The Planning Department
BAA Stansted
3rd Floor
Enterprise House
Stansted Airport
CM24 1QW
 

31st October 2005
 

 

Dear Sir/Madam,
 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment during the public consultation ahead of your planning application to expand the capacity of Stansted Airport to 35 million passengers per annum (mppa) and to increase flight numbers. This is the response of Essex Green Party.
 

 

1. Stansted Airport should not expand beyond its currently agreed limit of 25 mppa and its air transport movement limit of 241,000 per annum (atms). 
 

2. The proposal to expand to 35mppa and 274,000 atms is unsustainable and will result in increased demand for energy, water and other resources, increased waste production, increased road traffic, increased noise levels and increased emissions of gases that are causing climate change.
 

3. The public consultation events and documents fail to explain the full impacts of the proposed expansion but instead use phrases and careful choices of statistics to weave a false picture of what expansion will mean.
 

4. The full economic and environmental impact of aviation, and airports such as Stansted specifically, are complex. Headline figures rarely give an accurate picture. Whilst the airport provides local employment, the movement of millions of people abroad for their holidays, at subsidised prices, has led to a massive balance of payments deficit in tourism, at the expense of UK holiday providers and their employment levels. Whilst efforts are made to steer aircraft away from built up areas close to the airport, rural communities further away are suffering ever higher levels of noise. Whilst major road construction directly into the airport and along the A120/M11 corridors has allowed relatively free access to the ever increasing road traffic associated with the airport, linked roads to that infrastructure, particularly in Essex, have suffered very high levels of traffic growth, to which Stansted is contributing, yet these roads and are rarely considered by the BAA.
 

Whilst BAA Stansted appears to be a growing "aviation" business, it depends largely on cross subsidy from other BAA airports, car park charges and shopping revenues, and the highly advantageous tax and subsidy regimes that have allowed the rapid growth of low cost airlines. The low cost airlines culture is promoting flying as largely a leisure choice. There is simply no economic need for further expansion. Such expansion will simply be at the expense of UK trade, domestic tourism and other forms of holiday transport such as ferries in order to encourage more people to fly more often. It has the same economic relevance as encouraging people to buy more soap powder.
 

There are also hidden health costs from encouraging ever more people to spend holiday time in countries where the sun index is typically much higher than in the UK. Hospitals specialising in skin diseases, including cancer, are reporting increased referrals, notably from people living in Essex. Increasing the number of people who fly and the total time they fly also increases risks from DVT and radiation exposure.
 

5. The proposed expansion of Stansted represents more than a 40% increase in flight numbers and a near 70% increase in passenger numbers compared to 2004 as well as a more than 160% increase in freight tonnage. Statistics are used every which way in the BAA consultation documents to avoid clearly stating this and to present the expansion as having low impact on communities and the environment.
 

6. The BAA have attempted to present the expansion as a stand alone proposal i.e. "Better Use of Our Existing Runway" whilst knowing full well that they and the Government support the development of a second runway, which would allow expansion to a level of traffic larger than Heathrow is today. The BAA have refused to place any upper limit on their expansion proposals and it is obvious that 35mppa is a stepping stone to a second runway.
 

7. Essex is suffering high road traffic growth, to which the expansion of Stansted is contributing. Despite a relatively good record of the proportion of passengers arriving by means other than the car, a near 70% increase in passenger numbers will result in many millions of extra car journeys per annum on to the roads of Essex as a direct result of airport expansion. This is totally unacceptable and unsustainable and will result in increased congestion, noise and air pollution as well as increased road dangers and climate changing exhaust emissions. 
 

8. Noise pollution from aircraft using Stansted is increasing rapidly. Communities up to 25 miles or more from the airport are producing complaints about disturbance, particularly in the late evening. Aircraft climbing over Essex eastbound are noisier as they are using thrust to increase height. Government proposals to effectively allow an increase in night flights from Stansted must be considered alongside the fact that high numbers of flights continue until almost midnight over rural Essex due to the way in which the "night period" is defined.
 

