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The bulletin is longer this month because there has been so much to report on.
We have also introduced a new section – Around the Airports (Page 4).   
Email us information about what is happening at your airport.
No Rethink in Government ‘Progress Report’
The Government’s ‘Progress Report’ on its 2003 Aviation White Paper issued on 14th December resisted the widespread calls there had been for it to rethink its White Paper.  Instead, it produced a business-as-usual report.  The report argued that passenger numbers were still predicted to nearly treble by 2030 as any increases in oil prices would be off-set by fare levels continuing to fall – it assumed the tax-breaks the aviation industry enjoys would remain untouched.  The report put a lot of emphasis on the alleged economic benefits of airport expansion.  But its economic analysis was largely based on an aviation industry study published just a few days before the Progress Report.  That would mean that the Government had had sight of the industry study, carried out by consultants Oxford Economic Forecasting (OEF), while preparing its Progress Report.  OEF are the industry’s favourite consultants as they consistently over-emphasize the economic benefits of aviation by failing to factor into their calculations either its environmental and social costs (which run into billions) or the money lost to the Exchequer through tax-free fuel at zero-rating for VAT.  The Progress Report did contain one unexpected proposal.  Transport Secretary Douglas Alexander announced that he will introduce an Emissions Assessment Cost which “will consider whether the aviation sector is meeting its external climate change costs.”  The Government is expected to consult on the development of this assessment in the first half of 2007.  At first sight this sounds promising, but there are warning bells - it looks as if it could be a first attempt to water down the Stern Report.  Sir Nicholas Stern argued that aviation should cover its full environmental costs (see further in this bulletin).  The proposed Emissions Assessment Cost looks like no more than the weakest of nods in that direction.
You can get into the Progress Report by clicking:
http://www.gnn.gov.uk/environment/fullDetail.asp?ReleaseID=250348&NewsAreaID=2&NavigatedFromDepartment=False   


Their web link really does end in the word false! 
AirportWatch Comment:  
Douglas Alexander: “A young man trapped in a time-warp of his own making”
The Government ended 2006 by trying to demonstrate its determination to press on with a business-as-usual approach to aviation.  But its position is actually much weaker than might appear.  Its policy flies in the face of the realities of climate change.  It has had to resort to dodgy reports published by the aviation industry to back up its economic arguments.  It is having to face down the biggest and most united aviation protest movement in British history.  The spectre of a ‘Twyford Down of the air’ becomes ever more of a reality.  Although, at a local level, it can sometimes feel that we are battling ill-informed councils, a stubborn Government and a powerful aviation industry, it very unlikely that business-as-usual is a realistic option for government in our changing world.  It would appear Douglas Alexander is a young man trapped in a time-warp of his own making. Early in the New Year, AirportWatch will be mapping out its strategy for 2007.  
Let us have your thoughts and ideas.  
Success!  Congratulations to Stop Stansted Expansion who stopped the Government in its tracks when they persuaded their local council to reject BAA’s plans to increase flight numbers on the existing runway….partly on climate change grounds.    Scroll down to read more, on Page 3. 
Liberal Democrat Position on the Progress Report
fine first words but read on…….

National Press Release

AIRPORT EXPANSION PLANS ABSOLUTE FOLLY - CARMICHAEL
Responding to the Government announcement today that a third runway at Heathrow airport and a new runway at Stansted are to be built, the Liberal Democrats have attacked the Government’s aviation strategy.  Calling on it to develop a new strategy for aviation which is genuinely environmentally sustainable, Liberal Democrat Shadow Transport Secretary, Alistair Carmichael MP said:  “In the light of the Stern Review, the Government must urgently revise its plans for aviation expansion. It is absolute folly to make any plans to expand airports in the south east of England.”  “The previous White Paper’s ‘predict and provide’ strategy for air transport was fundamentally flawed. A new approach is needed to help reduce emissions from aviation.” “Plans for a third runway at Heathrow were originally subject to achieving reductions in emissions. However, it is clear that the Government is now intent on pushing ahead with the expansion come what may.”

But at a local level…..


