed for 
any significant negative effects on ‘perennial vegetation 
of stony banks’, to the degree that there is no reasonable 
scientific doubt that the measures are adequate, feasible 
and deliverable. In addition, assess whether any such 
measures are ‘compensation’ or ‘mitigation’ in the 
context of the Habitats Directive. 

3. Ozone and ‘perennial 
vegetation of stony 
banks’ 

SAC, SSSI i. Provide an assessment of the effects of the proposed 
developments on ‘perennial vegetation of stony banks’ 
via any changes in ozone levels caused by the proposed 
developments. 

4. Great Crested Newt 
terrestrial habitat 

SAC, SSSI, 
Ramsar Site 
(intended) 

i. Under the precautionary assumption that GCNs are 
present within the ditches of the runway extension area, 
clarify the area of potential terrestrial GCN habitat (i.e. 
rough grassland) within the proposed runway extension, 
both within and outside the SAC, SSSI and intended 
Ramsar Site. 

ii. Clarify what mitigation or compensation measures will be 
implemented for the loss of potential terrestrial GCN 
habitat, to the degree that there is no reasonable 
scientific doubt that the measures are adequate, feasible 
and deliverable. In addition, assess whether any such 
measures are ‘compensation’ or ‘mitigation’ in the 
context of the Habitats Directive. 

5. Runway extension 
and construction 
activities 

SAC, SSSI, 
Ramsar Site 
(intended) 

i. Clarify the area of land that will be affected by 
construction activities as part of the runway extension 
(i.e. including any areas needed for the storage of 
materials, vehicle movement, etc) and clarify what 
measures will be taken to ensure that construction 
impacts are contained to the areas identified. 

6. Current runway strip SAC, SSSI, 
Ramsar Site 
(intended) 

i. Provide evidence from the CAA that there is no 
reasonable likelihood that the GCN pond located within 
the current runway strip would need to be wholly or 
partly in-filled if the type and frequency of aircraft 
movements changed to the levels envisaged in the 
development proposals. 

ii. Clarify with the CAA the necessity, or otherwise, to 
widen the current runway strip in order to accommodate 
the type and frequency of aircraft movements envisaged 
under the development proposals. 

iii. Clarify the necessity, or otherwise, of any works required 
as a result of the proposed developments within the 
current runway strip. 

iv. If widening of the runway strip, works within it or in-filling 
of the GCN pond are reasonably foreseeable, clarify 
what effect this may have upon designated features of 
the SAC, SSSI and intended Ramsar Site, such as GCN, 
Medicinal Leech and ‘perennial vegetation of stony 
banks’ (making use of NVC data from Natural England 
as necessary).  
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Issue Designated 
site (plus 
potential and 
intended) 

Request/clarification 

Where significant adverse effects are reasonably 
foreseeable, clarify what mitigation or compensation 
measures will be implemented (in consultation with 
Natural England), to the degree that there is no 
reasonable scientific doubt that the measures are 
adequate, feasible and deliverable. In addition, assess 
whether any such measures are ‘compensation’ or 
‘mitigation’ in the context of the Habitats Directive. 

7. Plant-insect 
interactions 

SSSI, SAC i. In consultation with Kent Wildlife Trust, clarify the need, 
or otherwise, to consider for the purposes of the EIA 
Regs possible changes to plant-insect interactions as a 
result of continued/increased nitrogen deposition and 
consequent possible effects upon endemic species or 
subspecies. If this proves to be reasonably necessary, 
undertake an assessment and submit the results. 

8. Infrastructure works 
or ancillary facilities 

To be 
confirmed 

i. Clarify details of any infrastructure works or ancillary 
facilities that are a reasonably foreseeable result of the 
proposed developments and which have not been 
considered fully within the submitted material to date. In 
addition, assess the ecological impacts that such 
infrastructure works or ancillary facilities may have, 
including proposed mitigation to offset any significant 
effects as necessary, and specify the designated 
intended and potential site(s) concerned. 

9. Terrestrial 
invertebrates 

SSSI i. In consultation with Kent Wildlife Trust, clarify the need, 
or otherwise, to undertake terrestrial invertebrate 
surveys for the purposes of the EIA Regs. If this proves 
to be reasonably necessary, undertake the surveys, 
assess impacts, propose mitigation (as necessary) and 
submit the results. 

