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There is a danger is assuming that upward trends will continue to go up.  A letter in the Times in 1894 predicted that, with the increase in horse-drawn vehicles, in fifty years London would be buried in nine feet of horse muck.  So also the aviation industry have assumed that the rapid growth of air travel over the past half century would continue for ever.  Hence the decisions in 2003 to build new runways at Heathrow and Stansted, and perhaps at Gatwick.  

New forecasts produced this August by the Department for Transport tell a different story.
   They show that the three main London airports will not reach full capacity until 2030, thus proving that the policy of the Coalition Government to veto any new runways in the South East is absolutely correct.
Gatwick has gone down, not up.  In the past twelve months it has handled 33 million passengers, still well below the peak of 35 million in 2007.  Stansted is only half full, and Manchester, with two runways, is running at one third of capacity.
That has not deterred the aviation lobbyists.  The Airport Operators and the British Air Transport Association both greeted the forecasts by calling for more runways.  Even the Director-General of the CBI has joined in the chorus, saying: “If it isn’t going to be at Heathrow, it has to be somewhere else in the south-east.”
   So we need to remain on guard.
We will find out what Gatwick Airport’s intentions are when their new master plan is published in mid October.

Difficult decisions ahead
In August, after some delay, the Government also announced their reply to the recommendations of the Climate Change Committee relating to aviation.
  The reply dodged specifying what action would be taken but set out a number of alternative policies for discussion.

To explain:  the Climate Change Act, passed in 2008 with support from all Parties, set a target for the UK to reduce CO2 emissions by 80% by 2050 compared to 1990, and set up the independent Climate Change Committee (CCC) to advise on how this should be implemented.  Aviation was excluded from the Act but the CCC was required to advise what should be done about it.  They recommended that a much more lenient target should be set - to keep aviation emissions in 2050 no higher than in 2005.
The new forecasts show, that unless firm action is taken, aviation emissions in 2050 will be some 30% above that target.  They would be even higher if it were not for one crucial assumption:  that there will be no increase in airport capacity between 2030 and 2050.  That means that, unless another way is found to control emissions, the ‘no new runways’ policy will need to be continued to 2050.  

Influencing the Government’s new aviation policy
We have a once in a generation opportunity to influence the future of Gatwick.  The Government is to publish a draft white paper in March 2012, and the Secretary of State for Transport, Philip Hammond, has asked for views on what should be in it, saying that the aviation industry needs to reduce its environmental impact. 
   When a delegation from GACC met the Minister for Aviation, Theresa Villiers, in April she told us that the Department for Transport (DfT) wish to hear a strong view from environmental groups, and that they are looking for ‘evidence-based responses’.   GACC has therefore submitted a full response (with a check list of 47 policies we wish to see in the new white paper) backed up by 11 ‘GACC Evidence Papers’, summarised below.  
We have sent our response and evidence papers to all the borough, district and parish councils, and environmental groups, which are members of GACC (at least to those for whom we have email addresses), and have asked them to write in and support us.  Due to the delay in producing the new forecasts and the CCC reply, the DfT has put back the closing date for responses to 20 October.

