
Airports Commission Public evidence session (Manchester, 9 July 2013) 

 

Airports Commission: Howard Davies (Chair), Geoff Muirhead, Ricky Burdett, Julia Knight, 
John Armitt. 

 

Session 1: Climate Change 

 Aviation and Environment Federation Tim Johnson, Director 

 WWF      Jean Leston, Transport Policy 

 Sustainable Aviation    Matt Gorman, Chair 

 

1, Witness presentations setting out key arguments and evidence   

 

Tim Johnson (accompanied by Cait Hewitt)  

TJ gave a presentation outlining the position of the AEF. He asserted that meeting the UKs 
climate change commitments would be difficult relying on the development of bio-fuels and 
new technologies. He argued that if the UK want to meet these targets, new measures 
should be considered for constraining emissions, and unconstrained aviation growth with 
new runways should be out of the question. TJ felt that this would not hold back the UK 
economically as all EU members states had signed up to take action on climate change 
through reducing aviation emissions. All major economies were committed to CO2 reductions 
of 80% of 1990 levels by 2050. TJ then talked about France and Germany seeing public 
opposition to airport expansion because of  noise and the impact on landscape. 

 

Jean Leston (accompanied by Tom Vitta)  

JL presented the submission they had made to the Airports Commission Climate Change 
paper. She said that aviation was the most carbon intensive form of transport there is. The 
aim of WWF was to monitor national and international climate change policy. She asserted 
that the Foundation were not against flying but against unconstrained use of aviation. She 
quoted reports from the World Bank and IEA who had forecast a 2 degree rise in global 
warming in the next 20 to 30 years, and this rise would significantly alter the human 
environment.  

She talked about the WWF ‘1 in 5’ scheme where businesses had signed up to 
organisational behavioural change to cut the number of business flights. Recession had 
been the driver for some companies to curtail their business flying, and the WWF launched 
their scheme to try to capture this mood.  

JL did not believe that business would ‘suffer’ through constrained aviation, and she felt the 
case for connectivity and the need for airport expansion had not been made. She reiterated 
the point that the UK would not be the only country who would have to face constrained 
aviation use.  



 

Matt Gorman (accompanied by Jonathon Counsel)  

MG gave a presentation based on the  Sustainable Aviation ‘Carbon Road Map’. They 
asserted that technology would make a ‘significant contribution’ to reducing carbon 
emissions by 2050. They went on to outline the different technologies they considered which 
would play a role in reducing carbon emissions, these were: imminent aircraft, future aircraft, 
sustainable fuels, carbon trading, and new emissions.  

 

2, Questions from the Commissioners to witnesses   

HD1 asked the witnesses about the legality of ‘slot arrangement’ which some had mentioned 
in their submissions to the commission. 

JL felt that the Secretary of State had the powers to undertake this. 

TJ said the he felt that ‘other countries has shown an interest in slot auctioning’. 

 

JK asked MG what future aircraft were currently in the planning stages given that new 
aircraft took many years to build and introduce into fleets.  

MG said that he felt ‘short haul’ aircraft would be introduced by 2025, ‘twin aisle’ aircraft 
would be introduced by 2035 and ‘very large’ aircraft would be introduced by 2040. 

JK followed up by asking whether ‘open rotor’ aircraft meant inevitably compromising noise 
for emissions. 

MG said that he felt both could be done, but no one had a clear answer of what that 
compromise, if any, would look like.  

TJ said that ‘emissions shapes the industry, but noise shapes the debate on the ground’. 

 

JK asked what the future for airports would need to be based on the introduction of these 
new aircraft.  

MG said he didn’t have an answer but knew that a range of ‘options’ were being looked at. 

JK followed up by asking that given the significant technological changes needed to deliver 
the SA road map what could be done to ‘speed it up’? 

MG said changes to fuel costs and Govt. Support for research and development.  

JC added that support was needed for the development of biofuels especially biodiesel. 

 

GM asked JL whether it mattered what the UK did unilaterally? 
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JL said yes, not only does the UK need to meet its emissions targets but she felt that it was 
legitimate that the UK should act as a role model as one of the worlds largest users of 
aviation. She went on to say that all countries were facing a ‘carbon constrained future’ and 
it should be possible to balance economic growth with managing emissions. 

GM asked realistically how technologies such as video conferencing could replace business 
travel.  

