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Luton Airport’s wicked plans

Some may see living near to
Luton Airport as a benefit;
cheap flights to the sun
without the hassle of getting
to Heathrow or Gatwick. But
for most who know what is
planned for Luton Airport
over the next few years, the

prospect is far less attractive.

Ever since the government
published its consultation
document on the future of air
transport, first in 2002, and
again in 2003 after falling
foul of a judicial review, it
has been clear that official
policy is for a massive

A Masterplan for 2030

expansion in air travel. The
rapid increase in numbers
travelling, mainly from the
growth of low-cost airlines,
has been extrapolated into
the future without constraint.
In this one remaining area,
government policy would
appear still to be in the age
of ‘predict and provide’. Not
surprisingly, when the white
paper was published defining
government policy, it
included making maximum
use of existing facilities at
Luton.

Now, ‘existing facilities’

John Davies, Vice Chairman

means Luton remaining as a
one-runway airport, even if
the existing runway is
replaced by a new runway
extended in length to 3km,
long enough for a jumbo-jet
to take off fully loaded with
fuel for a transatlantic flight.
It can also mean the
inclusion of a new terminal
building, new taxi-ways and
other airport-related
developments. On this
interpretation of maximising
use of existing facilities,
Luton is slated to increase
passenger numbers from a
(Continued on page 2)



(Continued from page 1)
current 7.5 million per year
to 30 million per year by
2030 (and reaching this
target rapidly once new
facilities are in place). Even
allowing for somewhat
larger aircraft, this
represents a massive
increase in aircraft
movements and also an
apparently unrestricted
increase in night-flights, to
say nothing about growth in
freight movements.

Towards the end of 2005,
the Spanish-owned
operator of Luton Airport
put forward its ‘masterplan’
for expansion, claiming it to
be in line with government
policy. Amazingly, this
forms part of the
consultation process, in
which the private

company involved is
allowed to carry out the
public consultation into

its own plans. Hardly a
process to inspire
confidence.

Even more disturbing is
Luton Airport’'s own
interpretation of making
maximum use of existing
facilities as a one-runway
airport. The Masterplan
calls for a new 3km runway
almost one kilometre south
of the existing runway
which would remain in
service. Not only does this
challenge the whole

concept of Luton remaining
as a one-runway airport,
but it requires the loss of
even more green belt
countryside than the
controversial housing
development west of
Stevenage.

Not surprisingly,
communities affected by
the proposals have
objected strongly, with well-
attended public meetings
throughout the area,
including in Hitchin and
Harpenden. The meeting in
Hitchin, organised by the
Hitchin Society in
association with LADACAN
(Luton and District
Association for Control of
Aircraft Noise) and Hitchin
Forum, was addressed by
Peter Lilley, MP for Hitchin
and Harpenden, as well as
by John Davis of the
Harpenden Society and
Roger Wood of LADACAN.
Some 150 members of the
public heard the arguments
set out by the speakers:

Loss of Green Belt
countryside, much of it a
landscape conservation
area.

Still further airport-related
development planned.
Lack of infrastructure; the
airport cannot be rail
connected.

Massive increase in road
traffic, congestion and
demands for new roads.
Aircraft noise, especially
if night flights increase.
Increased emissions of
greenhouse gases,
leading to climate
change.

Economic benefits
challenged, overseas
holiday spending does
not aid UK economy.

More fundamentally, the
growth forecasts justifying
the development should be
guestioned. By 2030, it is
likely that measures to limit
climate change, and the
effects of ever-increasing

oil prices, will have
impacted on the economics
of air travel. The forecast
massive growth in low-cost
flights may just not be quite
so reliable as would-be
investors currently believe.

Overall, the advice was to
use the public consultation
process to make it very
clear that such massive
expansion of Luton Airport
is strongly opposed, and to
ensure that planning
permission for the first
phase of expansion is not
simply granted by Luton
Borough Council acting as
both planning authority,
and freehold-owner of the
airport. Objections have
also been sent to the
owners of the airport
operating company, at their
business address in Spain.