9. Stansted was long touted as "The Airport in the Countryside". Large areas of countryside have already been lost to the expansion of the airport and associated damage, such the building of the A120 which consumed 500 acres of countryside and damaged an SSSI, are ignored by the BAA. Expansion to 35mppa will require further development including thousands of car park spaces. A second runway, which 35mppa is a step towards, will result in the loss of thousands of acres of Essex countryside - the hypocrisy of the BAA in claiming a "role in conserving biodiversity" is breathtaking in this context. The consultation documents give little detail on how higher levels of light pollution are going to be avoided - which they could be by using appropriate designs and technology. Light pollution is rapidly worsening and the Government's inclusion of light as a statutory nuisance in new legislation excludes control over airports which are often some of the worst sources of light pollution.
 

10. In Essex, the driest county in the UK, Stansted is projected (on BAA's own figures) to increase its water use by over 60% at 2015 compared to in 2004. Whilst claiming to aim to reduce emissions from its airports, the predicted increase in CO2 from ground level operations is nearly 50% at 2015 compared to in 2004. Gas use is forecast to nearly double and electricity use to increase by over 40%. Waste is forecast to rise by a staggering 115% to over 10,000 tonnes per year. The recycling record of BAA Stansted is poor, and well below the Essex level of around 30%.
 

11.  BAA Stansted seeks to effectively ignore the largest environmental impact from increasing aviation - increased CO2 emissions at high levels in the atmosphere directly contributing to climate change. UK CO2 emissions are rising. Transport is the fastest growing source of CO2 emissions in the UK and within that, aviation is the fastest growing source. Emissions from the hundreds of thousands of aircraft movements to and from Stansted totally dwarf emissions from the airport itself - yet BAA Stansted give no figures at all for emissions from aircraft using Stansted. It is totally irresponsible for a private company to be knowingly increasing, at a rapid rate, large scale emissions from its activities, which is known to be causing climate change, when international, national and regional efforts are aimed at reducing emissions. Global temperatures are rising, CO2 concentration in the atmosphere is rising (and at an accelerating rate), sea level is rising, the incidents of severe storms and hurricanes are rising, most of the worlds glaciers are retreating, the north polar ice cap is thinning and shrinking, rainfall patterns are changing - and the BAA is intent on expanding its airports, for private profit, knowing that the result will be much higher levels of CO2 and other greenhouse gas emissions from its operations. 
 

Stansted's leading client airline, Ryanair, is led by a man who has publicly boasted that his airline will increase greenhouse gas emissions as it takes trade from its rivals and that if its rivals are concerned about climate change then they are "lemmings". 
 

 

 

In conclusion, there is no economic justification or other overriding need to expand Stansted airport to beyond 25mppa. Expansion plans are largely the result of the private commercial aspirations of the BAA and the low cost airlines. BAA Stansted is growing on a wave of cross subsidy, unsustainable tax breaks and a low cost airlines culture that will not survive in its present form in the long term as fossil fuel prices inevitably increase.
 

Stansted will remain an important business in the region, employing large numbers of people at its agreed growth limits. There is no evidence that continued growth is needed for any other purpose than private commercial interests, which cannot be allowed to outweigh the quality of life of local communities, the environment and the global imperative of avoiding dangerous climate change.  
 

The proposed expansion is not a stand alone "better use of the existing runway" but is a stepping stone to a second runway which the BAA and the Government support.
 

The consultation is based on a very careful presentation of statistics and turn of phrase that obscures the real impacts of growth. The environmental impact is seriously and deliberately minimised by the BAA for presentational purposes.
 

Stansted Airport should have no increases to its agreed flight and passenger limits (which are themselves higher than current activity). Improvements are needed in public transport, waste management, noise reduction measures (including less flights between 11pm and 7am), control of light pollution, resource efficiency and other factors to make the airport more sustainable. 
If the BAA really meant its own environmental and community claims, it will not be presenting a planning application for further expansion. But the reality is that the BAA seek continuous expansion, with no limit, and consequently the countryside, local communities and the wider environment are expendable in the face of their commercial ambition.
 

 

Yours
 

 

Cllr. James Abbott B.Sc.
Co-ordinator of Essex Green Party
Waterfall Cottages
Rivenhall
Essex
CM8 3PR  
