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development. In reference to the need for dedicated freighters: 

“In addition to the long

deck freighters in our global air transportation system” .  

“

”

“

”

wouldn’t have used it), Boeing’s 

 

passing when dealing with “locational factors”

–
–
–

–



that “ forecast to grow to just over 16,000 by 2028”. 

that “Given the likely price constraints required to meet the UK’s carbon emissions targets and the 

’.  

“
”

“a narrow

”

“
– ”and “

”

According to Airbus figures, the A321XLR will have “
”

 

–
–

–



 

to the “Golden Triangle, but as outlined in our representation for Matter 2 section “

South of England”

To illustrate this point, at the time of writing this, East Midlands Airport is closed after a ‘plane’s 
undercarriage collapsed. This was only a small ‘plane, and the airport is unlikely to closed for more than an 

states “with the exception of Amazon’s 
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conflated two separate issues; the contribution aviation makes to the “carbon target 
r 2040” and “growth”. 

Moving onto the role aviation will play in achieving the “aviation target by 2040”, this was dealt with at 

“The Proposed Development’s effect on the global climate is not significant”

2050. In particular, “Aeroplane operators will be set a “CORSIA Eligible Emission Unit” quota by the ICAO 
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<------------------ Passenger A rcraft ------------------> <-------------------- Cargo A rcraft --------------------> <------------------------- Tota  ------------------------->

2021 2020
Percentage

Change 2021 2020
Percentage

Change 2021 2020
Percentage

Change

London Area A rports

  GATWICK   390   3 12900   509 -   899   3 29867

  HEATHROW  47 189  16 345 189  70 311  63 751 10  117 500  80 095 47

  LUTON - -  1 736  2 464 -30  1 736  2 464 -30

  STANSTED   16   12 33  22 037  19 829 11  22 053  19 840 11

Tota  London Area A rports  47 595  16 360 191  94 593  86 043 10  142 188  102 403 39

Other UK A rports

  ABERDEEN   113   121 -7   347   280 24   460   401 15

  BARRA   1 - - -   1 -

  BELFAST CITY (GEORGE BEST)   3 - - -   3 -

  BELFAST INTERNATIONAL - -  2 253  1 838 23  2 253  1 838 23

  BENBECULA   2   2 - -   2   2

  BIRMINGHAM   29   15 93  1 200   474 153  1 229   489 151

  BOURNEMOUTH - -  2 090 -  2 090 -

  CARDIFF WALES - - -   72 -   72

  DONCASTER SHEFFIELD - -  1 766  3 069 -42  1 766  3 069 -42

  EAST MIDLANDS INTERNATIONAL - -  35 214  28 404 24  35 214  28 404 24

  EDINBURGH   170   1 16900  1 383  1 202 15  1 553  1 203 29

  GLASGOW   8   12 -33   183   54 239   191   66 189

  HUMBERSIDE   5   3 67   1   1   6   3 100

  ISLAY   7   1 600 - -   7   1 600

  ISLES OF SCILLY (ST.MARYS)   4   1 300   6   4 50   9   5 80

  KIRKWALL   2   1 100 - -   2   1 100

  LANDS END (ST JUST)   3   1 200   5   4 25   9   5 80

  LIVERPOOL (JOHN LENNON)   1   10 -90 - -   1   10 -90

  MANCHESTER  1 414   749 89  2 557   576 344  3 971  1 325 200

  NEWCASTLE - -   61 -   61 -

Freight by Aircraft Configuration May 2021 (a)
Comparison with Previous Year
Tonnes

Table 15
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In addition, the urgent need to meet 

demands for transporting medical 

supplies to all regions in response 

to COVID-19 created a unique and 

unprecedented environment. The 

decline in air cargo capacity plus 

urgent demand for medical supplies 

led to a spike in yields to high double-

digit levels in second quarter 2020. 

With these market conditions, freighter 

operators have been in a unique 

position to meet market demands that 

require a high level of speed, reliability 

and security, as only air cargo can do. 

With high air cargo yields and greatly 

reduced long-haul international 

networks, conditions have been 

favorable for many airlines to use some 

of their passenger widebody fleets 

for cargo-only operations to generate 

much-needed cash flow. These 

“preighters” have taken up some of 

the capacity shortfall and, even in 

some cases, have generated quarterly 

profits for carriers despite minimal 

passenger operations. As of the end 

of September, nearly 200 airlines have 

Constrained Cargo Capacity Is Driving Higher Yields and Revenue

SOURCE  IATA, Boeing
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Dedicated Cargo Carriers Lead in Challenging Market Conditions

January–September 2020 Air Cargo Traffic, Year Over Year
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SOURCE  IATA, Boeing

operated 2,500 passenger airplanes 

exclusively for cargo operations.

Through September, air cargo traffic 

was down 12%, rivaling declines in 

past recessions. In a normal year, 

this would translate to poor financial 

performance for air cargo operators. 

