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Overview

The White Paper comes down firmly in favour of providing for the unbridled growth in air travel and dismisses the environmental case for constraint.  The emphasis throughout the White Paper is upon the perceived economic benefits to the UK economy (ignoring the economic downsides) and upon the social benefits of air travel.  The environmental consequences are ignored except where there are clear legal barriers, for example, as is the case (at least in the short term) in relation to a third Heathrow runway.     

In essence the White Paper is simply a development of the biased analysis set out in the Consultation.  The Consultation produced some 500,000 responses from members of the public and others and the overwhelming majority of the responses expressed opposition to the principle of accommodating the unconstrained growth in air travel: many of the responses set out alternatives.  However, the public response has been dismissed.  The White Paper makes clear that environmental considerations must play second fiddle to the interests of the UK aviation industry.  It is an astonishing document from a government which is supposedly committed “to place sustainability at the heart of our actions”.

The White Paper either ignores or rejects the arguments in relation to:

· Ensuring that aviation pays for the damage it causes to the environment – even though
the government is (in theory) committed to this policy
· Encouraging rail:air substitution for short haul journeys
· Developing a better regional balance to deal with the present over-concentration (two-thirds of all UK air travel is currently focused on airports in the South East)
· Addressing aviation’s tax-breaks in relation to fuel duty and VAT
· Dealing with BAA’s monopoly in the South East and the issue of cross-subsidisation
· Providing proper protection for local communities in relation to the noise and air quality impacts of aviation 
· Providing proper protection for our natural and historic heritage 
· The adverse economic benefits of aviation, for example, in relation to the UK balance of payments and UK tourism industry
· Examining the scope for less environmentally damaging solutions, for example, offshore airport development 
More specifically, in relation to Stansted, the White Paper endorses the idea of a second runway and does not rule out the possibility of a third and fourth runway in the future.  Indeed by favouring the wide spaced option, it seems to be keeping options open for additional runways in the future.  However, the White Paper makes clear that it does not authorise a second Stansted runway and that the policy will be subject to periodic review.   

The White Paper also endorses the idea of a third Heathrow runway when the air quality obstacles can be overcome.  Reading between the lines, it appears to signal a second Gatwick runway when the present legally binding ‘moratorium’ expires in 2019 and it also seems to support the development of Stansted as the major freight hub for the South East (with clear implications for night flights).

There is no apparent recognition of concern about relocating 50,000 families into the area – rather the opposite:  the White Paper states that the designation of the London-Stansted-Cambridge area as a growth area would be complemented by expansion of Stansted.

Although disappointing, the White Paper amounts to no more than a statement of the present government’s policy.  Governments do not build runways.  That is down to the developer, in this case, BAA.  The White Paper glosses over the many legal, regulatory, economic, environmental and planning obstacles which BAA would require to overcome before a second runway could be built at Stansted.  However, SSE will ensure that these are not glossed over:  on the contrary, SSE will aim to ensure that the idea of a second Stansted runway gets no further than the drawing board.    

For a more detailed synopsis and commentary on the White Paper, click HERE
