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Dr Caroline Lucas MEP
Leader of the Green Party
will speak at the GACC Annual General Meeting

to be held on
Thursday, 13 November 2008
at 7.30 pm at the

Gatwick Manor Hotel, Crawley

Caroline Lucas was elected Leader of the Green Party on 6 September.  She has taken a leading role on all environmental and aviation issues in the European Parliament.  As the Green Party Member representing the South-East of England, she sits on the Parliament’s Environment and Climate Change Committees.  This summer she has been deeply involved in the tough negotiations leading to the inclusion of aviation in the emissions trading scheme.  She was recently voted ‘Politician of the Year’ in the Observer’s Ethical Awards.  
In addition to her address, there will be an opportunity to discuss current issues relating to the Gatwick.  At our AGM, the formal business normally only takes a few minutes.  This will be an open meeting, not restricted to GACC members, so please bring along your family or friends, other members of your council or group, or anyone else who may be interested in the social, economic or environmental issues of the Gatwick area.
The Gatwick Manor Hotel is situated on the southbound carriageway of the A23 between Gatwick and Crawley.  There is easy car parking.   Tea or coffee will be provided and a licensed bar will be open before the meeting.
Please note the date (and time which is slightly different to usual) as no further notification will be sent.   
Runway flurry
The Competition Commission indicated in August that they would probably require Ferrovial to sell two London airports, that is both Gatwick and Stansted, and this set off a flurry of media speculation about the possibility of an additional runway at Gatwick.
In a previous report, in April, the Commission had included some naïve criticisms of BAA for working within the planning system, for honouring the legal agreement not to build a second runway before 2019, and indicated that a new owner might be more active in seeking planning permission.  GACC responded by explaining to them why a new runway was a non-starter both before and after 2019 (as set out in our last Newsletter).  Possibly due to our intervention, in the August report the suggestions of a new Gatwick runway were much toned down.
Nevertheless some newspapers based their August stories on the April report, hence the flurry.   Sussex Enterprise stirred the flurry by trotting out their usual call for a new runway but confused matters by also saying that Gatwick should not be sold.  Richard Branson, with his usual flair for publicity, has suggested that Virgin might buy Gatwick.  If he did, we would hope that it prove more beneficial than his aviation biofuel publicity stunt - biofuels are adding to world food shortages.
It is the view of GACC that a change in ownership will make a second runway neither more nor less likely.   The lack of space, the legal restrictions, the prospect of strong and effective local opposition will all remain the same.   More competition between airports could, however, mean less protection for local residents.  That is why we are pressing West Sussex and Crawley Councils to insist on a tough new legal agreement to safeguard the environment.
The Commission said that it was minded to ask for a review of Government airport policy, and that caused consternation at the Department for Transport as it would set back their plans for new runways.  Moreover, as the CBI, British Airways and easyJet have belatedly realised, a break-up of BAA is likely to cause management disruption which would mean further delay.
Flight paths over rural areas

National Air Traffic Control (NATS) have consulted the public on proposed new flight paths north of the Thames - eg Hertfordshire, Essex and Suffolk.  These do not affect the Gatwick area, and do not include changes which would be necessary to cope with new runways at Heathrow or Stansted.   In many cases the routes are deliberately proposed over rural areas in order to reduce the number of people affected.  NATS point out that Government guidance places a priority on minimising over-flight of more densely populated areas but that flying over Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONBs) should be avoided if possible.
At Gatwick virtually all departing and all arriving aircraft, both east and west of the airport, fly over rural countryside.   Gatwick is surrounded on three sides by AONBs and unfortunately many aircraft fly over these areas.  GACC told NATS that our experience has been that aircraft tend to produce more annoyance over the countryside than over towns partly because the background noise is lower, and partly because the expectation of tranquility is higher.    We believe that impact assessments that fail to take account of this point are flawed.  This greater annoyance to people living or taking recreation in rural areas is a serious issue that has been greatly underestimated in the past.

