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Our Ref: AS8327 12 March 2021
 
Dear Secretary of State,
 
Re: Leeds Bradford Airport new terminal: Request for call-in 

I am writing following Leeds City Council’s decision to approve the planning
application 20/02559/FU by Leeds Bradford Airport for construction of a new terminal
building.

From Chris Pincher’s Written Answer to my Neighbour Hilary Benn on 10th March, I
understand that the application will now be referred to you under the Town and
Country Planning (Consultation) (England) Direction 2009, due to its scale and green
belt location.

I am writing to request that you do call in the decision using your powers in section 77
of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act not just due to its scale and green belt
location but due to the Climate Change Committee’s recommendations for the 6th
Carbon Budget and the judgment in R (oao Spurrier & others) v SST & Others as
endorsed by the Supreme Court in R (oao Friends of the Earth Ltd & Others) v
Heathrow Airport. I also refer to your decision yesterday to call in the Application for
development of a new underground metallurgical coal mine by West Cumbria Mining
Ltd.

The application at Leeds Bradford Airport has even more serious potential
consequences for the sixth and subsequent carbon budgets than the West Cumbrian
Mining Ltd application. The application also passes the threshold for cross boundary
and substantial national controversy, with objections from a number of scientific and
environmental groups and national media coverage.

I believe there were major failures in the process undertaken by Leeds City Council’s
planning department in determining this decision. The Officer’s Report published on 3
February 2021, which recommended that the application be approved, did not at any
point in its 88 pages refer to the Climate Change Committee’s 6th Carbon Budget
Report and when responding to councillors on the Plans Panel regarding it, council
officers although admitting climate change was a material decision didn’t refer to any
climate policies or judgements including the Climate Change Committee’s 6th Carbon
Budget Report.



The Balanced Net Zero Pathway recommended by the CCC states there should be
“no net expansion of UK airport capacity”, unless the sector is on track to sufficiently
outperform its trajectory to Net Zero. This was not presented to the Plans Panel as
material. I believe this was sufficient for them to reject the application.

At para. 213, the Officer’s Report advised the Planning Panel to ignore emissions
from international aviation: “In relation to these emissions from domestic and
international flights, the Panel should have regard to Government policy, which is to
the effect that international aviation is to be dealt with at an international level”
(emphasis added). According to the Officer’s Report, responsibility for policy on
international aviation rests at the international level [at para. 206]: “In terms of
international aviation, the agency responsible for development climate change policy
are the 197 member countries of International Civil Aviation Organisation (ICAO) who
recently agreed the Carbon Offsetting and Reduction Scheme for International
Aviation (CORSIA)”. I believe this was effectively misdirection of the Plans Panel and
ignored the obligations under the Climate Change Committee’s 6th Carbon Budget
Report.

For all these reasons I request you instruct the Planning Inspectorate to make
arrangements for an inquiry into this application. I also request the inquiry not only
takes into account the Climate Change Committee’s 6th Carbon Budget Report but
the Government’s forthcoming response to it.
 
Yours sincerely

Alex Sobel MP
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