The consultation period
closed at the end of
January, and since then
objectors have only
received the most
superficial of
acknowledgements. It is
perhaps some comfort that
the major expansion
proposal would require
development beyond the
confines of the Borough of
Luton, and it is to be hoped
that other planning
authorities will take a much
more robust view of the
proposals. But the fear is
that government will just
fall back on the mantra that
this is simply making best
use of existing facilities,
seeing this as an easy
option compared with a
second runway at Stansted
or an even more
controversial third runway
at Heathrow.

Useful links:
www.london-luton.com
www.ladacan.org
www.stoplutonairport.org



As our towns become more
crowded, with new housing
on every available brown
field site, including large
gardens, there is a growing
realisation of how important
the remaining green areas
within our towns

and the countryside
around them will be

in future. This has

been recognised in

the draft South

East and East of

England Plans by

the requirement for

Local Planning Au-
thorities to develop
strategies to secure

the enhancement,

effective management and
appropriate use of land in
these areas whether devel-
opment takes place within
them or not. Further rein-
forcement of the value of
these green areas was
given last year when the
Countryside Agency and
Groundwork pub-

lished guidance

on the importance

of the countryside

in and around

towns and noted

that this so-called

‘urban fringe’

makes up 20% of

the land area of

England.

So it was particu-

larly appropriate that mem-
bers attending the recent
meeting at Wendover were
given an enthusiastic pre-
view of CPRE’s current
project, ‘Unlocking the
Landscape’, by Nicole Wal-
dock from National Office.
The purpose of this initia-
tive is to give communities
a tool for assessing the
character of their land-
scapes with the aim of in-
fluencing how the land
around our towns can best
be used to the benefit of
all. The vehicle for this

Nicole Waldock addressed Antas at the Wendover meeting

process is the Community
Landscape Character
Statement. It not only re-
cords the beauty and indi-
viduality of the landscape,
but it adds local knowl-
edge, perceptions and as-
pirations, and
champions the
special qualities
of the landscape
and the views of
the local commu-
nity. In its prepa-
ration emphasis
should be given
to supporting
views of local
residents, raising
awareness, and
using it to complement
other local planning docu-
ments. The project team
has developed an action
pack to take organisers
through each step to show
how to get the maximum
out of this exercise. Back-
ground information is given
on how the State-
ment will fit into
local authority
landscape work
and advice is of-
fered on how to
use the Statement
and how it will fit in
with similar initia-
tives. Guidance is
given on how to
get local people
involved and the
steps to ensure that all
organisations and bodies
that are able to contribute
are aware and involved
from the start. To achieve
this it is suggested that an
outreach event be held to
encourage community in-
volvement so pointers are
given on how to draw to-
gether the findings of such
events and, most impor-
tantly, advice is offered on
feeding back information to
all participants.

To make it easier to under-

take the task a CD is avail-
able giving electronic tem-
plates for the invitations
and press releases for out-
reach events, survey forms
for recording observations
and views, recording digital
photography and for any
necessary risk assess-
ments, together with
sources of additional infor-
mation. To encourage and
to aid understanding, the
CD provides illustrative
examples using the proto-
type trials undertaken by
CPRE at Lilleshall and
Broughton. How long will
all this take? Well CPRE
think it can be completed in
five to six months. The CD
identifies nine areas of re-
sponsibility for the project
team; no doubt some can
be discharged by the same
persons. Most importantly,
a good cross-section of the
community should be in-
volved, so suggestions are
made on who to approach.
All of this requires funding.
The budget should not ex-
ceed £1000 and some
groups have already con-
ducted the exercise for
much less.

All the necessary guidance
is obtainable from CPRE
National Office. Cur-
rently CPRE is talk-

ing to the Civic Trust
with a view to their
jointly obtaining

funding for a large
national roll-out and,
perhaps, local imple-
mentation.

See
www.cpre.org.uk/
publications/
landscape/
countryside.htm Pre-
paring a Community
Landscape Charac-
ter Statement.



