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Matter 3:  Regional Transport Strategy

Q3.1  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, page 99)?
· It is important that any revenue raised from charging schemes is ring-fenced locally for transport infrastructure investment that is not already incorporated in Local Transport Plans or Local Development Frameworks.
Q3.4  Does the strategy provide an adequate framework for the development of ports bearing in mind the current Government review of ports policy (policy T10, page 101)?

· We endorse the Plan’s proposals to develop the role of Newhaven Port.  However, it also proposes to enhance the role of Shoreham Port despite it being hindered through poor accessibility.  We urge the Plan to encourage the release of this valuable and large brownfield site that, we believe, would be better utilized as employment and residential land, rather than as a port.
Q3.5  Should the RTS have reflected to a greater extent to provisions of the Air Transport White Paper, particularly at Gatwick (Policy T9, page 101)?

· The Government has made its decision regarding aviation in the South East.  The Plan should be within the framework of the Government’s Aviation White Paper, which safeguards land for future development of a second runway at Gatwick (post-2019) as an alternative to development at Heathrow should it prove too difficult on environmental grounds.  The draft Plan does not address the consequences of a possible second runway at Gatwick Airport post-2019.  The Plan does not consider the impact of a second runway at Gatwick Airport on factors such as economic growth, housing, employment, transport, environment etc.  It is a significant omission.
· Sussex Enterprise believes that there is a strong case for a second runway at Gatwick.  We ran a campaign for a second runway at Gatwick and responded to the Aviation White Paper consultation.  The case for a second runway at Gatwick is over-whelming with large-scale support among businesses and unions; demand for slots exceeds supply.
· We commissioned NOP Business to research Sussex business opinion of proposals to expand Gatwick Airport.  There is large-scale support among businesses in Sussex for a second runway.  The research shows that, of those businesses that have an opinion on Gatwick, the majority (84%) are in favour of expansion, with the preferred option being one additional close-in runway (43%)
.  
· A second runway at Gatwick would help attract inward investment into the area.  Most importantly, one out of twenty businesses would relocate if expansion took place at other South East airports, excluding Gatwick
.  SEER Consulting
 forecasts show this could result in the loss of 30,000 jobs and cost the Sussex economy £1bn.  

· In the ranking of runway development options by net benefit
, additional Gatwick runways feature in all of the top six options.  Even in the revised DfT figures
, additional Gatwick runways are in all top six options, which is not the case for Heathrow or Stansted.

· The demand for slots at Gatwick exceeds supply today, particularly when compared with other South East airports.  Gatwick has seen a 12% rise in demand between 2001-2002 compared with 2.6% at Heathrow, -11.4% at Stansted and -11.1% at Luton, according to figures by Airport Coordination Limited.  Gatwick airport’s runway is the most heavily used single runway in commercial air transport operation in the world.  It is heavily congested with significant delays.  The Aviation and Travel Consultancy figures show that most routes now take 30 minutes longer than in the 1980s solely due to congestion.  

· The benefits of a second runway at Gatwick would not only affect the economy in Sussex.  Its location also permits it to do more than serve the Sussex economy.  It would help to meet the high demand for air travel locally and boost the economy in the South East Region. We, therefore, urge the Assembly to include proposals for a possible second runway at Gatwick for the benefit of the South East Region and ensure that the land, which would be used for a second runway is protected from development

· Sussex Enterprise, on behalf of businesses, is concerned about the cross-subsidization of a new runway at Stansted from passengers travelling through Gatwick Airport.  The CAA’s policy is that the three BAA London airports should be regulated on a stand-alone basis and is the working assumption for the new airports price review in 2008 and beyond.  However, the CAA advise they would be bound to consider any representations in the next price review to move away from this approach.  Sussex Enterprise strongly believes the development of a new runway at Stansted Airport is on a stand-alone basis.  SEERA should oppose the cross-subsidization of airport charges between the three London airports owned by BAA.  

� NOP Research, 2003


� NOP Research, 2003


� A subsidiary of Sussex Enterprise now known as Step Ahead Research Ltd


� SERAS Consultation Document


� New DfT figures take into account the revised figures based on new Treasury guidance
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