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RECOMMENDATIONS

1. SEEDA welcomes the national approach being taken to develop a sustainable airports policy.  For this reason, SEEDA’s views are informed by work undertaken by consultants, York Aviation, on behalf of all 9 RDAs in order to set out a common approach, and to develop a typology of airports.

2. SEEDA accepts the wide range of variables inherent in forecasting demand for aviation over the next 30 years.  But in the light of the sustained growth in the region over the past 30 years, the middle range forecasts are accepted as a reasonable basis for assessing how much runway and terminal capacity should be provided.  In so doing, it is essential that the aviation industry accepts the responsibility for meeting its external environmental costs in order to demonstrate that such growth can be accommodated in a sustainable way.

3. An incremental approach is recommended to providing this capacity in the South East region.  The maximum use of existing capacity and planned additions at Heathrow, Stansted, Gatwick and Luton should be the first choice, as is proposed in the SERAS document as the Government’s own starting point.

4. In order to maintain the competitiveness of the South East region, a third short runway at Heathrow is recommended to reinforce its unique international hub role.  This new runway should be secured by the Government directly using Parliamentary powers rather than relying on the promoter to bring forward a planning application.

5. This third runway at Heathrow should be the maximum growth there, taking into account the environmental impacts and pressures for further housing and employment growth in the western part of the region.  SEEDA proposes that a second runway at Stansted should be promoted to follow expansion of Heathrow, as soon as it is needed.  According to the pace of future aviation growth in the South East, policy should consider either a second runway at Gatwick (preferably a close parallel runway) or a third runway at Stansted, and these long-term options kept open by safeguarding the necessary land.  SEEDA sees no reason to overturn the existing legal agreement preventing a second runway at Gatwick before 2019, but equally the planning at preparatory level could start well before then.

6. The option of a completely new airport at Cliffe is rejected, in view of the massive capital costs, doubts about feasibility, the long lead-time before new capacity could be provided, and the strong environmental constraints on major development on the North Kent Marshes.

7. The role of the region’s smaller airports, particularly Southampton, London City, Manston and Southend should be exploited to the full, together with the business aviation airfields in the region.

8. Planned new runway and terminal capacity in the South East region will only be acceptable if substantial improvements to noise and pollution effects of aircraft are achieved, and a programme of surface access improvements carried out.  These will need to be designed to suit the precise development programme, but would include for example:

· Implementation of the Crossrail, Airtrack and Thameslink 2000 schemes.

· Improvements to M25 as recommended by the ORBIT multi-modal study.

· Improvements to the functioning of Gatwick station.

9. To maximise the connectivity of Thames Gateway to both Stansted and Gatwick, a lower Thames crossing linking M11 in Essex with M2 in Kent is recommended.  A much better rail service from Ashford and North Kent to Gatwick is considered essential.

10.
To minimise labour supply and land pressures at Gatwick, better access to the South Coast is needed.

Paul Hudson, Director of Development and Infrastructure, Ext 4203

13th January 2004
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