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EXTRACT FROM MINUTES OF STACC 27 OCTOBER 2004

106.
NATIONAL AVIATION POLICY

INTRODUCTION

The Chairman introduced Mr Jonathan Sharrock, Head of Airports Policy Division, Department for Transport (DfT).  He reminded Members that Mr Sharrock would be constrained in his comments by the fact that a judicial review on proposals for Stansted would be taking place during December.

Presentation

Mr Sharrock reminded the Committee of the major proposals in the 2003 White Paper.  The focus of the DfT was now on how the proposals would be implemented – its tasks were to act as co-ordinator/facilitator/delivery agent, with airport operators actually putting forward applications to carry out the proposals set out in the White Paper.

He then went on to explain that the DfT had set up an internal management process, with a clear governance structure, and gave details of the eight teams constituted under that process.  One of these teams was dedicated to Stansted.

The Government had set out a number of proposals which would be implemented during 2004.  Progress on these was as follows:-

(a)
Guidance on the preparation of Master Plans had been issued.

(b)
Proposals to protect regional air services to London (PSOs) had been published.

(c)
Proposals to change the arrangements for PATMs at Stansted had been carried out – it now forms part of the planning process to be determined by Uttlesford District Council.

(d)
Proposals for a new night flying regime at Heathrow, Gatwick and Stansted were out for consultation.

(NB:  Reports on all these issues had been put before the Committee – Secretary.)

The Government would be producing a report on progress in implementing

the White Paper in 2006.

As far as Stansted was concerned, the following important developments had occurred:

· BAA plc was the lead party for preparing the planning application.

· the DfT was monitoring progress through its Stansted Project Board, chaired by John Dowie of GOER.  This meets on a regular basis and its work at present was focussed on the preparation of models and scenario management, including issues relating to surface access.

· the intention was to set up a second group, through which the Government could consult local stakeholders on progress in this work.  On Counsel’s advice, the establishment of this group had been deferred until the judicial review process had been completed.

QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION

With the agreement of Mr Sharrock, the Chairman invited Members to raise issues of interest and concern, again re-iterating the constraints created by the forthcoming judicial review.

(For convenience the responses given are grouped together below under generic headings – Secretary).

Airspace issues

BAA was liaising with NATs in drawing up its planning application.  The CAA was the regulating authority.

Layout of the airport

In the White Paper, the Government expressed a preference for a wide spaced second runway.

Links with local authorities

The DfT had received legal advice that it would not be appropriate to discuss issues related to the judicial review with individual local authorities which were party to that process.  This would need to continue until the judicial review had been determined.  It was, however, please to involve the umbrella organisation SASIG in overall consideration of the Department’s work.

Management arrangements

Minutes of the Project Board were not in the public domain at present, as it was seen as an internal advisory group.  The DfT would consider whether making these public would be possible.  A number of other background documents were available on the DfT website.

Mr Sharrock confirmed that he was Programme Manager for implementing the White Paper, with a team of 33 staff.  He introduced Mr Dean Dyer, who is involved in day-to-day work in relation to Stansted, and confirmed that Ms Samantha Watling was the work area leader for Stansted.

Planning processes

As the White Paper made clear, all proposals for the expansion of the airport were for the airport operator to bring forward and for the planning system to decide.  The Government had made clear its view in the White Paper, and had published substantial evidence to support its conclusions.

The proposals for preparing Master Plans, which were issued by the Government in the summer, were not statutory obligations ; they were guidance to inform the planning process.  A Master Plan did not need to be in place before a planning application was submitted.  The Government accepted the need for some operators to prepare both interim and final Plans.

The requirements of the regional strategy and the views of the regional planning authority would form part of the public examination of proposals.

Concerns about how current issues of blight were being dealt with will be looked at.  Operators had been told to bring forward plans for dealing with non-statutory blight, which should be consistent and based on best practice.  The Government does not underwrite the proposals operators put forward.  The DfT was satisfied that BAA plc had carried out the actions at Stansted it was asked to do.  A noise contour of 66 Leq was appropriate for Stansted, based on past research.

Surface access issues

In order to ensure that surface access issues were properly addressed, the DfT was closely involving with other appropriate agencies, such as the Highways Agency and the SRA, for implementing the White Paper in its work.

The Chairman thanked Mr Sharrock and indicated that he would remain at the meeting and contribute to other items as appropriate.
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