Cllr. Rupert Read (Green Party, Norwich) writes about Lib Dems in Norwich:
It is interesting, to say the least, to compare this statement by the Lib Dems nationally with their local policies on airport expansion, which so far as I can tell seem to boil down to this: oppose airport expansion wherever it is apparently popular to do so, and support airport expansion wherever it is apparently popular to do so.  Taking Norwich as a for instance - the LibDems until recently ran the City Council here; they were (and remain) the MOST avid supporters of airport expansion in Norwich, putting even Labour and the Tories in the shade. They were pursuing a policy (and spending taxpayers' money on it) of building a 'tourist economy' in Norwich -- focussed around massively increasing those leaving and (supposedly) also those arriving via the airport.  I think what we, as anti-air-travel campaigners, need to do is to shine a light on this enormous inconsistency within Lib Dem practice and 'shame' their pro-airport-expansion people around the country into falling into line. I hope others receiving this emailing will take that initiative in their locality, if needs be.

And Pat Mathewson from the Exeter campaign writes:
Exeter Airport is being sold by a Lib Dem Council.  It was owned by Exeter City Council and then Devon County Council, who have to sell it off because they are in dire need of some cash.   The leader of DCC. is Brian Greenslade.  He lives in Barnstaple, far away from the airport and the flight path, so he won't get any noise.   I have tried contacting various prominent Lib Dems, including Menzies Campbell - WASTE OF TIME!   No wonder the Lib Dems never get into parliament - they are always being accused of being inconsistent and I'm afraid that it's true.  The sale is shrouded in secrecy in spite of campaigners trying the Freedom of Information Act.  The Lib Dems need to get their act together!

And from Aberdeen:
Another example is Aberdeen, where the runway extension was recently voted through by 33 to 6, which means a minimum of 14 Lib Dem councillors were in favour.     More from Aberdeen below, Page 4.
Action:  In the New Year AirportWatch will be seeking a meeting with Alistair Carmichael.  It is worth individuals and campaign groups writing to him to point out the inconsistencies in the Lib Dem approach – carmichaela@parliament.uk  
A Stern Warning

It could cost the world £3.68 trillion if it doesn’t start to tackle climate change immediately  - according to Sir Nicholas Stern.  Sir Nicholas, the chief economist at the Treasury and formerly with the World Bank, was asked by Gordon Brown to produce a report assessing the economic costs of climate change.  The Stern Review was published at the end of October.  At the heart of Stern’s findings is the argument that the world should start spending considerable sums of money now or face tumbling into a world-wide recession as the costs of climate change overwhelm the economy.  Stern found that, if we don't act, the overall costs and risks of climate change will be the equivalent to losing at least 5% of global Gross Domestic Product (GDP), now and forever.  By contrast, the costs of acting now - reducing greenhouse gas emissions to avoid the worst impacts of climate change - can be limited to around 1% of global GDP each year.    Although Stern does not oppose the growth of aviation, he is clear that aviation should pay for the full cost of its emissions.  The Government appeared to endorse the Stern Report, but within weeks of producing his report, Stern announced he would be leaving his job at the Treasury.  The media reported that he had been sidelined by Gordon Brown.

An executive summary of the Stern Review can be seen at:

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/shared/bsp/hi/pdfs/30_10_06_exec_sum.pdf