Firstly, the Panel sought
significant participation
from the amenity/
voluntary sector, so it is
essential that groups
such as Antas respond.
The process is
continually moving on
as the Panel seeks to
draw out answers to its
questions. There is no
public examination of
participants’ written
submissions as there
would be at a public
inquiry, although the
content is for the
Panel’s report. From a
public point of view,
each stage is used as a
means of selecting the
participants in the next
stage so this might
influence the form of
submissions. We learnt
the need to have
significant resource
available at the right
time to swiftly prepare
and agree submissions
and statements; to make
an effective presence in
the debate, but not to
waste time on un-
necessary preparation;
and lastly, do not feign
expertise or knowledge
you do not have.

We are grateful to
Peter Newby of the St
Albans Civic Society
for his invaluable
contribution.

The Regional Spatial Strat-
egy, now known as the
East of England Plan, was
subject to public consulta-
tion from December 2004
to March 2005. EEACTS,
the Civic Trust regional
association, submitted a
response on behalf of its
members but this had to be
limited to broad issues, so
Antas submitted its own
response to reflect Hert-
fordshire specifics. Antas
challenged assumptions on
employment growth and
linked housing needs, the
inadequate priority given to
protection of the environ-
ment, the development
proposals for M11/Stansted
corridor and around Steve-
nage, and prioritizing de-
velopment areas over the
London Arc. Antas argued
that large concentrated
developments of new
houses are more likely to
add to commuting to Lon-
don than regeneration of
Harlow and Stevenage,
and the sub-regional strate-
gies for economic growth
would be unnecessarily
damaging to the environ-
ment.

For the EiP a panel of two
senior planning inspectors
carried out an independent
assessment of the ade-
guacy of the Plan. It is not
a quasi-judicial process but
a series of controlled de-
bates. The Panel examined
specific Matters, a mixture
of over-arching principal
areas of policy (eg. em-
ployment, housing, envi-
ronment) and the policies
for specific geographical
areas of the Region, usu-
ally development areas.
The Panel also identified
the organisations to partici-
pate. Antas was selected
for Matter 8K considering
the policy on the London
Arc, but confined to that

part in South and South-
West Herts.

Three preliminary meetings
were held for participants
to look at procedures and
included seminars on
roads, water supply,
household numbers etc.
Participants made short
written submissions on
topics specified for each
Matter, eg. Vision/Strategy,
Environment/ Culture, Em-
ployment/ Economy, Hous-
ing, Key Infrastructure and
Implementation. Antas was
selected to make the open-
ing statement on: ‘Overall
vision and approach:
should policy LA1 on the
London Arc be deleted/
retained/ reformulated to
cover South West Herts
and is there sufficient clar-
ity about the roles of Wat-
ford and Hemel Hempstead
as key centres?’ Other par-
ticipants could then join in
by signalling to the Panel
which steered the debate in
order to get answers to its
questions.

Antas written and oral
statements expressed dis-
appointment in the vision; it
was a missed opportunity
to move away from the
‘business as usual’ ap-
proach of using existing
plans welded together and
then superimposing extra
central government poli-
cies, leading to inconsistent
priorities.

We questioned the basis of
the whole Plan — employ-
ment growth projections.
These appear to extrapo-
late existing trends in order
to meet aspirations regard-
ing the region’s position in
Europe. The Plan should
consider the dissimilarity in
economic opportunity and
social well-being between
different parts of the region,

Andrew Sangster, Hon Secretary

but Antas recognises the
need to retain and enhance
economic opportunity in the
south as well as the influ-
ence of London, as princi-
pal national economic driv-
ers. The Plan should en-
courage high value-added
businesses to locate in the
London Arc (high tech/
knowledge-based clusters)
while suitable businesses
should be dispersed to the
needier parts of the region.
Antas agrees with the well-
intentioned goals of policy
LA1 but think it lacks teeth
for delivery.