JL felt that there was more to be done in this area and more companies could do more. 

JC felt that video conferencing would not replace business meetings but would supplement 
them.  

 

GM asked whether air traffic transfer passengers contributed to the UK economy. 

ALL no answer 

 

JA questioned JL about her argument which he felt was against the expansion of any ‘hub’ 
airport. 

JL responded by saying that she felt the UK did need a hub airport but not an expanded one. 
She went on to talk about how a ‘per plane tax’ should replace APD. 

JA followed up with the growth in the population wasn’t it inevitable that there would be an 
increased in flying? 

JL felt there was evidence that the market was ‘hitting’ maturity’. 

TJ felt that even if the number of passengers increased it didn’t necessarily mean that 
emissions needed to increase. 

 

RB what role could modal shift play? 

CH felt it was important in replacing short haul flights internally but it was long haul flying that 
were responsible for the largest proportion of emissions and this could not be replaced by 
modal shift. 

 

3, Statements from stakeholders in the public gallery  

 Kevin Lister, Plane Stupid – No technology ‘since the Wright Brothers’ has ever 
reduced emissions in the aviation industry. Adding that Tesco had recently reneged 
on it’s commitment to using Biofuels as they felt it was difficult to see how it would be 
sustainable. 

 PCS Union – Needed to make sure that any solution introduced by the AC revolved 
around an integrated transport system. They did not believe that technology would 
lead to a reduction in emissions.  



 Peter Sanders, Stop Stansted Expansion – Questioned the availability of information 
on ‘non-carbon emissions’. 

 Jeff Gazzard, AEF – Asked for the ‘real life examples’ of savings from technology. 

 Marc Hudson, Manchester Climate Fortnightly – Felt that the SA Road Map was 
optimistic, and felt that the presentation provided a poor standard of information 
provision. 

 Ruth Wood, Sustainable Consumption Institute – All sections of the economy need to 
reduce their emissions annually to enable the UK to meet their targets, adding that a 
lot of industries talked about ‘relying on biofuels’. She doubted whether there would 
be enough to meet this demand.  

 Anthony Riley, Friends of the Earth – Talked about fitting proposals to the ‘emissions 
envelope’.  

 

 

  



Session 2: Aviation Demand and Connectivity 

 Stop Stansted Expansion   Brian Ross, Economics Advisor 

 CBI      Nicola Walker, Head of Infrastructure and Env. 

 ABTA      Mark Tanzer, Chief Executive 

 

1, Witness presentations setting out key arguments and evidence   

 

Brian Ross  

BR Spoke about how inaccurate previous aviation forecasts had been and had been 
managed downwards subsequently. He questioned whether there was a ‘capacity crisis’ 
saying that the UK has more airport capacity than Japan and other EU G8 countries. He 
presented figures which showed that without new runways the UK could handle three times 
the capacity forecasts for 2030. Business flights had decreased in the last twenty years, and 
leisure flights had moderated since the recession. Questioned whether it would be possible 
to introduce a differential APD at airports to encourage flights from regional airports. 

Nicola Walker, CBI (accompanied by Mark Dittmer-Odell) 

NW opened by saying that three quarters of the UK exports were to the EU and US, while 
‘emerging markets’ accounted for 7.7per cent. She felt that the lack of flight routes to 
emerging markets was harming UK businesses and talked about a CBI report, ‘Trading 
Places’ which said that where flight connectivity grows, trade follows. She quoted figures 
which estimated that for each additional route this could generate £128M. In her opinion this 
meant that routes to emerging markets could generate up to £8Bn - connectivity and growth 
was a virtuous circle. She said that regional airports were ‘handicapped’ by a lack of surface 
access, and finished by saying that a large number of their members expected airport 
connections in the UK to diminish. 

Mark Tanzer, ABTA  

MT spoke about ABTA members selling over 90% of all the leisure flights in the UK market. 
He said that his members wanted a) a choice of routes, b) ease of access, c) a good quality 
experience, d) a free market.  He felt that Heathrow and Gatwick were predominately leisure 
airports. He felt there was a clear utility to having a local airport where people could fly to a 
range of destinations, and that currently there was a shortage of capacity which meant there 
was potential for the UK to become uncompetitive. 

 

2, Questions from the Commissioners to witnesses   

HD to BR what would be the mechanism to deliver a differential APD? 