Chancellor Doubles Air Passenger Duty

In what was seen as a nod in the direction of the Stern Review, Gordon Brown announced in his pre-budget statement that he intended to double Air Passenger Duty (APD).  APD will now bring in around £2 billion a year.  That may seem a lot, but it looks less significant when set against the £9 billion tax breaks the aviation industry receives each year through tax-free fuel and being zero-rated for VAT.  The industry argues that APD is ‘a blunt instrument’ which gives them no incentive to improve their environmental performance.  But they misunderstand the purpose of APD.  It was brought in during the early 1990s by Kenneth Clarke to compensate for the fact that the industry didn’t pay its fair share of general taxation owing to the tax breaks it receives.  In addition to APD, the industry should be paying for the noise and pollution it causes which independent studies have put at well over £10 billion a year – for details see Fly Now; Grieve Later by Brendon Sewill –   http://www.aef.org.uk/publications/detail.php?art_id=152
The Eddington Report – ex-BA chief favours airport expansion
It was hardly the surprise of the year that ex-BA Chief Executive, Rod Eddington, would come out in favour of airport expansion in his report published shortly before the Chancellor’s announcement on Air Passenger Duty.  A year ago Gordon Brown and Tony Blair asked Eddington to look at the transport system that would be required for a successful economy over the next 30 years.  Eddington worked closely with Sir Nicholas Stern in producing his report.  A theme, therefore, which runs through the report is that transport users should pay the cost of the impact they have on the environment.  But Eddington favours airport expansion – certainly of what he calls the “international gateways” (such as Heathrow) which he argues help Britain trade effectively in a globalised economy.  Aviation is the weakest section of his report.  Eddington admits that he took the economic assumptions of the Aviation White Paper as read.  He adopted a somewhat different approach to surface level transport where he did question some of the basis assumptions leading to strong support for walking and cycling (because they are good value-for-money) and for congestion charging.
Eddington also recommended speeding up the planning system for large projects by the introduction of an Independent Planning Commission to replace public inquiries.  This proposal was endorsed by Kate Barker in her report prepared for government on the planning system.  While both reports insist they are not riding roughshod over local objections, they do argue that, in the new system, there should be a presumption in favour of development.  But residents feel that it signals the end of the planning system.  Brian Ross, from Stop Stansted Expansion, said: “Both Barker and Eddington try to provide assurance that democratic accountability and public participation will be maintained - but it is clear from reading them that they envisage a more centralised and far less democratic and participative approach overseen by some new quango, an unelected Planning Commission. The government has commissioned these two reviews and it will now use them as justification for new planning legislation, probably in 2008-9, following a white paper next year.  The purpose of the legislation will be to make it easier for the government to deliver its controversial airport and housing policies in the face of widespread local opposition.  It's a blatant attempt to marginalise the input into planning decisions from local community groups like ourselves and from democratically elected local authorities.” 
Most charges dropped against Plane Stupid activists
Direct action campaigners from Plane Stupid who occupied the taxiway of East Midlands Airport had most of the charges against them dropped.  The result was that 19 of the protestors received a conditional discharge, 5 were given community service orders, one, who was already on a conditional discharge, was referred to the Crown Court and one person, who pleaded not guilty, will return to the Magistrates Court in January for trial.   For more details of Plane Stupid’s activities check out www.planestupid.com 
Around the Airports

Success at Stansted

Plans to expand Stansted airport are likely to be delayed for several years after the local council ruled that increasing the number of flights contradicted the Government’s pledge to address climate change.  Uttlesford District Council in Essex rejected an application by BAA, the airport’s owner, to increase the number of flights on the existing runway by almost 50 per cent. The increase would have allowed passenger numbers to grow from 24 million this year to 35 million by 2014. In recommending refusal, the council’s officers referred to the recent Stern report on the economics of climate change and to another by the Tyndall Centre for Climate Change Research showing that the rapid growth in air travel was in danger of wiping out all other savings in carbon emissions. They also highlighted a recent report from Oxford University's Environmental Change Institute which called upon the Government to confront the contradiction between its targets for reducing carbon emissions and its plans to more double the number of airline passengers by 2030. Uttlesford council also expressed concern about the impact any expansion would have on the local environment. Terry Morgan, Stansted’s managing director, said that BAA would appeal against the decision and the issue would be decided at a public inquiry.  The Public Inquiry is likely to be held in 2007.
Night Flights could double at East Midlands
The Master Plan for East Midlands Airport, published in early December, predicts a doubling in both flight numbers and destinations served by 2016.  This would include a doubling in the number of night flights using the airport.  Already East Midlands is the 15th busiest airport in Europe at night.  A doubling of flights – mainly freight serving the DHL depot beside the airport – would make life even more unbearable in the quiet towns, villages and hamlets under the flight path to the airport.  The Master Plan tried to mask the bad news by highlighting the fact the airport was changing its name – again.  It was called East Midlands Airport.  Then it became Nottingham East Midlands Airport.  But Derby and Leicester were unhappy.  So now it will be called East Midland Airport – Derby, Leicester, Nottingham!


Runway Extension given go-ahead at Aberdeen
Aberdeen City Council gave the go-ahead for an extended runway to be built at the city’s Dyce Airport in spite of a lively local campaign against it.   The 300m extension would allow bigger aircraft to land, but the noise for the nearby town of Dyce would become even worse.  Earlier this year representatives of AirportWatch spoke at a packed meeting in Dyce organised by the Aberdeen campaign where local people spoke movingly of having had to endure years of noise pollution.  However a full meeting of Aberdeen City Council this month voted 33 to six in favour of extending the north of the runway.  The council's head of planning, Dr Margaret Bochel, had said in a report that the extension was needed for a "dynamic local economy".  She said objections on the grounds of the impact on climate change could not be used to refuse a planning application.  Neither she nor the Council seemed to be able to come up with hard facts and figures to back up their economic claims. 

