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- A quantified and monetised environmental 
assessment, including all direct and consequential 
impacts 

[CAP 1616f: para 4.14] 

- However, surface access assessment may be 
considered disproportionate to the scale of the 
ACP given that LCY are not explicitly intervening 
within the surface access transport market. The 
changes in demand for surface transport are 
thought to be bought about more demand for 
services to / from LCY. Whilst in theory, the 
sponsors assumption sounds logical there is a 
large degree of analytical uncertainty in terms of 
whether the ACP can be seen to be a causative 
effect of this. Given that this assessment claims a 
large proportion of overall monetised benefits, a 
sensitivity test should be undertaken or presented 
as a Level 2 benefit as per TAG guidelines. Note 
that this assessment makes no reference to 
negative externalities that could arise due to 
network reassignment / traffic re-distribution.   

- Yes. Qualitatively assessed: Tranquillity, 
Biodiversity (HRA), Capacity & resilience, General 
aviation access, Airline training/equipage costs, 
ANSP/airport deployment costs. 

- Yes - The FOA explains non quantification 
choices, in particular to reference to AQ where 
differences are deemed to be negligible and thus 
monetisation disproportionate. Night N60 not 
produced due to insufficient night movements. 
Fleet mix sensitivity not undertaken, due to 
agreement with CAA based on proportionality. 
Rationale has been provided and documented 
explicitly where required. 

- The FoA provides an overview of safety 
discussions that LCY has had with LCY tower 
controllers and London Terminal Control 
controllers on 14th & 21st July 2025. Discussions 
include: Considerations (approach angle, catch-up 
scenarios, TCAS, PAPI). Conclusion of no 
increased risks. Future assurance activities are 
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planned, including Safety and Human Factors 
Hazard Analysis workshops, Safety and Human 
Factors reports and a change assurance report.  

Requirement: Sponsor must include further 
information on the analytical risks of the 
passenger surface time access assessment, 
detailing any weaknesses and uncertainty of the 
current methodology as appropriate and justifying 
the inclusion of this benefit stream. 

Recommendation: Sponsor should undertake a 
sensitivity test on the passenger surface access 
time as required per TAG, given that there is 
inherent uncertainty in the assumptions or 
likelihood of impacts occurring. 

Recommendation: Sponsor should consider 
presenting the passenger surface access time 
benefit stream as a “Level 2” or “adjusted” 
present value of benefit, given that the impact is 
uncertain or make qualitative reference to impacts. 

Updated on 15/02/2026, V1.2 submission, the 
sponsor has added further narrative to Appendix 
B, detailing the key uncertainties and assumptions 
made within the appraisal of passenger surface 
access time benefits and noted appropriate 
caveats. Sponsor has also undertaken a 
sensitivity test within appendix B by halving the 
VoT adopted for passenger travel time savings, 
but this has not been reported within the main 
FoA. RAG status changed from Yellow to Green. 

Recommendation as of 15/02/2026: The change 
sponsor should include reference to the 
sensitivity testing in the main FoA by presenting a 
table that shows the impact of the sensitivity test 
on the NPV derived. The standalone sensitivity 
test is within the appendix but is not used to draw 
out any conclusions, therefore it appears to be 




