Our concern is to protect
the environment in the Lon-
don Arc, particularly main-
taining the Green Belt, to
prevent coalescence of
communities. Keeping
Green Belt designation
should not rely on demon-
strating exceptional land-
scape qualities as sug-
gested by some partici-
pants. At the same time
Antas supports the concept
of sustainable communities
if based within existing set-
tlement boundaries; such
an approach would contain
commuting within existing
transport infrastructure.
Increased social housing
should be provided, but
won't be achieved unless
the direct link to the build-
ing of market housing is
broken. Antas fears devel-
oping Watford and Hemel
Hempstead as key regional
centres would draw retail
activity from St Albans and
other locations, and en-
courage more car travel.
Clearly, lack of infrastruc-
ture provision will hinder
delivery of the Plan. Water
supply and waste water
disposal were revealed as
major deficiencies and
there are also other less
obvious needs such as
health care.
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Remember the Hitcham &
Taplow Preservation Soci-
ety told us last summer
they were taking on the
National Trust? They
worked with the Parish
Council on the Inquiry into
the Appeal by the NT
against the rejection of
their planning application
for 191 dwellings on the old
Canadian Red Cross Hos-
pital site at Cliveden. Well
great news, the appeal was
dismissed.

In the summer of 2004 per-
mission was granted to
build 135 age-restricted
properties in the site but
the NT wanted more. Its
application for 191 dwell-
ings was actually recom-
mended for approval by the
planning officers of South
Bucks District Council, for
reasons that are unclear. If
the councillors had not dis-
agreed everyone would
face the ensuing environ-
mental and traffic prob-
lems. Locals thought that
the NT - who always
claimed to take note of
local objections - would
drop the plans after the
rejection by the SBDC, the
'Cliveden No' campaign
and a survey of Taplow
residents showing over-

The Antas newsletter con-
tributions are entirely from
you, the members and the
committee. Despite the
kind words from the Chair-
man | can take no credit for
the newsletter save its
presentation and visual
standard.

We do try to provoke the
powers that be and to ex-
tend the Antas remit of
being a discussion and

&

John Hanford, Fred Russell and the editor

whelming opposition. How-
ever, the NT instead
launched the appeal
against the decisions.

It was assumed the NT
would win the Inquiry which
took eight days on August
2005 at the SBDC's
Capswood offices. The NT
retained a highly priced QC
and about five other expert
witnesses, who all re-
mained for the duration.
Against the appeal were—
for the SBDC, a barrister
as well as planning and
traffic experts who were
only present when giving
evidence. Taplow Parish
Council and the Hitcham &
Taplow Preser-

vation Society

were repre-

sented by four

regular volun-

teers and others

who came and

went during the
proceedings

The outcome
was firm rejec-
tion by the In-
quiry Inspector
and the Secre-
tary of State,
mainly on
grounds that the
development

forum for members to
share best practice. We
aim to balance items about
major planning matters with
local initiatives to show
what societies are achiev-
ing on the ground. Antas is
all about spreading “best
practice” amongst civic
societies, especially those
who otherwise might feel
too isolated. The chairman
has welcomed the new
joiners but perhaps the

was totally unsuited to its
Green Belt location. The
Inspector reported that the
NT had over-estimated the
contribution buses would
make to reducing car us-
age and said that providing
only 1.5 car spaces per
unit would be unlikely to
curb car ownership, and
therefore usage. The In-
spector cited traffic gen-
eration as un-sustainable
on the site and concluded
that the 191 dwellings
were 'an inappropriate use
of the Green Belt'.

The NT is now proceeding
with the 135 scheme.

comment from Oxford rein-
forces our raison d'étre.
Stephen Brown was
amazed that all the issues
his society faces in the
large city of Oxford were
being encountered in towns
throughout the entire Antas
area.

The website is also a good
forum for airing views and it
is there that the national
and mainstream media

The 135 Cliveden development, courtesy of the National Trust

now look for informed
grass-roots opinion.

So visit our website and let
us know your concerns and
successes by whatever
means you can.



Is Nuclear
power the only
option ?

The current Energy Review
isn't just about nuclear
power. It's about a choice
between two energy sys-
tems: centralised or decen-
tralised. To be able to
choose, we need to consider
how these two systems
work.

In a centralised energy sys-
tem, coal, gas and nuclear
power stations generate
electricity, which is trans-
mitted on a grid. Up to two
thirds of the energy is
wasted as heat. In a decen-
tralised energy system, the
electricity is generated close
to where it is needed, so that
the heat can be used in the
surrounding buildings.
These local energy genera-
tors are called Combined
Heat and Power stations,
and are said to be up to 95%
efficient, more than double
the efficiency of centralised
power stations.

