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OLIN BUCHANAN, the dissent-
ing member of the Roskill
Committee on the siting of London’s
third airport, was the author of a
controversial report on the motor
car, calling it a ‘mixed blessing’.
Recent events, not the least the third
re-siting of London’s third airport,
have reinforced the growing convic-
tion that the aeroplane i1s an almost
unadulterated curse.
Many people need it, to extend
a meagre ration of holiday, to pack
in urgent business, or fulfil a tight

schedule. Governments need it to
give them speed, mobility and
weight of attack—and prestige.

Workers need it to give them labour
in exchange for which they can get
the wherewithal to live. Manufac-
turers need it to give them a source
of profit-making.

But nobody wants it. Nobody
wants its gigantic consumption of
space. Nobody wants its ability to
destroy natural beauty. Nobody
wants its wastage of agricultural
land. Nobody wants its polution
of the air and unmeasured effects on
the stratosphere. Nobody wants its
destruction of valuable silence. No-
body wants its potential for the
catastrophic accident. Finally, no-
body wants the complexity of its
technology and astronomical financ-
ing making it vulnerable not only as
a product but as an industry.

THE PUBLICITY CIRCUS

Tolstoy once said somewhere that
the faster a person travelled the less
important was the business to be
transacted. These hectic business
deals, these important diplomatic
visits—couldn’t they all be carried

out by telephone? Surely the tense
condition of statesmen and business-
men arriving with their inner time-
clocks all out of condition may be
an explanation for the bad states-
manship and bad business deals
(e.g. Rolls Royce) which have put
us so frequently in the cart . . . or
maybe not. As for the valuable
marketing of the celebrity properties
on the hoof as it were, from Royalty
to movie stars to pop stars, they are
exploitable properties which demand
to be worked for all they’re worth
(to their managers) whilst they're
still of use. The airport VIP lounge
is part of the publicity circus both
for the celebrity and the airlines.
This leaves just the plebs who need
to go by air to extend their ration
of holiday.

It was pointed out in FREEDOM
in 1958 that workers could take an
extra (unpaid) week of holiday and
go by boat and train and still be in
poc%cf with the money saved from
air fares. Whether the mathematics
of this are still correct I do not
know, but the exclusive ‘snobbisme’
appeal of travel by air has departed
and one of the results of accessibility
and the exploitation of the holiday
business and packaged tours is the
tendency of one airport, indeed one

resort, to look very much like
another. Indeed, there are those
who would not wish it otherwise
and the more like England the
better!

When an aeroplane is really

needed for fast service in an emer-
gency, the existence of so many
commercial airlines makes it difficult
for a plane to make a solo emer-
gency flight. The number of aero-

THE GENSUS & AFTER

HE NCCL has been inundated by

complaints and queries about the
Census; it seems that people decided
they couldn’t take government promises
on trust. And no wonder. Some enumer-
ators were being recruited from the
ranks of officials of local authorities,
inland revenue and customs, all of whom
have a professional interest in obtaining
personal information for other purposes.
The Registrar-General announced that
enumerators, except in some rural areas,
would not be used in their own districts;
yet locally recruited enumerators are be-
ing used in areas as urban as Hammer-
smith and as suburban as Maidenhead.
Most complaints referred to the questian
of parents’ country of birth and several
immigrant organisations advised their
members not to answer this question.
The Civil Service and the Armed Forces
advised their personnel not to say too
much. And when challenged, the
Registrar-General refused point-blank to
stop the sale of Census information
about comparatively small
people to commercial interests such as
direct mail companies.