10. Rare and threatened 
plant species 

SSSI, SAC i. In consultation with Kent Wildlife Trust, clarify the need, 
or otherwise, to consider for the purposes of the EIA 
Regs possible damage to populations of rare and 
threatened plant species (including s74 species), as a 
result of community changes arising from 
continued/increased nitrogen deposition. If this proves to 
be reasonably necessary, undertake the surveys, assess 
impacts, propose mitigation (as necessary) and submit 
the results. 

11. Highway 
improvements to 
Hammonds corner 

SSSI i. Following consultation with the Highways Agency, 
assess whether the proposed highway improvements to 
Hammonds Corner will likely affect the SSSI. If they will, 
undertake ecological surveys as necessary, assess 
impacts, propose mitigation and submit the results. 

12. Excess ground 
material 

SAC, SSSI, 
Ramsar Site 
(intended) 

i. Clarify the amount of excess ground material that will be 
generated by the proposed developments, where it will 
come from and where it will go to. 

13. Ditches within and 
around the proposed 
runway extension 

SAC, SSSI, 
Ramsar Site 
(intended) 

i. Clarify how a significant reduction in water quality within 
the ditches in the area of the proposed runway extension 
will be avoided as a result of the runway extension, to 
the degree that there is no reasonable scientific doubt 
that the proposed measures are adequate, feasible and 
deliverable. 
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Issue Designated 
site (plus 
potential and 
intended) 

Request/clarification 

ii. Clarify what mitigation or compensation measures will be 
implemented for the loss of ditches, to the degree that 
there is no reasonable scientific doubt that the measures 
are adequate, feasible and deliverable. In addition, 
assess whether any such measures are ‘compensation’ 
or ‘mitigation’ in the context of the Habitats Directive. 

14. Definition of 
‘waterbirds’ 

SPA (potential 
revision) and 
Ramsar Site 
(intended) 

i. Clarify with Natural England which species within the 
SPA would be part of the designated feature “waterbirds” 
under the intended revision of the SPA designation, 
taking into account Ramsar guidance. 

15. Ramsar Site 
boundary 

Ramsar Site 
(intended) 

i. Clarify with Natural England the likely boundary of the 
Ramsar Site, especially within the proposed runway 
extension area and existing runway strip. 

16. Bird control SPA (plus 
potential 
revision), 
SSSI, Ramsar 
Site 
(intended) 

i. Clarify the information used to derive the estimate of a 
current bird-strike rate at LAA of “approximately one per 
year”, as stated in the draft Bird Control Plan. In addition, 
if available, provide data to show the annual bird-strike 
rate at LAA during the past ten years (including the 
species involved), together with an assessment of the 
completeness of those data. 

ii. Clarify how a “buffer zone of several hundred metres 
wide around the [airport] perimeter”, as stated in the draft 
Bird Control Plan, would be created and maintained, and 
clarify the spatial extent of the buffer zone. 

iii. Clarify how bird-scaring activity will change inside and 
outside the LAA boundary between current conditions 
and the proposed development scenarios so that any 
changes to the type, frequency and spatial extent of 
such activities are clear and well-substantiated. 

iv. In consultation with RSPB and Natural England, assess 
the need for conducting radar and/or manual vantage 
point surveys of birds for the purpose of the EIA and AA. 

v. Clarify what, if any, information on bird flight-lines 
relevant to the proposed developments can be 
generated from existing bird survey data and assess 
how this may be used to inform activities aimed at 
reducing bird-strike risk under the proposed 
development scenarios. 

vi. Clarify how and where the management of agricultural 
land outside the LAA will likely change as a result of the 
proposed developments, as indicated in the draft Bird 
Control Plan. 

vii. Provide a copy of the current Local Safeguarding Policy 
and that which would be implemented under the 
proposed development scenarios. 

viii. Clarify how local safeguarding in relation to bird-strike 
risk management has been implemented at LAA over the 
past five years. 

ix. Clarify how local safeguarding in relation to bird-strike 
risk management will change between current conditions 
and the proposed development scenarios, and clarify 
how this will reduce the bird-strike risk. 
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Issue Designated 
site (plus 
potential and 
intended) 

Request/clarification 

x. In consultation with the RSPB and Natural England, 
clarify how any changes in the Local Safeguarding Policy 
may affect the SPA (plus intended revision), intended 
Ramsar Site and SSSI, particularly with regard to the 
maintenance or enhancement of wetlands. 

xi. In light of the above and in consultation with RSPB and 
Natural England, revise and resubmit the Bird Control 
Plan as a finalised document, ensuring that it is 
compliant with the CAAs guidance on Bird Control 
Management Plans. The revised plan should clearly 
consider all bird species that are a bird-strike hazard and 
methods that will be used to reduce that hazard to an 
acceptable level. 