To find out more visit
www.enoughsenough.org

By the Editor based on information from Jenny Habib, the Chiltern Society
representative on the London Green Belt Council and others

Green Belts are the most
widely recognised planning
tool known by the general
public and are even re-
spected by politicians.
However the actual pur-
pose of the green belt is
often misinterpreted.
Rather than being a tool to
protect countryside, a
Green Belt is a regional
strategic planning tool to
restrict urban development.

Specifically there are five
purposes of Green Belt
land. To:
check unrestricted sprawl
of large built-up areas
prevent neighbouring
towns from merging into
one another
help safeguard the coun-
tryside from encroach-
ment
preserve the setting and
special character of his-
toric towns
assist urban regenera-
tion, by encouraging the
recycling of derelict and
other urban land.
The London Green Belt
Council was created in
1954 because societies
such as the Open Spaces
Society and the Council for
the Preservation
(Protection) of Rural Eng-
land felt there needed to be
a voluntary organisation
specialising in the subject,
rather than let it become
just another item on the
agendas of organisations
which were already busy.
The LGBC is still a volun-
tary organisation employing
no staff. Its membership
consists of organisations,
not individuals, and in-
cludes national bodies.

Recently Antas took issue
with the Civic Trust over
two articles in the final edi-
tion of Civic Focus. We
were deeply disturbed, if

not plain irritated, to read
the articles which sug-
gested that the Civic Trust
would support significant
changes to national guid-
ance on Green Belts. We
received an assurance that
this was not the case but
the poor defenceless Lon-
don Green Belt is still un-
der constant threat.

The latest London Green
Belt Council bulletin dated
June 2006 is concerned by
a booklet released by the
Adam Smith Institute, writ-
ten by Mischa Balen, called
Land Economy. It states
that we should abandon
the Green Belt and present
planning legislation and

abandon the farming indus-
try. It favours buying food
from less developed coun-
tries, building on our green
areas and planting the land
left between cities with for-
est. The ignorance of the
author is astounding. The
Green Belt Council has
written to the Deputy Prime
Minister’s office saying,
“We totally reject this re-
port, not only for its attitude
to the Green Belt but also
for its detachment from
reality in respect of most of
its arguments... so di-
vorced from National Val-
ues that any Government
which accepts them would
be greatly resented right
across the political spec-
trum. As a Nation we value
our countryside because it
offers the diversity of land-

scapes which make Britain
what it is. It is not just
treasured for its beauty, but
for all the aspects of pleas-
ant life from which we
benefit. Rural population
and the oldest industry in
the country cannot just be
written off in this way, nor
can land be built on without
planning.”

Excuses given are that
‘most of the Green areas
are Green Desert with no
wild life’ and that
‘commuters have to waste
three hours every day to
cross the Green Belt, so it
should not be there’. The
fact is that they cross the
vital green because it is
working, doing its job to
contain London. The book
states that ‘the power of
the market should dictate
where and what is built and
not the powers of un-
elected planners’. This
does not even try to explain
why those planning regula-
tions were put in place by
elected governments in the
past, or the fact that they
do reflect the will of the
people.

(Mischa Balen is a gap
year student whose use of
web-based media gives
him more clout than he
deserves — Ed).

The LGBC hon. secretary is
Mr L G Holt, 13 Oakleigh
Park Avenue, Chislehurst,
Kent, BR7 5PB, phone 020
8467 5346. The minutes and
notes are available courtesy
the North Mymms District
Green Belt Society, at http://
website.lineone.net/
~greenbelt/index.htm (note
no www).
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Many of us have been busy
making representations on
the new regional planning
documents, not only the
East of England Plan, but
also the South East Plan,
on which the High Wy-

combe Society are present-
ing their comments.

I would like to take this
opportunity to welcome
three new member groups
to Antas — the Oxford Civic
Society, the Welwyn Gar-
den City Society and the
Welwyn Planning & Amen-
ity Group. | hope they will
find our meetings of inter-
est and | look forward to
hearing their contributions.