Almuth Ernsting, who heads up the Aberdeen campaign, writes:  Bad news - 33:6 in favour of runway extension.  Terrible level of debate (apart from a handful of good Councillors).  One raised the Uttlesford DC decision and the Council's legal adviser stood up and said that was a completely different matter because Stansted airport weren't going to extend the runway, so there wasn't any precedent.  Councillors were basically told that it was not competent for them to question the application on grounds of global warming and they could end up being pulled in front of the Standards Committee if they did so, but then the ones supporting BAA went on and on about this being good news for the climate and the environment because it would allow more efficient aircraft to fly. Thoroughly depressing.  One of our members suggested asking the Scottish Executive to call in the application, but I'm not sure.  The Scottish planning guidelines are all in favour of airport expansion.  
And along the A96 at Inverness:
The number of passengers using Inverness airport could almost treble to two million within 25 years. The airport has experienced a staggering 85 per cent growth in passenger numbers since 1999 and is expected to handle 725,000 passengers this year.  But a blueprint for the future development of the airport, operated by Highlands and Islands Airports, says passenger growth could mushroom to 1.2 million passengers a year by 2010, 1.6 million by 2020 and 1.8 million by 2030.  The holiday charter market at Inverness currently accounts for less than 1 per cent of the passenger total. But the report states: "There is considerable undeveloped potential to grow the inbound charter market, particularly from Europe, to capitalise on the attractiveness of the Highlands for leisure travellers.”  We’ll see!

Bristol fights destructive proposals
The Bristol Airport Master Plan is currently out for consultation. Local campaigner Hilary Burn writes:  Stop Bristol Airport Expansion Campaign is asking everyone to respond to North Somerset Council's consultation on Bristol International Airport's Master Plan.  It means for the local communities living around the airport a 
doubling of size of the terminal, increased car parking, increased aircraft stands, a new hotel, increased flights resulting in a flight on average every three and a half minutes, more congestion on our roads and an increase 
in CO2 emissions at a time when everyone is reducing their own emissions.  
Action:   The Bristol campaign are asking everyone to respond to this consultation opposing further expansion of Bristol airport.  
Please respond to: dccomments@n-somerset.gov.uk – closing date is very soon.

The Bristol website www.stopbia.com contains more details of the consultation as well as interesting material on how the campaign is responding to the economic claims the airport is making. 

They are flying right over Exeter
Devon County Council recently sold Exeter Airport to a private company, raising fears of a big increase in flight numbers. Maurice Spurway from the local campaign group writes   “In the last two years the number of passengers using Exeter airport has more than doubled to 875,000, with a main flight path directly over Exeter!. Who knows how long this growth will go on for? We are currently getting waves lasting for 90 minutes where there is an aircraft every 10 minutes. These waves will become more frequent, longer and denser as the activity of the new operator drives an increase in passengers and aircraft movements.”

E-Petitions to the Prime Minister
There is a new facility to send e-petitions to the Prime Minister.  http://petitions.pm.gov.uk/
 Checking the ones which have the word "aviation"  or "airport" in them, the following came up: 

 

  give consideration to a threat to airfields across the UK which might be considered "brownfield" sites for redevelopment as a result of a flawed new planning policy statement from the Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG). (1444 signatures) 

  Impose a tax on aviation fuel and direct any revenues raised into subsidising rail travel. (16 signatures) 

  Assign a personal 'carbon footprint' quota to every UK citizen over 16 (17 signatures) 

  curb the growth in aviation (45 signatures)  (Deadline  15th Jan 2007)
  Drop all plans for airport expansion and take steps to substantially reduce airport capacity (139 signatures)  (Deadline 4th Dec 2007) 

  to build a third runway at the London Heathrow Airport, to award some money to Gatwick and Stansted as well, and to avoid harming airlines (2 signatures) 
  sponsor goverment legislation to fund and procure a massive expansion of London Heathrow Airport (2 signatures) 
  Stop the further expansion of Stansted Airport beyond 25 million passengers per annum (2056 signatures)   (Deadline 23rd Nov 2007) 

  Support the recent application to the UK Civil Aviation Authority for direct flights between London and Ercan airport in northern Cyprus. Nearly 3 years have passed since the referendum in which Turkish Cypriots voted in favour of the UN brokered comprehensive settlement, yet northern Cyprus remains isolated in spite of commitments from the UN, the EU, HM Government and the PM personally to end isolations. (4204 signatures) 

  Reduce Government Airport Tax (5 signatures) 
  refuse to consider the further expansion of Heathrow Airport beyond its current perimeter. (37 signatures)   (This is the Longford Residents one, and its deadline is the 29th Jan 2007) 

Bulletin complied by John Stewart with the help of Sarah Clayton
www.airportwatch.org.uk
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