NATS received  over 15,000 responses, of which over 80% opposed the proposals:   the principal concern was noise in rural areas.  A summary of the responses has been published with preliminary comments by NATS.
    It is good that NATS are now required to consult on any new flight path, as a result of a judicial review by the residents of Dedham Vale in Suffolk:  there was no consultation when the Gatwick flight paths were fixed.  For all the residents around Gatwick who have been complaining about aircraft noise for years, it is good to know that our feelings are shared by so many people north of the Thames.  The results show that any new flight paths are bitterly opposed and thus provide an additional strand in the case against airport expansion.  
Aviation policy in disarray
The collapse of the Crawley-based XL airline and tour operator left 85,000 people stranded abroad and 200,000 with their holiday plans ruined.   More seriously 1,700 XL employees lost their jobs, many at Gatwick.  XL’s business plan was based on cheap oil and rising demand.  The Government’s aviation policy, built on the same foundations, is equally intellectually bankrupt.
In the 2003 Air Transport White Paper the Government set out a policy for more than doubling the number of passengers using UK airports by 2030, with plans for a new runway at Stansted by 
2011-12, followed by a new runway at Heathrow in 2015-20;  land south of Gatwick was safeguarded in case the new runway at Heathrow could not meet pollution and noise conditions.  That policy is now in disarray - 
a. The cost of oil, even after recent falls, is around four times as high as in 2003. 
 
b. Over 30 airlines world-wide have gone broke, and the Chief Executive of British Airways has predicted that a similar number will do so by Christmas.
c. As shown in Fallible Forecasts, produced by GACC, many of the forecasts on which the White Paper was based are now unrealistic. 
d. The Government has accepted the conclusion of the Stern report that climate change is even more serious than previously thought.  At Bali last December all the nations of the world agreed on the importance of action to limit climate change damage.   UK government forecasts predict that by 2050 aviation will account for 29% of UK emissions (but it will be around 100% if scientists’ advice is followed).

e. The Government’s own official advisory body on the environment, the Sustainable Development Commission, has found ‘widespread controversy over the basic economic, environmental and technological data on air travel in the UK’, and recommends that decisions on new runways should be put on hold while an independent body seeks agreement on the evidence (particularly on the economic benefits), leading to a revision of air transport policy.

f. WWF, who are concerned about aviation growth because of the disastrous effect of climate change on wild life, have commissioned an independent expert to re-run the Government forecasts  - assuming the Government was serious about switching people to trains and promoting video-conferencing, and used a realistic price for oil.  The results showed that there would not be enough passengers in 2030 to justify any new runways in the UK.  

g. The Civil Aviation Authority has stated that : ‘were all of the SE airport development plans to come to fruition, there would not be sufficient airspace capacity to accommodate the scale of predicted traffic growth on the basis of current and predicted technology’.

h. The  Treasury have at long last confirmed that the lack of fuel tax and VAT on aviation is costing the Exchequer £10 billion a year.
   This is in effect a subsidy for airlines, and leads to artificially low air fares and an artificially high level of demand. 
i. The ANASE study, commissioned by the DfT, has found that aircraft noise annoys far more people than the Government previously reckoned.
j. The NATS consultation, referred to above, shows huge opposition to new flight paths. 

k. The Conservative Party has stated that it considers the case for Heathrow unproven, and that it is opposed to new runways at either Gatwick or Stansted.  The Lib Dems are opposed to any new runway in the South East.
l. A study by Dutch consultants CE Delft found that the DfT estimate that the expansion of Heathrow will generate £5 billion (over a 70 year period) is exaggerated; that the argument that Heathrow is essential for creating jobs is false;  and that there is little evidence that, if Heathrow does not expand, businesses will relocate to other European cities.

m. A research paper by the Chairman of GACC revealed that the White Paper and the subsequent Department for Transport (DfT) Progress Report were largely based on a biased economic report paid for by the airlines, and on a bogus survey.
 

n. The Environment Agency has stated that the government has failed to prove that plans for a third Heathrow runway will not breach EU rules on air pollution. They also warn that a dramatic increase in the number of flights could also increase mortality rates across the south-east. 

o. A number of press articles and TV programmes have revealed instances of dubious collusion between BAA and the DfT in preparing the Heathrow consultation.  BAA even invented a hypothetical green aircraft in order to keep down forecast pollution levels.
p. Professor Sir David King, former Chief Scientific Adviser, says that climate change will make the third Heathrow runway a white elephant;
   and Bob Ayling, former BA Chief Executive, has questioned the value of transfer passengers who make up 30 % of Heathrow traffic.
   
