
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sir Howard Davies 
Airports Commission  
Sanctuary Buildings  
20 Great Smith Street  
London SW1P 3BT 
 

27th September 2013 
 
Dear Sir Howard, 
  
I am writing to follow up our meeting last week and in advance of your 
Monday 30th September deadline for feedback on airport proposals made to 
you. I submit that the various proposals for a Thames Estuary Airport are not 
credible options which merit further detailed development. 
 
The issues involved are similar to those considered by the previous 
government a decade ago when they proposed their 'Cliffe' option on the Hoo 
Peninsula. That was ruled out as impracticable, too costly and 
environmentally unjustifiable, even as recommendations were made for new 
runways at Heathrow, Stansted and, eventually, Gatwick. 
  
Unlike most other proposals, which would be undertaken and paid for by a 
private developer, the proposals for a Thames Estuary airport require tens of 
billion pounds worth of government guaranteed funding. Without any 
indication from government that such funding would be available, I cannot see 
how those proposals, and the associated closure of Heathrow, are credible. 
Even their further detailed development would likely require significant public 
funding. 
  
The construction of a very large new airport would inevitably be more difficult, 
costly and risky than the further development of existing airports. I would also 
submit that it is simply not credible for proponents to assert that it could be 
done as quickly. The infrastructure challenges alone are absolutely enormous 
in light of the cost and capacity implications of building several new rail links, 
and even those fail seriously to address how hundreds of thousands of 
workers would get to and from the airport across Kent and the Medway towns. 
  
The Mayor of London has failed to garner any serious political support for a 
new airport in the Thames Estuary. Even he has now fallen back on instead 



developing Stansted. Moreover, further detailed development of a proposal for 
a Thames Estuary airport would risk blighting tens of thousands of people and 
their homes. Furthermore, environmental laws protecting the estuary, its birds 
and marshes mean that a higher hurdle must apply for building an airport 
there, since you would need to show that no other option was credible, 
despite previously determining that they were. 
 
Now is the time to end debilitating speculation about proposals for a Thames 
Estuary Airport which are simply not sufficiently credible to progress. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
  
 
 
 
Mark Reckless MP 
Rochester and Strood 