If any other GACC members would like to see our documents we would be happy to email them to you.  Since, however, they run to 130 pages it is not easy to post them to you – sorry!  If, however, you are particularly interested in one subject we would be pleased to send you that specific paper.
GACC Evidence Papers
1. No New Runways.   This paper sets out the reasons why the new white paper should repeat the pledge that no new runways will be built in the South East.  We explain that many of those who call for a second runway at Gatwick have never examined the local topography.   Gatwick is in fact a very small site, only one fifth of the area of Paris Charles de Gaulle airport.  Case studies show how, over the past sixty years, various locations have been put forward for a new runway but each in turn has ultimately been rejected as impracticable, or only possible at an unacceptable environmental cost.
2.  Economic benefit.   The DfT states that the economic benefit of the aviation industry is £9 billion a year.  The GACC Evidence Paper points out that this excludes depreciation, eg the replacement of old aircraft, and also excludes the benefit of paying no tax on aviation fuel and no VAT.  And we show that aviation is only a medium sized industry half the size of  the water, sewage and waste industry.
3.  The demand for air travel.  In this Evidence Paper we examine the new forecasts, and suggest a number of reasons for thinking that the new forecasts may be too high.  Sometime before 2030 the EU may decide to impose VAT on air travel.  Or there may be international agreement to impose tax on aviation fuel as a simple and fair method of raising money to deal with some disaster.  The price of aviation fuel is currently around 45p a litre, and the forecasts are based on an assumption that it will be around 37p a litre in 2030.  We say that looks over-optimistic.
4.  Licensing and slot auctions.  We suggest that the complex system of price regulation of airports should be replaced by a system of licensing, and that take-off and landing slots at busy airports such as Gatwick should be auctioned with the revenue going to the Treasury.
5.  Hub airports.   We show that Gatwick would not be suitable as a new hub airport.  Over the years a number of airlines, Laker, BCAL, DanAir and British Airways have attempted to use Gatwick as a hub but all have failed.  So much so that the airport has become known as the ‘Gatwick graveyard’.  There is no need for a new hub: with five airports - Heathrow, Gatwick, Stansted, Luton and City - London has more runways, and flights to more destinations, than any other city in Europe.
6.  Climate change choices.   GACC is not a scientific body so we cannot comment on the science of climate change but we take the Government reply to the CCC as our starting point.  We note that the reply makes no mention of radiative forcing (the extra impact of emissions at high altitude) or of contrails (white lines in the sky).  Some scientists think that these could make the damage caused by aircraft much more serious;  we suggest that they should be recognised in the new white paper.  
We also comment on the potential policies for dealing with the problem, and suggest that higher taxation would be the most effective.  We object to more subsidies for the aviation industry and express substantial doubts about the use of biofuels – they can cause destruction of rain forests and food shortages.  Every airport should be required to produce a regular report on its climate change impact;  a levy should be imposed on advertising air travel;  duty-free sales should be ended;  and video-conferencing should be encouraged – with a video-conference centre installed at Gatwick.
7.  Noise and health.  Our evidence paper states that noise is the most significant negative impact of the airport.  We make the point that GACC has members covering a wide area around Gatwick, up to twenty miles east and west, most of whom are annoyed by aircraft noise.  Expert studies have shown that, with people’s desire for a better quality of life, expectations of quietness have risen.  Our survey of reactions to the closure of Gatwick last year due to volcanic ash is given as a case study.

We request that noise limits on departing aircraft should be made tougher, and that noise limits should be put on arriving aircraft.  Action is suggested to deal with airlines which consistently make more noise than necessary on approach.  An improved method of measuring noise is needed;  airport complaints systems should be improved;  and an airport ombudsman should be set up.  We give details of a number of scientific studies which show that aircraft noise can lead to severe ill-health, and discuss how many people around Gatwick are at risk.   We request that the new white paper should include an expert and impartial survey of the impact of aircraft noise on health.

8.  Water, pollution and wildlife.   All our evidence papers have a colour cover but the photo of a nightingale by a GACC committee member on this paper is outstanding.  The paper reports that 24 million people in the south east and east of England have less water available per head than Morocco and Egypt.   Despite the fall in passenger numbers at Gatwick, water use by the airport has increased.  We emphasise the importance of reducing light pollution and chemical pollution;  and also the importance of protecting wildlife habitats (hence the nightingale).
9.  Noise envelopes.   The  DfT Scoping Document floats the idea that airport expansion might be permitted within a ‘noise envelope’.  Our evidence paper expands on our view, set out in our last newsletter, that this would only be acceptable if subject to strict conditions.
10.  Concentration or dispersal?   The DfT ask whether flight paths should be concentrated, so as to minimise the number of people affected, or spread over a wide area.  In our evidence paper we state that aircraft approaching Gatwick from the east are, apart from the final 12-14 miles, widely dispersed over Ashdown Forest.  Aircraft approaching from the west are also, apart from the final 12-14 miles, widely dispersed over Sussex.  There is a possibility that new air traffic control procedures will result in concentration on fewer tracks;  we say we would be opposed to that.

