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Response of BAR UK in respect of

London Airports Traffic Distribution Rules

Operation of Rules in relation to cargo aircraft at Heathrow Airport

BAR UK represents 90 scheduled airlines undertaking business in the UK. The membership includes these carriers affected by the proposed changes to these Rules, namely:           

· Cathay Pacific, 

· Air Algerie, 

· El Al, 

· Eva Air, 

· Japan Airlines and 

· Singapore Airlines.

These airlines, supported by the AOCC (Airline operators’ Committee-Cargo) and BIFA (British International Freight Association), strongly oppose both the proposals made in the consultation document. BAR UK our members’ objections.

1. BAR UK observations

In advance of responding to Options A and B, BAR UK makes the following points:

1. Clarification of Paragraph 2 of the consultation document is required. This states that, in 1985, the UK Government used the powers in the 1986 Airports Act to make the rules. How was this possible a year in advance of that law?

2. All-cargo flights place no burden whatsoever on passenger terminal facilities.
3. All-cargo flights provide a greater economic contribution to the airport operator than a small passenger aircraft,
4. All-cargo flights require investment in specialised aircraft. They do not operate to a random ad hoc schedule, but operate to planned timetables in exactly the same manner as passenger/cargo flights.
5. Cargo operations, especially all-cargo flights, require specialised equipment and facilities, all of which have had major investments made in them.
6. The periods of peak congestion, as provided in Annex 2, would require all-cargo flights to generally either:

a) have a turn-round time of approximately 15-16 hours – this is not economically or financially sustainable.

b) cease operations.

7. Ceasing operations would lead to the loss of jobs and businesses at Heathrow.

2. Responses to Options A and B

Option A – Our members object to this option because:

a) operating flights outside of the peak periods in financially and economically unsustainable,

b) transferring the service to another airport probably means establishing a new cargo facilities and operations at great cost, especially noting that Gatwick is also seeking to banish peak-time all-cargo flights,

c) grandfather slot rights are well-established and are not up for redistribution,

Option B – Our members support the retention of the peak slots held in Summer 2004, and Winter 2004/5 but object to the following points:

a) the right to revoke this continuing permission in future,

b) the loss of slots that were off-peak in 2004, but which is defined as peak in a later year.

3. Procedural amendments

As stated in Section 1, paragraph 4, all-cargo flights do not operate to ad hoc schedules, using slots as, and when, they may become available. The proposal that slots be released using just a three –week notice period is impractical. The 

minimum that could be considered is 12 weeks, but our members do not seek that type of procedure; they need firm slots as they have used so productively to date.

4. Summary

Option A is totally unacceptable. 

Option B is acceptable in part as stated, but not for the other two reasons provided. 

Yours sincerely

Mike Carrivick
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