BR said that over 60per cent of the UK air travel comes from the South East, if there was an 
internationalising of the UK regional airports and a redistribution of APD tax around the 
country (it would be possible to model a situation where this could be done) this could start 
to spread capacity across the country. 

 



JA asked whether public money be used for providing infrastructure (to ensure Britain is the 
best place to ‘do business’)? 

BR felt that airport operators should pay for their infrastructure, along with a percentage of 
the surface access improvement costs. 

 

JA asked why do aviation modellers only model up to 2030? 

BR said he felt it was not necessary to plan beyond 2030 because it becomes more of a 
‘guessing game’ (believes the White Paper proved this). This was particularly true because 
of potential future pressures such as, the price and availability of oil, climate change, and 
security and terrorism. 

NW agreed that trying to forecast after 2030 was a ‘guessing game’, but added that the 
aviation industry will do its own predictions regardless of whether other organisations would 
do them or publish them.  

 

RB asked if the CBI considered environmental factors? 

NW said that the CBI believes that growth doesn’t mean unregulated growth, any growth 
should be within targets, but this doesn’t mean no growth. 

MT believes that aviation is a networking phenomena, ‘aviation begets aviation’, and also rail 
is not a suitable substitute for aviation to reduce emissions. 

 

RB asked how movements through airports could be increased/improved? 

BR felt this would be possible with newer technologies and have been put into airport master 
plans. He added that there was a history of Heathrow saying that they were at full capacity 
but finding room for more flights subsequently. 

 

JK asked whether it was realistic to push more flights through busy airports.  

BR said that Heathrow had planning permission for more flights. He believed that Heathrow 
could currently increase it’s flights and movements, but it would be very tight - with the use of 
larger planes and rationalisation of some routes this could improve however. He questioned 
whether there was a need for 16 flights to Amsterdam per day.  

 

GM followed up on this asking about the value of transfer passengers and whether there 
were too many flights to ‘popular destinations’ for example  was a flight needed every 30 
minutes to New York for example? 

MDO felt there was a ‘strong demand’ for transfers, quoting figures that hub airports had 
grown by 100% while point to point airports had grown by 120%. 



GM said that even if there was unlimited capacity or increased capacity there is no saying 
that it would go to new and emerging markets. Is the UK losing out economically ? 

BR responded by saying that the UK gains by being able to fly because they can go from the 
North to Schipol to the rest of the world. The people who lose are the people who have a 
clear interest in Heathrow Airport.  

NW felt that CBI North East for example would support hub flights out of the UK to other 
countries but people really want to fly direct. 

BR says it’s not really important whether transfer passengers are thought to be important or 
not, and believes that the market will decide.  

JA asked if we don’t expand Heathrow people will make flight connections abroad, why does 
this mean there will be a deficit to the UK? 

MT replied that there would be a loss of economic activity at the airport, this would mean that 
local jobs would suffer. 

 

JK asked whether we were seeing a change in business passengers with more flights from 
employees of SMEs aiming to grow or not having the technology to use things like 
videoconferencing? 

NW  said that she didn’t know as we don’t have the data. 

MDO said he believed however that there was an increased dissatisfaction with constrained 
destinations. 

 

GM asked whether we could align the national interest with a capacity constrained market 
place? 

BR  believed it could be possible to reintroduce ‘traffic distribution rules’ although there was 
a doubt whether it was still legal under EU competition rules. 

 

3, Statements from stakeholders in the public gallery  

 Graham Mason, Newcastle Airport – Spoke about the ‘pressure’ to improve 
connectivity from local business in the North East. He asked for more direct flights 
but in reality felt this would probably be longer haul hub flights, supporting better use 
of capacity around the country. 

 Jeff Gazzard, AEF – Agreed that business wants long haul flights from their local 
airport. Also pointed out that not every airport that wants expansion reaches its 
targets.  

 Louise Congden York Aviation – Said that there was a need to understand how 
airports and airlines responded to demand.  

 Kevin Lister, Plane Stupid – Agreed that the country had been poor historically at 
predicting demand and it was inconceivable that there should be any predictions 
beyond 2050. 



 Jean Leston, WWF – Cited the CE Delft report which argues that the benefits of 
aviation are often overstated while the disbenefits are under estimated. 


