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Mr Henry Smith MP

will speak at the GACC Annual General Meeting

to be held on
Friday, 12 November 2010

at 7.30 pm at the

Gatwick Manor Hotel, Crawley

Henry Smith was elected Member of Parliament for Crawley in May, and will be able to give us an insight into what the new Coalition Government looks like from the viewpoint of a new Member.  As Gatwick lies within the Crawley constituency, he is obviously a key player on airport issues.  Unlike his predecessor, he is firmly opposed to any new runway at Gatwick.  He has, however, expressed support for more flights on the existing runway in order to provide more employment, and we will be able to discuss with him on how this can be achieved without environmental damage.

Until May he was Leader of the West Sussex County Council, and we are always hugely grateful to the County Council for their robust defence of the no runway legal agreement.  We will be able to explore with him whether the Section 108 agreement between the airport and the County Council, signed in December 2008, is effective.

In addition to his talk, there will be an opportunity to discuss current issues relating to 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 noise, pollution, traffic, climate change or other 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.   Our meeting will be in the Tythe Barn.  Tea or coffee will be provided and a licensed bar will be open from 7.00 pm.

Nominations for the committee need to be submitted to the GACC office a week in advance.
Please note the date and time.  
The new Government

One of the first announcements of the new Coalition Government, agreed by both the Tories and the Lib Dems, was that no new runways would be built at Heathrow, Gatwick or Stansted.   That is the fourth, and we hope final, nail in the Gatwick runway coffin.  The other nails are the legal agreement until 2019;  the announcement by the new chairman of Gatwick Airport Ltd (GAL) that the new owners have no interest in a new runway ‘in the foreseeable future’;  and that there is no space where an extra runway could be put.   
The new Government have also indicated that they intend to increase taxation on air travel.  A consultation is to be held this autumn on whether to replace air passenger duty with a tax per plane.  The chairman of GACC has been involved in discussions on these issues with the Treasury.
An Aviation Task Force has been set up, under the chairmanship of the new Minister for Aviation, Theresa Villiers, to consider how to make best use of existing runways in the South East.  Gatwick Airport has welcomed this, seeing it as support for their aim to increase the throughput of Gatwick from around 32 to 40 million passengers a year.  GACC is working closely with the Aviation Environment Federation who have a seat on the Task Force, and who have already succeeded in getting the terms of reference amended to include local environmental impacts.

White Paper defunct

In an important judgment in March this year the High Court ruled, in relation to the proposed third runway at Heathrow, that the 2003 Air Transport White Paper could not be relied on because it did not take into account the Climate Change Act.   In effect this means that the White Paper, with its assumptions of a huge growth in air travel, is defunct.

If that judgment had come earlier, Crawley Borough Council might have thought twice about granting planning permission for the North Terminal extension (now under construction).
The demise of the White Paper and the Government’s no runway policy also means that the future use of the land south of the airport, safeguarded for a new runway, can be re-considered.

Airport expansion in reverse
The number of passengers passing through Gatwick is down again, partly due to the volcanic ash shut down.  In the year to end July Gatwick handled 31.6 million passengers compared to a peak of 35.2 million in 2007.  The number of flights was down from 263,000 to 238,000.  But this is still a remarkable average of around 40 flights every hour, every day, throughout the year.

If Gatwick does increase to 40 million passengers a year it would require larger aircraft and around 40,000 more flights, on average an extra 7 flights every hour.  The Chairman of GAL, Sir David Rowlands, has told GACC that he sees no reason why this will mean a significant increase in noise or pollution.  We do not consider that sufficient.
We believe that economic growth should always be matched by environmental improvement;  any expansion of the airport should only take place if matched by policies to reduce (not ‘mitigate’) noise and pollution, and  to increase the proportion of passengers and staff travelling by public transport;  and if it can be shown to be consistent with national climate change targets. This is in line with a new survey by the National Statistical Office published in July which shows strong public support for limiting airport expansion to protect the local environment and to reduce the impact on climate change: more people agreed than disagreed by 42% and 31% respectively.
 

Disturbance by arriving aircraft

The Civil Aviation Authority will be undertaking a consultation this autumn into the future of air space.
  This will be mainly about the design of flight paths over Europe and new systems which will enable air traffic controllers to adjust the take-off time and speed of aircraft so that they arrive at their destination without the need to stack.  If practicable this will be good news for those living under the two stacks, one north of Brighton and one north of Hastings:  one far-flung GACC member has been writing regularly from Battle to complain that the rural peace is disturbed by aircraft circling overhead.

As a result of pressure from environmental groups across the world, aircraft manufacturers have designed quieter engines, and thus over the past thirty years the noise of aircraft taking-off from Gatwick has been reduced.  But there has been less improvement in the noise caused by aircraft coming in to land, and any improvement has been counterbalanced by the increase in the number and size of aircraft.  For the final approach aircraft line up in direct line of the runway (the ‘glide path’). This has always been hell for people under the flight paths close to the airport, with no escape because their houses were devalued with no compensation.  A change in air traffic procedures a few years ago required aircraft to join the glide slope further out, thus bringing aircraft noise to areas 10 or 12 miles from the airport, such as Marsh Green (near Edenbridge), Hever, Rudgwick and Alfold.   People living here have found their peace destroyed, and their sense of injustice is aggravated by the fact that there was no consultation.

