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CAA’s High Level Recommendation

Q1.	Do you agree with the CAA’s high level recommendation that, if a decision were taken to proceed, sub-orbital operations should preferably commence, either on a temporary or permanent basis, from one (or more) of the following:

An existing EASA-certified aerodrome;
An existing UK CAA-licensed aerodrome; and / or
An existing UK military aerodrome, subject to approval from the MOD

Yes, we agree with the recommendation.  We would advise against the concept of ‘temporary’ or ‘interim’ and to proceed to identify one or more permanent sites as soon as possible.  

Q2.	Do you agree that in order to make maximum use of existing infrastructure, the location should preferably still be active but at a low level of aircraft movements and should have existing and appropriate ground infrastructure / facilities and service provision?

We agree that the location should be active and should have ground infrastructure / facilities and service provision (including ready access to established incident response capabilities).  This is to provide the fastest pathway possible to providing an operational facility.  

Q3.	Do you agree that greenfield sites should not be considered?

Yes.



CAA’s Criteria

Q4.	Do you agree with CAA’s analysis identifying the criteria to be considered in identifying a permanent location for a UK spaceport?  If not, please explain why?

We are content with the criteria.  

Q5.	Do you think that there are any other criteria that should be taken into consideration?  If so, please explain why.

As we have set out above, we suggest a need to develop a set of coherent criteria regarding economic development at national, regional and local levels.  These criteria should analyse the economic platform upon which a spaceport related eco-system can be superimposed, that will induce tempo to the delivery of economic benefit catalysed by the spaceport initiative.  The criteria should also assess the regional balance of core industries, being alert to potential diversification needs.  

Q6.	Do you agree that these are relevant criteria?  What weight should be attached to them?

Yes, we agree the criteria detailed in the Consultation document are relevant.  They represent the ability to identify a suitable airport/airfield that has the immediate potential to address the short term aspirations of operating spaceplanes by 2018 whilst affording longer term – but yet to be fully defined – development of the UK space industry and global space access.  In essence, the criteria represent a ‘minima’ and should carry equal rating. 

Q7.	If more than one location closely meets the essential operating criteria, safety, meteorological, environmental and economic criteria, do you agree that we should also consider factors around the contribution to local and national growth?  If so, what weight should be given to these factors?

Yes, consideration needs to be given to broader influences and drivers such as those identified in the consultation document at 2.14.  At this stage, an equal weighting for each of the criteria should be adopted. 

A Coastal Location?

Q8.	Do you agree with the CAA’s analysis and strong recommendation that until there is a better understanding of sub-orbital spaceplane safety and performance, spaceplane operations should only take place in areas of low population density and resulting view that a coastal location is suitable to protect the uninvolved general public?

Yes, we agree on both these critical factors of operations in low population density and the suitability of a coastal location.  It is essential that spaceplane operations and their development have the optimal level of freedom by which their operating envelope is not unnecessarily constrained. 

CAA’s Shortlist of Potentially Feasible Locations

Q9.	What are your views on the CAA’s shortlist of eight potential sites?

We are cognisant of the significant amount of work already undertaken by the DfT, CAA, UKSA, BIS and others to provide the baseline assumptions for spaceport selection and we consider that the current tranche of eight sites has been selected on logical grounds.  
	
Q10.	Are there any locations on the CAA’s shortlist which you consider should be disregarded?  If yes, please give your reasoning.

At this stage, we would suggest that sites near residential areas and non-coastal locations be removed to minimise risk and fully comply with the CAA’s own analysis and strong recommendations.  

Q11.	Are there any other locations that you consider should be on the CAA’s shortlist?  If yes, please explain why.

Consideration could be given to Hebrides Range, Benbecula.  The Hebrides Range is the largest missile testing and evaluation facility in the UK, run and maintained by QinetiQ under contract from the UK Ministry of Defence (MoD).  Signed in 2003, the Long Term Partnering Agreement (LTPA) is a 25 year agreement under which QinetiQ operates several key Test and Evaluation (T&E) facilities on behalf of MoD.  

The Range currently covers an area of 35,000 km2, translating to an extensive air- and sea-exclusion zone greater than that available at other large European facilities.  This facility’s size is thus unique in Europe and has been used by a number of NATO allies, including the United States, Germany, Sweden, Holland and Italy for the testing and release of air and sea launched munitions, decoys, countermeasures and unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), for T&E purposes.
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