17. Aircraft movements 
and noise 

SPA (plus 
potential 
revision), 
SSSI, Ramsar 
Site 
(intended) 

i. Provide data that shows: (i) the number of aircraft 
movements per month during 2003 to 2007; and (ii) the 
projected number of aircraft movements per month 
under the proposed development scenarios. These data 
should be broken down by aircraft type (helicopter or 
aeroplane) and size (small, medium and large) for each 
month, and an assessment made of the data accuracy. 

ii. Provide a series of LAmax noise contour maps that show 
all of the reasonably foreseeable departure and arrival 
routes when travelled by aircrafts of different size (small, 
medium and large). Each map must show: (i) the current 
SPA boundary; (ii) the intended extension to the SPA 
boundary; and (iii) a robust estimate of how often the 
route is travelled currently and under the proposed 
development scenarios. These maps should be 
accompanied by an assessment of noise contour 
accuracy. 

18. Aircrafts and visual 
disturbance of birds 

SPA (plus 
potential 
revision), 
SSSI, Ramsar 
Site 
(intended) 

i. In consultation with Natural England and RSPB, clarify 
the need, or otherwise, to consider within the EIA and 
AA the visual disturbance that aircrafts may have upon 
birds. If the need is reasonably necessary, undertake an 
assessment and submit the results. 

19. Bagous invertebrate 
samples 

To be 
confirmed 

i. Clarify with Natural England the need, or otherwise, for 
the purposes of the EIA Regs to identify to species-level 
the Bagous samples previously taken, and if this proves 
to be reasonably necessary conduct the work and submit 
the results, and specify the intended and potential 
designated site(s) concerned. 

20. Water quality 
analysis of GCN 
pond 

SAC, SSSI, 
Ramsar Site 
(intended) 

i. Clarify with Natural England the need, or otherwise, for a 
chemical survey of the GCN pond adjacent to the current 
runway strip. If this proves to be reasonably necessary, 
conduct the work and submit the results. 

21. Effects on bird 
populations 

SPA (plus 
potential 
revision), 
SSSI, Ramsar 
Site 
(intended) 

i. Based upon the bird survey data collected for the EIA 
and WeBS data, and in consultation with the RSPB and 
Natural England, provide a series of maps that shows 
the location of observations and counts of designated 
bird species of the SPA (plus intended revision), SSSI 
and intended Ramsar Site, noting the intention to include 
all ‘waterbirds’ in the SPA and Ramsar Site.   
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Issue Designated 
site (plus 
potential and 
intended) 

Request/clarification 

 
These maps should show the following boundaries: 
 (i) LAA; (ii) the current SPA boundary; (iii) the intended 
extension to the SPA boundary; (iv) the SSSI boundary; 
(v) the intended Ramsar Site boundary; and (vi) 
boundaries of bird census surveys. 

ii. In consultation with the RSPB and Natural England, 
clarify what areas of the SPA (plus intended revision), 
SSSI and intended Ramsar Site would be significantly 
negatively affected by increased noise disturbance 
arising from changes in bird-scaring activities and aircraft 
movements under the proposed development scenarios. 

iii. In consultation with the RSPB and Natural England, 
clarify what proportion of the populations of designated 
bird species (including those that are intended to 
become designated features) would be negatively 
affected by changes in bird-scaring activities, agricultural 
land management, local safeguarding and aircraft 
movements as a result of the proposed developments. 

22. Geomorphology SSSI i. Following consultation with Natural England, confirm the 
effects of the proposed developments on the geological 
designated feature of the SSSI and clarify what 
mitigation or compensation measures will be 
implemented for any significant adverse effects, to the 
degree that there is no reasonable scientific doubt that 
the measures are adequate, feasible and deliverable. 

23. PPS9 Key Principle 
1(ii) 

SPA (plus 
potential 
revision), 
SSSI, Ramsar 
Site 
(intended), 
SAC 

i. Provide a summary list of measures that will be 
implemented under the proposed developments to 
maintain, and enhance, restore or add to biodiversity and 
geological conservation interests. 

 


