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2008 is not proving a happy year for the aviation industry:  the T5 shambles;  BAA accused of colluding with the Department for Transport (DfT) on plans for a new Heathrow runway;  queues at airports;  lost bags;   higher fuel prices cutting airline profits and putting some small airlines out of business;  BAA chief executive sacked (again);  Richard Branson’s much vaunted biofuels causing food shortages;  his plan to tow aircraft to the Gatwick take-off point gone phut;   Ferrovial (the owner of Gatwick) reported to have financial problems;  the latest poll showing that 81% of the public feel the airlines are not doing enough to tackle environmental issues, with 46% pledging to cut air travel.
   
None of this seems to have had much impact at Gatwick which handled a record 35.6 million passengers in the past year.  And created a record 5.3 million tonnes of CO2 
  -  more climate change damage than the whole of Surrey and West Sussex put together -  with not a word of apology or contrition from BAA for making profits from damaging the world for future generations.
Now a report by the Competition Commission 
 has suggested that BAA should be broken up, perhaps with Gatwick being sold.  Among the companies said to be interested in buying Gatwick are Hochtief (which owns a share in Athens, Düsseldorf and Hamburg airports), Fraport (owns Frankfurt), Manchester Airport Group (also owns East Midlands), Global Infrastructure Partners (based in New York, owns London City airport), Albertis (Spain, runs Luton, Belfast and Cardiff), and the Australian company Macquarie (owns Bristol).  We would welcome any information on their environmental credentials.  
The Commission’s view that more competition would speed up the provision of new runways is, however, somewhat naïve.  This is because their terms of reference prevent them taking environmental issues into account.  They thus pay no regard to climate change, no regard to the rising cost of oil, and no regard to physical constraints of finding space for new runways.  They ignore the recent statement by NATS (air traffic control) that if all the plans for new runways in SE England were to go ahead, there would be no room for the aircraft in the sky.  
Fallible Forecasts
With this newsletter GACC members will be receiving a copy of the booklet Fallible Forecasts  (one copy for each Council or environmental group - but let us know if you would like more copies).  It shows that the forecasts produced by the DfT are extremely unreliable.  For example, the forecast of the growth in air travel, used to justify the plans for new runways at Heathrow and Stansted, is based on the cost of oil falling to $53 per barrel whereas it has recently reached $120.  

DfT figures for the economic benefit of new runways are shown to be equally unrealistic - they assume that aviation fuel will remain untaxed for the next seventy years, with the price staying at 22p per litre.  Think about that when you next fill up your car!  

Fallible Forecasts has been produced by GACC as our contribution to the national campaign by AirportWatch against excessive airport expansion.  If you know anyone who might be interested in the booklet, please pass it on. 
Gatwick runway speculation
There has been some press speculation that a new owner of Gatwick would be keen to seek permission for an additional runway.  GACC will be telling the Competition Commission, and potential Gatwick purchasers, that a Gatwick runway is a dead duck that won’t fly:
Before 2019 -
· There is a cast iron legal agreement that prevents any new runway before August 2019; 

· The agreement could only be overturned by an Act of Parliament;

· The Government has decided that the legal agreement should not be overturned;

· The situation would not change with a change of government:  the Conservative and Lib Dem Parties have stated that they are opposed to a new runway at Gatwick;

· Even if legislation were introduced, it would probably not be passed by the House of Lords.

After 2019 -
· Although the 2003 Air Transport White Paper mentioned the possibility of a new Gatwick runway if a Heathrow runway failed to meet environmental conditions, the Government appears determined to press ahead with Heathrow ;

· There is no physical space for a new runway between the towns of Horley and Crawley.  As BA has commented, the current plans show the runways so close together that the airport could not operate efficiently; 
 
· A change in the ownership of Gatwick is not going to alter the topography of the area;
· If concern about climate change goes on increasing, that is likely to rule out any new runway;
· If the cost of oil keeps on rising, or if a future Government decides to tax aviation fuel, the growth in air travel will slow down or stop;
· If by 2019 new runways have been built at Stansted and/or Heathrow, which Heaven forbid, there will be no commercial case for a Gatwick runway;

· If the pressure of public opposition has defeated the Stansted and Heathrow proposals, there is no reason to suppose that the opposition will be any less fierce from around Gatwick;

· Gatwick is not popular with airlines:  it has a reputation as the graveyard for Laker, British Caledonian, and Dan Air.   British Airways told the Competition Commission that three runways (!)  would be needed to turn Gatwick into a viable hub.

Environmental danger
There is a danger that if the ownership of Gatwick becomes even more remote, if a company bids a high price which it has to recoup, or if there is strong competition with other airports, environmental protection may suffer.  The only way to prevent this is by West Sussex and Crawley councils negotiating a tough new legal agreement.
When the current environmental agreement was negotiated, GACC secured various safeguards and agreed in return not to challenge BAA planning applications within the airport boundary.  If the new agreement is not sufficiently tough, we will no longer feel bound by this pact, and will do all we can to get any applications called in for examination at a public inquiry.
The first is likely to be a retrospective application by BAA to widen the runway to take the giant A380.  We will oppose this unless BAA give an undertaking that the new legal agreement will include a ‘no increase in noise’ clause.  And since the A380 will have an impact on a wide area, not just Crawley (which is the planning authority), that will provide a strong case for a public inquiry. 
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