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8. Di.1   Does the proposed strategy appropriately identify and respond to the differing circumstances within this sub-region; within the context of its environmental attributes ?
The proposed strategy does respond by not including the large scale expansion of Lydd Airport.   

With reference to the ‘environmental attributes’ the proposed development at Lydd Airport would cause huge detriment to a unique area.  Developing the airport for the first time into a regional airport, even if that were physically possible given the constraints of the site, the fact that jet planes would be low flying over many congested areas would cause trailing vapours which would degrade this environmentally important area and result in a combined noise footprint which would make life intolerable for thousands of residents.  

Even though jets would be low flying for purpose of landing or taking off, within the Civil Aviation Authority Rules governing flying below 1000 feet over  communities in the vicinity of the flight path, our whole area within a five mile radius of the airport would be deemed to be placed at high risk.   CAA rules in reference are the Air Navigation Order (ANO) Article 155 defining a ‘congested area’ as “an area of a city, town or settlement which is substantially used for residential, industrial, commercial or recreational purposes” and (RoA) Rule 5 stating that aircraft are not allowed to fly below a height of 1000 feet above the highest fixed point.  At St Marys Bay incoming aircraft are at 1100 feet. The CAA have indicated that the whole of the A259 from Hythe could be adversely affected from overhead noise pollution.

Data from the Boundary Commission shows that this New Romney Coastal and Town area has seen a 35% increase in population since 1988 compared to only 10% elsewhere.  The argument that ‘the airport was there first’ is reckless and unreasonable given that thousands of residents are now under the incoming and outgoing flight paths. Of relevance here is Air Navigation Order (Article 74) which states that “a person shall not recklessly or negligently cause or permit an aircraft to endanger any person or property”.
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I have lived all my life in Kent and 25 years on the New Romney Coast and can say that the mix of sights and sounds of the area is unique; church bells,  cadet band practice, the hooting of the light railway trains, military training on the Army ranges, the sound of the distant sea; all these sounds carry for miles on the wind.  These attributes of our special environment could be completed marred and obliterated within five years if reckless development is given in to.

Greatstone Primary School lies alongside the runway and would most likely suffer closure and disruption of education for hundreds of children.   Such an awful blow to the fabric our community because Greatstone Primary has all the signs of being a first class school with bright well behaved children and dedicated teachers.  Parents have informed me that the School is under advice from their School Governor Cllr. Fred Wood-Brignall not to comment on the Lydd Airport planning application until it is seen.  Unfortunately as the airport planning application has only just been submitted this will give them no time to comment to the EiP – non participant statements for which have to be in by the 18th December.

8. Di.2   Does Draft RSS make appropriate provision for significant growth in economic activity (Policies EKA3-7, RE5) ?

The SE draft plan more than meets the need for economic growth in the aviation industry by offering Manston for increased development.  Manston is a former military airfield with one of the longest runways in the country.  In past years there has never been any ceiling on the growth of Manston and yet it has failed to flourish suggesting that customers are reluctant to travel to the edges of Kent for this service.   With the right marketing I am sure that Manston could increase its business but would not wish the suggested high levels of over 2mppa on its local population (even if these goals  were achievable).

The small airfield of Lydd is a quite different case with currently only 5000 passengers per annum and this small airport should not be included in the SE to add to economic growth.   Currently Lydd is a valued local facility for light aircraft flying, air shows and events and we could disappear.

Historically, the maximum turnover Lydd Airport ever had at its height of prosperity in 1963 was about 180,000 passengers per year; this was from a combined total of 400,000 passengers with Southend Airport whilst Southend had the greater share of the business.    It has to be stressed that in those days the activity of the airport was as an Airferry and not a Regional Airport. 

This airferry in the 1960s (taking cars across to northern Europe) was very much a response to the times as the Costa Brava coast caused thousands of British citizens to take holidays in Spain for the first time.   Effectively Lydd Airport helped them on the first leg of their journey transporting their vehicles so they could drive down to Southern Europe.  The airports that Lydd flew to were Calais, Strasbourg, Lyon and Ostend.   These facts about the early history of Lydd Airport were forwarded to me by Jack Ellis former Chief Air Traffic Controller of Lydd Airport 1963 – 1980 who remains adamantly opposed to the expansion of Lydd Airport for reasons of safety and viability.
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The medium haul business which is now proposed is not economically viable and will compromises safety. The Romney Marsh needs sound economic growth compatible with its environmental attributes.  We have a huge amount of quality environment on the Romney Marsh and surrounding Kent countryside which we will not realise until we lose it; once it is lost it is gone forever.   In compatibility with this unique rural and coastal setting we currently have a very complex and sensitive economy which risks being unbalanced; many people work in small businesses, there people working from home and those working night shift at the power stations and elsewhere, many care homes and residence for the disabled.  Importantly there is a large population of fairly affluent retired people supporting the economy in different way through use of services.   Having one large overbearing employer could destroy the way of life as we known it and concrete over large swathes of the marsh.

One has to question the quality of economic growth which an expanded Lydd Airport might bring in the context of Lydd London Airport being a respectable employer.  There have been shortfalls in what one might expect of commercial standards with regard to LLA which gives one grounds for questioning.   One would normally expect the management of a prospective business to give out correct information to the general public; this has far from been the case with Lydd London  Airport.   

Some examples (1) In address and presentation to the Channel Chamber of Commerce and KCC, 22nd October 2004 the intended flight path was shown as going out to sea in an indented bay from Lydd to Folkestone.   This was a falsified map as such an indented bay does not exist and the real flight path lining up in a straight line will follow the length of the A259 through St Marys Bay, Dymchurch and Hythe; the project was being promoted on a false prospectus  (2)  Lydd Airport’s aim as described in this address and all other addresses until very recently is to become a Regional Airport.  This word ‘regional’ now seems to be being dropped and even denied but the intention remains the same.  (3)  Despite huge local concern from August 2004 onwards over the intended development from local residents, Lydd London Airport management did not come out and arrange a meeting in the affected communities until 5th April 2006  (4) At that meeting the Airport Manager Zaher Deir was asked by Cllr Mrs Val Loseby to say what the likely range of the employment on offer would be and he replied “£18,000 to £25,000 p.a.” and when pressed by her on a typical salary he said “£25,000 p.a.”  This seems disingenuous in similarity with much that has been put out by LLA.   (5)  It is claimed from a questionnaire circulated by the airport that positive responses to assumptions on the questionnaire have indicated support for the airport expansion from those surveyed but this has to be viewed in the context of how the questionnaire has been geared and the way responses have been channelled (6) Local people have experienced intimidation by airport staff at local meetings.  At a number of meetings airport staff one or two of them like built like bouncers and others still in their airport security uniforms have stood at the back of meetings and shouted down any resident who had the courage to speak; on one occasion an elderly lady from Meehan Road, Greatstone had her walking stick kicked away from under her by a very hefty airport employee.

Obviously we could use some more economic growth on the Romney Marsh but the employers we need to attract should be decent quality. 
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