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3.1 How well does the RTS reflect and complement the proposed spatial strategy?
3.2 Should RTS include a more spatially specific policy on demand management in general, or road user charging in particular, having regard to the potential for raising new sources of revenue for transport schemes (Policy T6)?
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)
3.3. and 3.4 – No comment
3.1 How well does the RTS reflect and complement the proposed Spatial Strategy?

1. This statement has been prepared on behalf of The Consortium (Prudential Assurance Company Ltd, The Crown Estate and Wilky Property Holdings Plc) and relate to original representations on Policies T1, T3 and T9 lodged by Savills on its behalf. 
2. The RTS promotes a clear and well defined approach by concentrating on the management of the transport networks, whilst balancing this with investment in the networks to meet projected travel needs arising from the plan.

3. The RTS recognises that growth cannot be solely or effectively accommodated through the supply of additional capacity on the networks, but promotes the role of improving levels of accessibility to achieving the objectives of the spatial strategy. This approach is supported.
4. This approach to delivering a high quality transport system to act as a catalyst for continued economic growth is welcomed, particularly Policy GAT4 which promotes opportunities for economic development in the vicinity of Gatwick airport.  Similarly, the approach is supported in establishing Gatwick as an International Gateway, as set out in Policy T1.
5. The core principles of the RTS reflect the main policies of the Spatial Strategy, particularly in support of the concept of regional hubs and spokes and the International Gateway at Gatwick.  In particular, through underpinning the function of the International Gateways and Inter-Regional Movement Corridors, Policy T1 prioritises investment in upgrading the transport system in accordance with the Spatial Strategy, which is supported.  Similarly Policy T3 supports and develops the role of Regional Spokes.

6. However, the mechanism for delivering the various policies is not sufficiently defined within the RSS and RTS and requires further clarification.  In addition, the RTS offers no guidance on the timescale for delivering the demand management measures or investment which would aid the delivery of the plan.
7. Whilst, in general, the RTS reflects and complements the proposed Spatial Strategy, the issues of delivery and lack of guidance in the timescales should be more clearly addressed.  This would enable development to proceed with the necessary demand management measures and investment in place to accommodate travel patterns associated with the level of growth, in particular the development of the Gatwick area.
8. Within the Highways Agency’s response to the RSS, the Agency recognises the need,” to develop a strategy with the sub-region to improve the operational capacity of this strategic route (M23)”.  This approach is supported, should it engage with all the Stakeholders in the area to prepare and deliver the necessary assessment and infrastructure appropriate to the level of development.
3.2 Should the RTS include a more spatially specific policy on demand management in general, or road user charging in particular, having regard to the potential for raising new sources of revenue for transport schemes (Policy T6)?      
1. Managing demand and investing in transport are vital in supporting the strategic development proposals.  Demand management measures are required to ensure appropriate allocation of road space for all users which in turn will promote a sustainable balance between all modes.
2. A key policy driver is to reduce the number and length of car trips.  It is clear that road user charging initiatives have a role to play in achieving this objective and coupled with further demand management techniques, should therefore have a role in the delivery of the RTS.
3. The question is, however, whether there should be a more spatially specific policy for these tools?  Without one, it is possible that Local Transport Authorities will adopt a unilateral approach to managing roadspace and charging for its use without being aware of, or accounting for, the unintended consequence of imposing additional traffic on their neighbours as a result of restraint policies causing the re-distribution of traffic.
4. An additional constraint, without a spatially specific policy will be the need to link investment and management to charging for the use of road space where development crosses local authority boundaries or where the impacts are felt in neighbouring authorities.
5. In seeking to address these constraints, and assist with the effective implementation of ‘manage and invest’, the RTS would significantly benefit from a more spatially specific policy for demand management in general, and road use charging in particular. This should also be co-ordinated with the identification of the “Diamond for growth” centred on Crawley as set out in the draft Regional Economic Strategy (RES), and the RSS spatial strategy which establishes Crawley/Gatwick as a Regional Hub (Policy CC8b).
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)?

1. The level to which the RTS sets out the policies for air growth is supported in that it reflects current Government policy, promoting two additional runways in the greater south east area at Stansted and Heathrow.  It is also appropriate that the plan only supports the expansion of Gatwick as a second runway airport until such a time as a second runway becomes a firm commitment in Government policy.  
2. Similarly, support is given for prioritising a reduction in the environmental impacts of surface access and providing for a higher public transport mode share within the Surface Access Strategies, as set out in Policy T9.  Any future growth, not only of Gatwick Airport, but within the surrounding area, will be dependant on the ability of the highway and public transport networks to accommodate trips in association with measures to manage demand.  This also applies to the operation of Gatwick airport, in that it must make proportionate contributions to the delivery of improvements of short and long term measures to deliver growth.  Addressing these issues will support the future growth and role of Gatwick as a hub and International Gateway as set out in Policy T1.

3. Other policies within the RTS, in particular Policy T1 (Manage and Invest) and T5 (Mobility Management) will assist in delivering demand management and investment in accommodating the RSS’s provision for growth.
4. These will be delivered through strategies and measures which are put into place through the local documents (LDDs and LTPs) for establishing mode shift in favour of public transport. The opportunity of promoting modal shift towards sustainable modes in the vicinity of Gatwick airport is significant, building on the existing rail network and the Fastway Bus scheme, which links in with the focussing of growth in Crawley/Gatwick as identified in the RSS/RES.   
5. The Implementation Plan allows for engagement with all Stakeholders to ensure that there is a joined up, strategic approach to facilitating growth at Gatwick which will accommodate present and future provision for growth. This approach is supported. 
6. In conclusion it is considered that the RTS reflects to an appropriate level, the provisions of the Air Transport White Paper.
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