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BRITISH AIRWAYS




Mrs Sue Morgan

The Panel Secretariat

Examination in Public

Draft South East Plan

Bridge House

1 Walnut Tree Close

Guildford

GU1 4GA

30 October 2006

Dear Ms Morgan

South East Plan Examination in Public:  Comments from British Airways

Introduction

British Airways is not a participant in the Examination in Public (EiP), but we would like to make some brief comments on Policy T9 (Airports) in the draft Plan.  

The development of Heathrow and Gatwick Airports is of direct concern to British Airways because our operation is based at these two airports.  As the largest scheduled UK airline,  British Airways employs over 40,000 staff in the UK, mainly in the South East and London, and provides a significant proportion of the UK’s international public transport network.  These services are vitally important to the national and regional economy and there is strong potential in the years ahead to improve the range of destinations available from London as well as the frequency of flights and the choices available to passengers.   Many businesses and individuals in the South East and throughout the UK depend the inter-connected network of flights provided by British Airways at Heathrow and Gatwick airports. 

If airport development is constrained unnecessarily, or if capacity is added at airports that are unsuitable for the development of commercially viable air services, economic development will be held back, congestion and flight delays will increase and there is likely to be continued steady growth of private air transport at the expense of publicly available, regular scheduled transport services.  

MATTER 3
REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY  

3.5
Should the draft RTS have reflected to a greater extent the provisions of the Air Transport White Paper, particularly at Gatwick (Policy T9)?


Issues

This policy is in material conflict with established Government Policy as set out in the 2003 Air Transport White Paper because it fails to acknowledge Government support for an additional runway at Heathrow, provided environmental conditions are met, or failing that, another runway at Gatwick.  

Discussion

The concerns of the Regional Assembly about the environmental impacts are noted in paragraph 1.25.  However, the research commissioned by the Assembly on environmental and social impacts is insufficient to overturn established Government policy on a such a matter, which has national economic significance.  Any new evidence from the Assembly is simply one factor that would need to be tested and weighed, along with other evidence, in a public inquiry.  A decision by the Secretary of State to approve or refuse a planning application for a new runway at Heathrow or, alternatively, at Gatwick, would take full account of the findings of the planning inquiry.  

The Government put in place a project to assess, in detail, the environmental impacts at Heathrow.  This is called The Project for Sustainable Development at Heathrow (or PSDH) and the work of this group is reported by DfT on their website.  The working group contains technical experts and representatives from the local authorities, the airport, Government and British Airways.  The group has spent some time examining local air quality issues, for example, especially measurement systems and modelling.  It is already clear that the information available at the time of the White Paper over-estimated the extent of the air quality problems at sites close to Heathrow.  Therefore we believe that the outlook for air quality is likely to be better than what was assumed in the White Paper.  The web site www.heathrowairwatch.org.uk contains the latest information on air quality around the airport.  

However, it is not appropriate either for British Airways, or for the Regional Plan, to pre-judge the Government’s White Paper Progress Report which will be published in 2007.  This will contain more up to date and accurate assessments of the range of environmental impacts of a new runway.

The White Paper decided that a new runway at Heathrow should go ahead but only if stringent environmental limits set out in the White Paper could be met.  Therefore Government policy already addresses and takes account of the concerns of the Regional Assembly.  If the environmental impacts would be greater than assumed previously, as the Regional Assembly believes, the development would not be supported.   If, however, it is demonstrated that the environmental limits can be met, there is no reason why the Regional Plan should not support such an important economic development.  

In any case, Regional Plans are required to reflect national policy statements and the current draft T9 does not do so.

Proposed change

The policy should acknowledge, as the White Paper does, that building the new runway is dependent upon stringent environmental conditions being met.  The Regional Plan could emphasise the importance of the environmental conditions, but it should welcome the new runway in those circumstances because of its economic importance.  Clearly the airport operator would need to be able to demonstrate that any proposal is able to meet the environmental tests set out in the White Paper and this would be tested in the public inquiry.  We propose replacing the first point and adding a new point as follows:

Remove:  

i. Support the development of Gatwick and Heathrow Airports within currently agreed levels of growth

Add: 

i. Support the development of Gatwick and Heathrow Airports within currently agreed levels of growth and, in principle, one new runway at Heathrow if the environmental conditions set out in the Government’s White Paper on Air Transport can be met.  
ii. Safeguard land for a wide-spaced runway at Gatwick to be developed after 2019 in case relevant studies conclude that a third runway at Heathrow Airport cannot be developed or operated within the environmental limits.
The possibility of a new runway should also be reflected in a small change to the policy addressing the environmental impacts of surface access by adding the words “where practicable” to point (i). 

British Airways is grateful for the opportunity to provide comments and we hope that you will find our submission helpful.

Isobel Knox

Manager Infrastructure and Regulatory Projects
Policy T9: Airports





Relevant regional strategies, Local Development Documents and Local Development Plans will include policies and proposals that:


Support the development of Gatwick and Heathrow Airports within currently agreed levels of growth;


Encourage Southampton Airport to sustain and enhance its role as an airport of regional significance;


Support an enhanced role for Kent International Airport as an airport of regional significance.





Priority should be given in the Airport Surface Access Strategies for each airport to achieve:


A reduction in the environmental impact of surface access;


A higher modal share in favour of public transport.