Changes in air traffic control instructions for arriving aircraft has meant more concentration in the areas 8-14 miles from the airport.  We explain why this has led to a large number of complaints from that area and to demands for more dispersal.  The technical feasibility of flying curved final approaches is discussed. Dispersal would, under new rules, require consultation and, because of the comparatively large populations of the areas likely to be affected, such as East Grinstead or Horsham, there would probably be a majority against.  We suggest that a way forward would be for the Government to initiate research into whether concentration or dispersal cause more disturbance.

To disperse take-off routes would, we say, negate years of effort by the airport, supported by GACC and local councils and groups, to improve track-keeping on specific flight paths.

11. Night flights.   We present evidence to show that virtually all night flights at Gatwick are to or from tourist destinations, and thus unlikely to have any special economic value.  Indeed because the majority of passengers are British who spend their money abroad the main effect is to export jobs.  We spell out why we wish to see fewer night flights and less noise at night.                         

Noise action plan 
The Gatwick Airport noise action plan, as required under the 2002 EU Noise Directive, was published in draft in June 2009.  GACC, and many of our members, put a lot of work into suggesting improvements - which were ignored.  The final version was due to have been published in December 2009, but got delayed partly due to the change in airport ownership and partly by DFT.   It eventually appeared quietly on the airport website in the summer of 2011, curiously dated June 2010, with the absence of any publicity indicating that the airport had little pride in it.
  The delay has meant that several ‘actions’ which originally had an ‘action date’ of 2009 or 2010 have been put back.

The plan contains a few useful new measures to reduce noise:  the proportion of quieter (Chapter 4) aircraft is to be increased to 83% by 2015;  airlines are to be ranked according to their environmental performance;  forecast noise contours for 2015 will be published (in 2010 !).  There is also a lot of repetition of measures already in force.   But our two main criticisms remain: there is no overall pledge to reduce the noise caused by the airport;  and the plan is not enforceable.  With the airport planning to increase the number of flights, and hoping to attract more long-haul services which mean larger noisier aircraft, there is a real risk that – despite the action plan – noise will get worse.
Keeping in contact

GACC needs to hear your views and we need your continued support.  We hope you will come to our AGM.  We will also be delighted to supply a speaker to come to any meeting that you may be having – just let us know.



The GACC Annual General Meeting


will be held on


Friday, 18 November 2011


at 7.30 pm at the


Gatwick Manor Hotel, Crawley





This year we will be having a presentation and discussion on the Government’s new aviation policy and the new Gatwick master plan, and how they are likely to affect the Gatwick area. 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 noise, pollution, traffic, climate change or other environmental issues related to Gatwick.





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 from 7.00 pm.   Nominations for the committee should be submitted to the GACC office a week in advance.








�  UK Aviation Forecasts. DfT August 2011.  � HYPERLINK "http://assets.dft.gov.uk/publications/uk-aviation-forecasts-2011/uk-aviation-forecasts.pdf" ��http://assets.dft.gov.uk/publications/uk-aviation-forecasts-2011/uk-aviation-forecasts.pdf� 


�  Financial Times 9 September 2011


�   � HYPERLINK "http://assets.dft.gov.uk/publications/response-ccc-report/ccc-response.pdf" ��http://assets.dft.gov.uk/publications/response-ccc-report/ccc-response.pdf� 


�   Introduction to Scoping Document. � HYPERLINK "http://www2.dft.gov.uk/consultations/open/2011-09/consultationdocument.pdf" ��http://www2.dft.gov.uk/consultations/open/2011-09/consultationdocument.pdf� 


�   Responses should be sent to � HYPERLINK "mailto:aviation.policyframework@dft.gov.uk" ��aviation.policyframework@dft.gov.uk� 
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PAGE  
4