In turn this has led to the formation of new vocal protest groups, first the ‘Gatwick Anti-Noise Group’ based on Hever, and more recently the ‘Gatwick Can Be Quieter’ group also based in the area newly affected by approaches from the east.  Jointly with this latter group, GACC is organising a seminar on 18 September to work out what can be done to alleviate the situation.  With various experts, we will be discussing issues such as:

· Is the Department for Transport correct to base all their policies on the maxim that the fewest number of people should be affected – regardless of the intensity of the annoyance?
· How soon will the technology be available to make steeper approaches practicable?
· How can the continuous descent procedure be more firmly enforced?
· Is the technology available to enable arriving aircraft to be dispersed over a wider area?  

· If dispersal could be implemented would it need consultation, and would the communities over whom aircraft would be re-directed be prepared to accept a share of the misery? 

· How can the impact on Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, which surround Gatwick on all sides, be reduced?

Pressure from GACC helped lead to the introduction of the continuous descent procedure.  Over the past fifteen years GACC has put forward a number of other proposals for reducing the disturbance caused by arriving aircraft, and has discussed them with the relevant Ministers and civil servants although admittedly without much success.   The seminar is timely in that it will enable us to formulate new policies in advance of the CAA consultation, and to discuss how best to lobby for them – whether with the airport, with the CAA or NATS (air traffic control), with the Government, or in international negotiations.
The A380
BAA widened the Gatwick runway to take the giant A380 aircraft.   GACC said they needed planning permission.  Crawley Council agreed.  Three years later BAA reluctantly applied for permission saying that they only expected the A380 to use Gatwick when diverted.  Crawley gave permission, but only for diversions.  Now Gatwick is applying to have the ‘diversions only’ condition removed.  GACC is seeking to have conditions imposed which will result in a progressive reduction in noise and pollution, thus using new technologies (including the A380) to benefit local people whilst not precluding increased passenger numbers.  Because of its size the A380 creates huge vortices:  we are also seeking a vortex compensation scheme as at Heathrow. 

Airport planning in disarray

The South East Regional Assembly was abolished in March 2009.  One of its few attempts to assert its independence from central government was its decision not to include in the South East Plan any proposal for a new runway at Gatwick – a decision which was promptly over-ruled by the Government!   It was replaced by the South East of England Regional Planning Board but that too has now been wound up after its funding was withdrawn.
The Air Transport White Paper, as noted above, is defunct.    The South East Plan which, as amended, parroted the White Paper in making provision for a possible future runway at Gatwick, has been revoked.  May it rest in peace.

The National Policy Statement on Aviation was due to be published in 2011, with the main purpose of setting out Government decisions on where new runways were to be built.  Since no new runways are to be built, it is in limbo.
The Government Office for the South East (GOSE) is likely to be scrapped.  The Infrastructure Planning Commission, set up to rubber stamp planning applications for major projects such as new runways, is to be replaced by a unit within the Communities and Local Government Department.   
SEEDA, the South East of England Development Agency, is to be killed off in 2012.  Since it was more concerned with industrial development than with environmental issues, we will shed no tears.

In its place, Local Enterprise Partnerships (LEPs) are to be set up during the coming year to bring together councils and business interests ‘on an equal footing’.  The existing industry group called ‘The Gatwick Diamond’ is pressing hard to be named as the LEP for the Gatwick area.  We would greet this without enthusiasm:  like SEEDA, it is at present largely composed of business representatives and gives a low priority to the environment.   It would be unsatisfactory for local industry to be linked, even by implication, with the airport whose fortunes are highly cyclical being dependent on the price of oil, terrorist threats, volcanic eruptions and international epidemics.
Negative economic benefits

The new owners of Gatwick say they wish to emphasise the economic benefits of the airport.   OK but what about the flip side?
1.   The exemption of aviation from fuel tax and VAT represents a subsidy of over £10 billion a year to the industry only partly compensated by air passenger duty which, after the increases announced by Alastair Darling, will bring in around £3 billion.
  
2.  Thus every family in the UK is paying around £300 a year to provide cheap holidays – mainly for the better off.  The average annual household income of Gatwick passengers is over £50,000.

3.  With VAT going up to 20% in January, the one group who will get off scot-free will be air passengers.  There is no VAT on airline tickets, no VAT on purchases of aircraft, no VAT on aircraft servicing, no VAT on anything sold in the Gatwick duty free shops, no VAT on aircraft meals.
4.   Only 15% of passengers using Gatwick are on business, 85% are leisure.  Four out of five leisure passengers are Brits going abroad:  spending their money abroad creates jobs there instead of in the UK.  Four jobs are created abroad for every job created here by inbound tourists.  
5.   Gatwick contributes massively to the UK tourist deficit.  It is good news that the UK deficit due to aviation has fallen from £17 billion in 2007 to £13 billion in 2009.
  But Gatwick expansion would push it up again.  






�   Averaged over a 16 hour day, after deducting night flights. 


�   � HYPERLINK "http://www.dft.gov.uk/adobepdf/162469/221412/221513/attitudestoairtravel/attitudestowardsairtravel1.pdf" ��http://www.dft.gov.uk/adobepdf/162469/221412/221513/attitudestoairtravel/attitudestowardsairtravel1.pdf� 


�   See � HYPERLINK "http://www.caa.co.uk/docs/7/Airspace%20for%20Tomorrow.pdf" ��http://www.caa.co.uk/docs/7/Airspace%20for%20Tomorrow.pdf� 


�   Let us know if you would like to see a copy of our objection


�   Figures provided by H.M. Treasury


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.caa.co.uk/application.aspx?catid=14&pagetype=65&appid=7&newstype=n&mode=detail&nid=1362" ��http://www.caa.co.uk/application.aspx?catid=14&pagetype=65&appid=7&newstype=n&mode=detail&nid=1362� 


�  The total UK tourist deficit (including ferries and the Channel tunnel) has fallen from £19 bn to £15 bn.
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