











. What wili be the impact of the development on the existing passenger railway,

both during construction and in terms of capacity, safety/maintenance periods
ete whean the site is operational,

Landscape and.Visual Fffects
In relaticn to this section I would refer you to the detailed comments of the

Council’s Landscape Officer and Natural England’s countryside section that are
set out in the attached schedule. You should clearly demonstrate that the issues

raised have neen taken intc account in the ES. A number of links to available

resources and: assessment tools are included within the Natural England
comments, which you may find of assistance,

There needs to'be a full and robust consideration of the impact o on the strategic
landscape strategy, with particular reference to the impact on the setiing of the

Kent Downs ADNB, North Downs SLA and the appearance as well as the function
of the Strategic Gap.

The particular :impact of the inter-modal section of the site should be ciearly
considered. This is very visible and very difficult to screen, The site is not only
the gateway 1;:: Maidstone but is of UK national significance being con an
international route into the country reflecting on the quality standards applied In

the UK as a whole. Evidence of consideration of alternative layouts that would be
less intrusive should be included,

The scoping report contains no information on whether lighting pollution wil! be
considered. It should be. The site wil! be in operation 24 hours per day all year
round. Not only will there need to be lighting for security it is also likely to be a
health and safety requirement. The M20 is not lit at this point and neither is the
majority of the land to the escarpment of the North Downs north of the site,
Light pollution and its impact on the landscape and landscape quality of the area

will be an impertant issue. The impact of the lighting on ecology will also need to
be considered. :

A lighting appraisal of the site, including the proposed location and height of
lighting columns and other lghts within the site and their spread/intensity
patterns needs:to be included within the ES. This then needs to be linked into the
landscape appraisal and the ecology appraisal.

There need to be an assessment of ‘important’ hedgerows in terms of the

Hedgerow Regulations 1997 and Ancient Woodland/remnants/indicator species

(areas less than the 2ha sites listed in the Inventory of Kent’s Ancient
Woodlands),

Noise_and vibrétinn
The noise assessments should clearly censlder the gperation. of any health and
safety eguipment on the site such as reversing alarms or alarms for the gantry

cranes, The implicaticns of the noise likely to be generated when the containers
are moved onto ot off the lorries/trains or the stacks within the yard as well as

the likely impact of parked trucks with refrigeration units within the site also
need to be add_i'essed.




Ecology and Nature Cuniervatlnn '
The comments of the Envirecnment Agency, MNatural! England “and Kent Wildlife

Trust set out in the attached schedule shauld be clearly and comprehensively
addressed in the ES.

The Honeyhills Wood pasture and Guolf Course, Bearsted SNCI which extends to
land east of Thurnham Lane should be scoped into the EIA. Justito the north
west of the site, within the woadland adjacent to the M20 mntnnﬂ-ray' on the east
side of Thurnham Lane are two ponds created as receptor sites for: translocated
Great crested newts and reptiles when the CTRL was constructed. The
implications of these should also be addressed and scoped In.

A full ecological assessment of the streams to be diverted,-"reallgned!placed in
culvert should be undertaken and form part of the ES,

Cultural Heritage and Archaeology

Generally the proposed assessment is considered acceptable in 1t5 approach,
provided that the recommendations of KCC Heritage Conservation are followed.
In accordance with the advice In their response, the ES should include an
assessment of the flexibilty of the scheme Iaynutfdemgn in the event that

preservation in-situ of important archaeolegical remains is identified as a
requirement.

Drai e and Flo isk

The proposals should be assessed against the criteria in PPS25. The: cnmments of
the Environment Agency relating to the need to include any pmpused culverting
into the Flood Risk Assessment should be scoped in. The need for 2ny section to
be In culvert should be clearly addressed and alternatives fully considered. The

comments of Southern Water as set out in the attached schedule shnuld alsa ba
fully addressed.

Water quality is also a significant issue. The £5 should Include full details of

pollution prevention measures particularly in view of the slgnlf“-:ant areas of
hardstanding within the site.

Soil and Ground conditions

As well as the proposed investigations/studies set out in the scnpmg report, the
ES should take into account the concerns of the Environment Agency In relation
to discharge to groundwater, geclegy where they comment in respect of para
4.5.1 and piling (para 4.122 of the scoping report refers). The Council's

Environmental Health Manager also considers that a centamination assessment
should be undertaken and submltted,

As reguested by Natura! England, the ES should consider the quantnty and quality

of agricultural land lost to the development and the thEn'tla[ impact on
surrounding land uses,

Water resources .

As requested by the Envirenment Agency there is a need for the ES to include a
full Hydrogeological Impact Assessment, the site lies within an identified Source
Protection Zone III for the nearby Mid I{ent Water sources at Thurnham. Clearly
the alterations te the topography of the site, the need to deal wrth drainage



effectively and controi surface run-off are al jikely to have an Impact on

groundwater znd the water supply. It should be demonstrated that major

groundwater sources In the vicinity are not affected either in terms of quantity or
their guality.

The terms of the scoping report are accepted.

Socio-economic copditions
This is a key issue.

It is essential for the ES to include sufficient information for the Council to be
able to assess how the development will fit in with and what effect it will have on

its economic strategy and vision for Maldstone particularly in relation to
employment issues.

In "addition to ;_the issues raised in the scoping report, the comments of the
Council’s Economic Development Manager set out in the attached schedule -
should be clearly addressed In the ES.

Conclusion

I consider that. the matters identified in the report submitted on 28 March 2007
{ Environmental Appraisal for Screening Opinlon and Appendices) as modified by
the contents of this letter should form the basis of the Environmental Statement
that would need to be submitted to accompany the planning application for the
davelopment on the land to the west of the M20 Junction 8 at Maidstone.

This decision élues not preclude the local planning authority from requesting

" further information when considering the future planning application and
accompanying environmental statement.

Yours sinceraly.

Bl et

Steve Goulette.

Assistant Director of Regulatory & Environmental Services
Contact: Steve Clarke —~

t 01622 602418 f 01622 602392 /Q

e developmentcontrol@maidstone.gov.uk
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