In retrospect, there can be no doubt

about the value of the controversy.
Above all, it vindicated the NCCL'’s long

campaign for a right to privacy. We

first expressed our reservations about the
Census to members of the Parliamentary
Civil Liberties Group before the debate

on the Draft Census Order in February
Its Chairman at that time, Eric

1970.
Lubbock, received little more than bland

reassurances. A year later, they began
In fact, one of the
most repressing aspects of the affair,
apart from government insensitivity, was
the failure of parliamentarians to check
and extract reasonable guarantees from
the government when they had a chance

to look a bit thin.

to do so.

groups of

Our next move must be to ensure that
the genuine concern about the Census
1s now directed to even more threatening
invasions of privacy in both government
and private sectors. We must also try
to achieve the same degree of public
vigilance towards other pressing civil
liberty issues. It is a tragedy, for ex-
ample, that the Immigration Bill has
received only a fraction of the public
attention devoted to the Census. It
panders to racial intolerance and social
division and invests immense arbitrary
power in the Executive. Yet in the lobby
of the Standing Committee, the NCCL
i1s fighting virtually a lone battle and
immigrant groups are getting only mini-
mal moral and political support.

The real measure of public concern
for civil liberties will not be the response
to the Census but the reaction to the
threats posed by discriminatory control.
Fortunately there is still time. The work
of the Standing Committee is proceeding
at snail’s pace; the government is being
confronted by cogent criticism from both
sides of the House; and many NCCL
amendments have been tabled. However,
when the government decides that delay
in Committee has gone on too long, it
may try to reach an understanding with
the Opposition or the Enoch Powell
faction. Opponents of the Bill must
prepare to fight such a development.
We must also prepare for the next
phase of the battle in the House
of Lords, on the understanding that
only the repeal of the Bill or
radical redrafting can possibly satisfy
civil liberty objections. If we are to
achieve this level of Parliamentary
pressure, our members, groups and
other organisations must conduct an in-
finitely more vigorous campaign outside
parliament, .

—From NCCL May Bulletin.

planes required for such functions
1s very few.

IN AN OVERCROWDED
ISLAND

The demand for airports has in-
creasingly thrown up a demand for
sites near large towns, in our abnor-
mally centralized society (without
which there would be little need for
the aeroplane). This itself is indica-
tive of the function of the aeroplane.
Such is the condition of traffic in
our larger towns—the only ones
large enough to support an airport
—that one could quite easily take
as long to get to the airport
as to get to one’s destination
Short of a revolutionary lop-sided
improvement of transport—our old
friend the mono-rail keeps cropping
up—there is no way for the big
city to deal with the increased de-
mand for transport out to airports.

We are told that we live on an
overcrowded island—this may be
so—but in the sites where they seem
most convenient the airport will
take an enormous area of useful
land not only for the length required
for take-off and landing but for
passengers’ accommodation, servic-
Ing and administration. Some
American airports are as big as
small towns. It has been suggested
that the vertical take-off plane
would be a solution to the space
problem but it has to be admitted
that this contributes greatly to the
noise problem. The question of
noise also applies to the helicopter
which is in use from SE London to
ferry VIPs to the main airport.

The simple solution up to now
has been to take good open land,
perhaps a village or two which may
have to be destroyed, and level it
out to make a noisesome airport.
The former residents in the area are
paid compensation, the farmers get
their share, and those on the peri-
meter get the noise and the all-
important work on the airport.
Attitudes about the construction of
an airport in a neighbourhood vary
but the net result is the destruction
of natural beauty, the annihilation
of farming land or even land avail-
able for housing. The usual criti-
cism of any objections is ‘sentimen-
tality’. The usual objection is based
upon, “We need aeroplanes and air-
ports'. . . but not here’. This was
the case of many at Cublington, at
Stansted and now at Foulness; this
indeed is ‘sentimentality’—the failure

THE BARBICAN building scheme in

the City of London has become a
battleground of legal action with writs
being served left, right and centre, mak-
ing it a lawyer’'s Paradise. All the writs
are concerned with money to meet the
ever-incredsing costs of completing the
scheme.