However, in 2020 almost a quarter 

of air cargo capacity has been 

lost. As a result of the constrained 

air cargo capacity, yields were up 

over 40% and overall air cargo 

industry revenues were up 16%.

The 2020 World Air Cargo Forecast 

incorporates the near-term disruption 

to air cargo markets but does not 

assume the current dynamics of 

constrained widebody passenger 

belly capacity will continue into the 

long term. Long-haul widebody 

passenger traffic will return in the 

coming years, and air cargo will then 

reflect market dynamics much closer 

to what we have seen in the years 

prior to the COVID-19 disruption.

COVID-19 pandemic accelerating express 

and e-commerce market

In contrast to disrupted passenger 

markets, the higher-than-market-

average growth seen in express 

markets over the last decade has 

increased during the COVID-19 

pandemic. E-commerce, which was 

already growing at double-digit rates 

prior to the pandemic, has accelerated 

its impact on the air cargo market. 

Express carriers have fared well as a 

result of the market turmoil in 2020. 

Through the end of September, 

they had increased their traffic by 

14%. All-cargo carriers, at 6%, are 

the only other air cargo business 

model to show growth. This forecast 

incorporates this continued structural 

growth and surge in demand that we 

have observed because of COVID-19.

Another consideration of structural 

shifts affecting air cargo growth, 

and a topic of intense debate 

in recent years, is the trajectory 
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offsetting, are exempted from the offsetting requirements of the CORSIA, while 
retaining simplified reporting requirements. The requirement to monitor, report and 
verify CO2 emissions from international aviation is thus independent from the 
offsetting requirement.  
 
The data reported by States will be used for the calculation of the CORSIA baseline 
(see question 2.17 for more details on CORSIA’s baseline) as well as for the 
calculation of the aeroplane operators’ offsetting requirements, where applicable.  

2.11 Can an aeroplane operator have offsetting requirements, even if its State of registration 
does not participate in CORSIA offsetting? 

 Yes. Because of the CORSIA’s route-based approach, an operator operating on routes 
between participating States would be subject to the offsetting requirements under the 
CORSIA, no matter whether its State of registration participates in CORSIA offsetting 
or not.  

2.12 What would happen to the CORSIA emissions coverage if an operator of a non-
participating State flies on the routes between participating States (e.g. fifth-freedom 
traffic right)?  

 Because of the CORSIA’s route-based approach, these routes between participating 
States would be subject to the coverage of emissions offsetting requirements under the 
CORSIA. Thus, an operator of a non-participating State would be subject to offsetting 
requirements if it had a flight between two participating States, and emissions from 
such flights would be added to the coverage of CORSIA’s offsetting requirements. 

2.13 What would happen to the CORSIA emissions coverage if a State without an operator 
undertaking international flights decides to participate in the CORSIA offsetting? 

 States without an operator flying international flights are encouraged to participate in 
all phases of the CORSIA. If such a State decides to participate, international flights to 
and from that State to other participating States are additionally included for the 
CORSIA’s offsetting requirements, due to the route-based approach. The total 
international emissions covered by CORSIA offsetting would ultimately increase. 

 Key design element 3: CORSIA offsetting requirements and eligible emissions 
units 

2.14 What is offsetting and how does it work, in general? 
 In general, offsetting is done through the purchase and cancellation of emissions units 

(see question 4.20), arising from different sources of emissions reductions achieved 
through mechanisms, programmes or projects. The buying and selling of eligible 
emissions units happens through the carbon market. The price of the emissions units in 
the carbon market is influenced by the law of supply (availability of emissions units) 
and demand (level of offsetting requirements).  
 
“Cancelling” means the permanent removal and single use of an emissions unit so that 
the same emissions unit cannot be used more than once. This is done after an aeroplane 
operator has purchased emissions units from the carbon market.  
 
For CORSIA, an aeroplane operator is required to meet its offsetting requirements by 
cancelling CORSIA Eligible Emissions Units in a quantity equal to its total final 
offsetting requirements for a given compliance period. CORSIA Eligible Emissions 
Units are to be determined by the ICAO Council, and up-to-date information on 
eligible units is made available on the ICAO CORSIA website (see question 4.21). 

2.15 How are an aeroplane operator’s offsetting requirements calculated? 
 Paragraph 11 of the Assembly Resolution A40-19 addresses the distribution of the total 

amount of CO2 emissions to be offset in a given year among individual aeroplane 
operators. This is accomplished by introducing a dynamic approach for the distribution 
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haul aircraft in British Airways’ fleet currently.

raft’s climb speeds were 



The flight’s main objective was to show the progression of the aviation industry 

British Airways chairman and CEO Sean Doyle said: “This flight offered a 
emonstration of the progress we’re making in our carbon reduction 

journey. By working together with our industry partners we’ve delivered a 62% 

“This marks real progress in our efforts to decarb

to the Perfect Flight of the future.”
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