The Civic Trust are review-
ing their activities and pri-
orities, both long and short
term. | would encourage all
our Societies to comment
on this review and to make
appropriate suggestions.

( "
&

Finally I would like to re-
cord my own personal
thank you to Saskia Hallam
on her retirement. We all
appreciate and admire the
commitment and energy
that she has shown over
her long period with the
Trust. We wish her well in
her future activities, espe-

David Peevers, Buckingham Society

Tony Fooks

cially since we find she will
be continuing with some
consultancy for the Civic
Trust.

I look forward to meeting
you all again in November
at our Annual General
Meeting.

It has long been an aim of The Buckingham Society to finish the Circular Walk that we
first outlined many years ago. We have never been able to develop our original plans
because the enormous funding needed was beyond the Society’s limited means. But

thanks to The Buckingham Community Plan (BCP) this difficulty may soon be overcome.

The BCP was set up as part of the government’s Market Towns Initiative and as a result
has access to funds for the development of community related projects. From the initial
BCP survey into local residents’ views, the need to take care of our river corridor asset
was one of the top interests listed. We were therefore delighted when the BCP invited
the Buckingham Society to be one of their partners in assembling a bid to improve and
extend the Circular Walk. Subject to landowner agreements the route will run

along the river through the town and then across the Heartlands where a new
footbridge will connect with Bourton Park. It will continue through the Badgers

estate along the line of Badgers Brook. At the London Road a new path is to

be created beside the Buckingham School playing field and connecting to the

existing Railway walk. From there it will be possible to rejoin the riverside path

either via Berties’ Walk or alongside the Tingewick Road Estate.

The new walk will connect with several other important paths including The Great
Ouse Way, the Bernwood Jubilee Walk and Maids Moreton Avenue. The proposed
walk will add greatly to Buckingham’s appeal as a place to live and work and also
encourage visitors who want to enjoy the benefits of an easy nature walk around our

attractive town.

Wendover High
Street and clock
tower tourist
information
office.

The Wendover
Society hosted the
last Antas
meeting and
society reports
can be found on
the website
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This item attracted quite a
bit of recognition by
people interested in town
centre living and the
effects of the evening
economy

It's 12.30am on a cold
Saturday night, and I'm
looking out of the window
onto the Library forecourt,
where a man is wandering
about aimlessly. After a
moment he collects his
thoughts, and walks
steadily towards the Library

back door. When
he gets there, he
opens the lid on
the industrial-size
wheelie-bin,

climbs in, and closes the
lid. A minute or two later a
young man puts his
skateboard down on the
library wall, wanders off for
a pee against a nearby
tree, and settles down by
the skateboard to roll an
enormous joint, which he
lights, and wanders off.

| contemplate ringing the
Police about the man in the
bin, but what am | going to
say? Is itillegal? Stupid,
yes; illegal-surely not.

A man totters along the
pavement towards Old
Park Road, and misses all
the parked cars. Another
few minutes and a lad of |
suppose 18 wanders

Alan Fleck, Hitchin Society

behind my hedge. A young
woman strides purposefully
along the pavement,
stepping briefly into the
road to avoid the lad by my
hedge, and carries on
down the road. The lad
reappears unsteadily,
pulling at his trousers, and
staggers off towards Old
Park Road. A moment or
two later he’s trotting back
towards town: perhaps he'd
nipped home to get some
more money.

Two men in their twenties
amble uncertainly along the

pavement, and stop to
have a cheery discussion,
with much arm-waving and
pointing, but head off
towards Old Park Road. It's
almost 1.30am, and the
man is still in the bin: 1 go
to bed.

Next morning the wheelie-
bin lid is open; the man has
gone. But in an hour that
night | saw only one person
who was indisputably
sober. At what point is it
agreed that there are too
many pubs, and that the
national consumption of
alcohol is actually
“excessive”?
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Merrin Molesworth, email:
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org.uk, phone: 01494 773381
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along the road,
swaying off the
pavement and
regaining it a

moment later. He
crosses the road,

) ) o and disappears
Registered with the Civic Trust



