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Airport Master Plan Consultation

BAA Glasgow

St. Andrew’s Drive

Glasgow Airport

PAISLEY

PA3 2SW

27 October 2005 

Dear Sirs

Response of BAR UK to the consultation on

the Glasgow Master Plan

BAR UK represents 90 scheduled airlines in the UK, of which nine of them operate services to Glasgow Airport.  

We are pleased to have been involved in this process, and to be able to provide our views to the proposals made within the Master Plan. These views are not detailed, but are high-level and supportive in nature. Consequently, only some of the questions raised, as summarised on Page 44, may be addressed.

GENERAL STATEMENTS

BAR UK is supportive of the expansion of Glasgow Airport, but recognises that such expansion has to be sustainable environmentally. The proposals made in the Master Plan are in line with the Government’s white paper, ‘The Future of Air Transport’.

The expansion provides opportunities for airlines, and their passengers, to provide more regional point-to-point flights, and the development of more direct medium/longhaul flights. In both cases, transfers at an intermediate airport can be eliminated, providing benefits for the travelling public and for the environment.

RESPONSES

Chapter 2

Bar UK fully supports the contention that aviation derives social and economic benefits, not only for the city and the immediate area, but also for Scotland as a whole.

It needs to be recognised that air services provide passenger transportation to all parts of the globe, not only for outward travel originating in Scotland, but also for the many visitors into the country from overseas, so vital for the country’s business and tourism interests. The same applies to cargo facilities for inward and outward trade.

Chapter 4

BAR UK makes this observation. Various facilities are featured in the chapter, but not the choice of ground handlers, either now or in the future. Clarification would be welcomed.

Chapter 5

Re 5.1.1 – BAR UK agrees with the business drivers listed, but also adds one more – security issues, home and abroad. They can be positive as well as negative in nature.

Re passenger growths - It is noted that passenger numbers are expected to grow by between 40-74% in the period 2005-2015, and BAR UK has no reason to disagree with such a large growth estimate, or for the estimate given for the period 2015-2030. However, it would have been useful to have been provided with details of how forecasts for earlier years compared with the actual growths achieved. This would then have provided a better framework for assessing these latest forecasts.

Re 5.2.6 – the impact of high speed rail services. There is no easy answer. 

If one is living in the city of Glasgow, and wishing to do business in central London/City, then it could be argued that a high-speed train might be better. On the other hand, if one is nearer GLA Airport than Glasgow Central station, and whose purpose is transacting business in the Thames Valley/Sussex/Essex, then it will probably be argued that air services are much more convenient.

Should air passenger numbers fall as a result of growth in rail travel, then it would be conceivable that frequency of flights would be maintained, but that smaller-capacity aircraft used instead.

Chapter 6

In principle, BAR UK supports the expansion of the terminal facilities, and welcomes the proposed introduction more stands for larger aircraft.

Specific reference, though, is now made to Paragraph 6.5 – Passenger Terminal Facilities.

Although it may have been taken into account, no mention is made of the various non-traditional modes of check-in eg CUSS or Internet are becoming more prevalent. Consequently, the more that check-in activities can be moved away from the check-in desk areas, the better; this could result in fewer than expected desks and, therefore, less capital expenditure being required.

Likewise, it may be that CUSS could be located in transportation centres, eg airport car parks, railway station (off-airport and on-airport) etc, thereby impacting their designs as well.

Aircraft stands

It is not clear how many will be contact stands, and how many will be remote. Subject to the investment involved, and the subsequent impact on charges, BAR UK supports the introduction of more contact stands whenever feasible.

Runways / Taxiways

BAR UK fully supports the proposed airfield improvements.

Cargo

All flights by BAR UK members carry freight and BAR UK supports the proposal to develop freight facilities on a proven need basis.

Chapter 7

Surface access

BAR UK supports, in principle, the proposed rail link to the airport.

There are many issues attached to this project that require clarification, including ease of travel eastwards to other parts of Scotland.

Similarly, improved road links that prevent congestion, and adverse environmental effects are welcomed in principle.

Chapter 9

In brief, this chapter advocates a single runway airport until 2030, a period of 25 years. Such a firm assertion appears unrealistic.

BAR UK suggests that:

a) the accuracy of previous passenger forecasts are reviewed and clarified,

b) the policy of single runway operation be reviewed in, say, 5 years time.

Next steps

The Master Plan does not seem to identify what impacts there are for staff based at the airport eg transport access, parking etc, or what opportunities are presented in this respect. It is suggested that these aspects should be featured in the final document.

Yours sincerely

Mike Carrivick

Michael Carrivick FRAeS

Chief Executive
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