
MALMI AIRPORT mission to Helsinki 2-3 June 2016     

 

Arguments: 

1. The modernist buildings of Malmi airport are of outstanding international value, giving not 

only an exellent example of preserved Modernist aviation architecture but also giving 

witness of an extrordinary progressive period between the 2 World wars. The buildings 

should be, cfr. in the Heritage legislation of other European countries, protected in their full 

context and with the landscape (runways), which means as an active airport in use.  

 

2. Finland is worldwide recognized for its Modernist architecture, this admiration should not be 

underestimated by Finland itself. 

 

3. We do not understand that in a time when air transport is growing rapidly and most capital 

cities in Europe have several airports and substantial flight congestions, Helsinki is planning 

to close its only back-up airport. After the recent terror attacks in Europe, a possible closure 

of Malmi airport seems to be premature, representing a high risk strategy. The alternatives 

for Helsinki Vantaa airport are Turku airport or Tallinn 2 hours away. 

 

4. New (European) legislation will allow the use of single-engine planes for commercial flights. 

This segment of the aviation industry is expected to grow at a substantially higher rate than 

the industry at large, underpinning the need to preserve the airport for the years to come. 

 

5. In Europe, Malmi airport is the best preserved of the three remaining pre-World War II 

airports from the pioneering years of the aviation industry, with hits original facilities still in 

place (together with Lido airport in Italy and Shoreham in the UK).  

 

6. Malmi airport has a strong symbolic value for the nation-building that took place in Finland 

between World War I and II. The young country took active steps in the development of a 

new dynamic transportation industry, eventually made available for the public at large. 

 

7. We note that the General Plan for Helsinki is based on a level of population growth for the 

next 35 years not experienced for any length of time in the past. We recognise the need for 

long term planning in the housing sector, that goes without saying. We question, however, 

the assumptions made for the figures put forward in the General Plan. 

 

8. We wonder why areas already identified by the City Council have not been further pursued 

for development, e.g. Östersundom (2009). Europa Nostra’s experts flew over Helsinki for 

further understanding of the situation on the ground.    

 

9. Given the very strong public support for the preservation of the airport, the City Council 

should look for a plan combining residential construction in areas without impairing the 

function of Malmi airport as it is.  

 