Turriffs are claiming the sum of
£5.33m. from the City Corporation for
breaches of contract on the £6m. Phase 2
of the scheme. They are saying that
they cannot pay sub-contractors and
because of this they are issuing writs.
The Transport and General Workers'
Union has also taken this step against
Turriffs hecause the management have
reduced the bonus earnings of operatives
after both a regional and national com-
mission had found in the men’s favour.

GETTING NOWHERE FAST

to take an idea to its logical con-
clusion. The logical conclusion of
objections is that nobody should be
asked to accommodate an airport.

It could be that British farming
s 1n such a decline and our entry
mto the Common Market will
accelerate this decline much

)

further that the wiping out of farm-
land will be no loss anyway. Many

disagree with this idea, including
some farmers,
disputed that land for housing is

but it will not be
also a crying need. We cannot afford
the aeroplane with its profligacy

regarding space.

POLLUTION AND NOISE

The problem of air pollution it-

self 1s rendered even more complex
by the aeroplane. In addition to the
vast consumption of fuel and its
consequent discharge into the air
there is the new hazard of super-
sonic flight which Anthony Tucker
in the Guardian,
marizes as ‘man does not really
know what he_is doing’.
be an increase of water in the strato-
sphere and an increase of cloudiness
‘affecting large areas of the globe’.

8.11.70, sum-

There will

The most obvious invasion of the

aeroplane is upon our eardrums.

iIs probably just a sound-barrier.
Living near an airport is sheer hell

but 1t 1s argued that the decibels
are no more than those in or-
dinary town living—this of
course 1s in addition to ‘ordinary
town living’. But the discordant
effects of Concorde will top this.
Not only will you be able to hear

Concorde but you’ll also be able to
feel it! The effects of the shock
waves from Concorde are unpredict-
able. Richard Wiggs in Concorde:
[ he Case against Supersonic Trans-
port lists cracked and broken win-
dows, slates falling from roofs,

broken mirrors. “There were reports
of stampeding cattle and ponies,
hysterical hens and turkeys, and
panicking flocks of sheep. Children
screamed and ran crying into their
homes.” Concorde has not yet come
into full service.

THE GREAT ILLUSION

Enough has been written to point
out the curse of the aeroplane.
Other factors will be explored at a
later date but the aeroplane is
obviously part of the great illusion
of ‘progress’. If we can travel
faster, more dangerously, more
noxiously, more noisily and in
greater numbers we consider it
‘progress’. ‘Progress’ is an indica-
tion of motion not of direction. The
aeroplane, even discounting its con-
tribution to the barbarities of war-
fare, has degraded human living to
a considerable extent and looks like
doing it further unless it is re-

Some of us have become habituated
to the noise endemic to modern
cities and modern living, in fact one
speculates that the generation gap

Usually in these situations where an
employer catches a cold, the employees
go down with the flu and this i1s no
exception. Turriffs have decided that
they can no longer afford to pay the
usual bonus payments which average
around 32p per hour and these have
been cut to 74p per hour. The stewards
felt they had a good case, but that strike
action would only help the employers.
They therefore took Turriffs through
procedure and gained the Regional
Commission. The management appealed
and the case was taken to a National
Commission which recommended a re-
turn  to previous bonus payments.
Turriffs have ignored the findings of
these two commissions which are part
of the conciliation machinery that em-
ployers are so often exhorting workers

stramned. It must be resisted by all
with a

mecans
boycott.

possible—starting

JACK ROBINSON.

Muking the Lads Pay !

1O use.
FIVE DEMANDS

A mass meeting of the workers ems
ploved by the four main contractors on
the Barbican—Turriffs, Laings, Mytons
and McAlpine—did decide on a half-day
stoppage on the scheme and drew up
five demands:

(1) That the unions get writs served
against the company for illegally
withholding monies eamed.

(2) That all Turnif sites be ‘blacked"
and deliveries stopped at their Bar-
bican site.

(3) An end to Conciliation Panels that
have no authority over emplovers.

(4) That approaches be made to the
City of London Corporation to use
Direct Labour to finish Phase 2.

Countinwed on page 4
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