q. The Stansted runway is running three years behind schedule.  A decision on the Heathrow consultation has been postponed to December.
A few of these items only apply to Heathrow and could thus be thought to make a Gatwick runway more likely, but they are greatly outweighed by the case against airport expansion in general.
The Planning Bill
The Bill has completed its examination in the Commons and is due to start its Committee Stage in the Lords on 6 October.  It is designed to speed up the planning process for major infrastructure projects such as new runways.  However, as a result of concessions introduced in order to pacify Labour rebels the process has been extended so that planning applications, such as for the third Heathrow runway, may actually take longer than under the present system.  The two most obnoxious features -
1.  Government Ministers will be able to publish a National Policy Statement which can state, for example, where a new runway shall be built, and can define the line of the runway, subject only to consultation (which we know from experience is worthless) and to scrutiny by a Parliamentary Committee (whose views can be ignored).  We consider this to be dictatorial, and hope the Lords will amend the Bill as the Opposition tried to do in the Commons - to ensure that National Policy Statements will be subject to a vote in both Houses of Parliament.
2.  Planning applications for new runways will then be considered by an Infrastructure Planning Commission, appointed by the Government, and bound by law to approve all applications in line with the National Policy Statement unless over-riding local issues have been discovered.  Like many MPs, we consider that this would make a mockery of public inquiries and remove Ministerial responsibility.
No A380 at Gatwick - unless ...
In May 2005 BAA widened the Gatwick runway to enable the airport to handle the giant new A380 aircraft.  GACC pointed out that they should have applied for planning permission.  Crawley Council agreed.  Now very belatedly BAA have put in a planning application.  GACC has objected on the grounds that permission should not be given until BAA agree to sign up to a new legal agreement that there will be no increase in noise between now and 2015.
The South East Assembly over-ruled
The South East Regional Assembly voted not to include new runways at Gatwick or Heathrow in the SE Plan.  Now the Government have over-ruled the Assembly and revised the Plan to match the Air Transport White Paper.  
Consultation 
We have little faith in consultation, but are nevertheless responding to the DfT on the EU Directive on Noise at EU Airports (We say it needs to lay down firm noise limits);  to DEFRA on their guidance on Noise Action Plans (We say it is unsatisfactory leaving it to BAA to decide what level of noise is ‘acceptable’ and to draw up the action plans);  and to the Transport Select Committee on whether there is sufficient space in the sky for all the forecast number of aircraft (We say the forecasts are wrong.  And don’t assume that they can all be routed over rural areas).
If you would like any more information on any of the items in this Newsletter please contact GACC. Our website is at present being given a makeover and will soon be brought up to date.
Notes 







�  � HYPERLINK "http://www.consultation.nats.co.uk/uploads/Initial%20Feedback%20Report%2022%20July%202008(1).pdf" ��http://www.consultation.nats.co.uk/uploads/Initial%20Feedback%20Report%2022%20July%202008(1).pdf� 


�   The 2003 White Paper was based on an oil price of $25 per barrel.  The DfT forecasts published in November 2007 were based on an oil price of $65 falling to $53 by 2012.


�  UK Air Passenger Demand and CO2 Forecasts.  DfT  November 2007.  If more drastic action is taken to limit CO2 emissions by other industries, as recommended by most scientists, the aviation proportion would be 100%.


�  Breaking the Holding Pattern.  � HYPERLINK "http://www.sd-commission.org.uk/pages/aviation.html" ��http://www.sd-commission.org.uk/pages/aviation.html� 


�  Submission to the Competition Commission. May 2007


�  Emissions Cost Assessment responses, page 14.  � HYPERLINK "http://www.dft.gov.uk/pgr/aviation/environmentalissues/aviationemissionscostassess/costassesssresponconsul.pdf" ��http://www.dft.gov.uk/pgr/aviation/environmentalissues/aviationemissionscostassess/costassesssresponconsul.pdf� 


�  � HYPERLINK "http://www.hacan.org.uk/resources/reports/4504.final.report.pdf" ��http://www.hacan.org.uk/resources/reports/4504.final.report.pdf� 


�   Alexander’s Ragtime Band.  AirportWatch.  25 February 2007


�   The Guardian 18 March 2008


�  The Guardian 30 July 2008


�  The Sunday Times 4 May 2008.
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