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20 October 2005
Re: Response to Growing Stansted Airport

I wish to outline my opposition to the proposals in the consultation paper, Growing Stansted Airport. I believe that the social, economic and environmental costs of further development of the airport outweigh the purported advantages of expansion for the following reasons:
i. Extending the capacity of Stansted airport is unnecessary and neither economically nor environmentally sustainable.

ii. Changes to the volume, routes and height of aircrafts will reduce the quality of life of thousands of people as a result of increased noise and air pollution.

iii. There is little evidence to suggest that expanding Stansted airport will have beneficial effects for the local or national economy. 

1. Airport Expansion Unnecessary
Expanding the capacity of Stansted beyond current levels is not necessary. It is hard to see why extending capacity is needed at a time when the current runway capacity is not being fully used. At the current rate of expansion Stansted air passenger traffic will have grown four times by 2030. The need for more airport capacity is based on the assumption that rapid air traffic growth will continue over the next twenty years. I urge BAA to recognise that the uncontrolled growth in aviation is not sustainable for the following reasons:
1. Higher oil prices will lead to a marked increase in the cost of air travel.

2. Environmental concerns will force a fundamental change in national transport policy which will undermine the aviation industry.
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3. The sustainability of low-cost air travel, upon which passenger projections are based, is dependent on the fact that fuel emissions from aviation are not taxed in the same way as cars. Over the next twenty years, I believe a new system of regulation and taxation of fuel emissions will be introduced as a result of environmental pressures.

These factors will impact heavily on the cost of, and therefore the demand for, low-cost airlines. As a result the projected figures for increase in passenger movements of over 40% from 2004-2015 are unlikely to be fulfilled. 

1.1 Rise in Oil Prices

Oil prices have tripled over the last four years and are likely to continue to increase over the next twenty years. As reserves of fossil fuels run down the market price of fuel will rise. The impact of higher fuel prices is clear; airlines will have to introduce huge fuel surcharges, as British Airways and Virgin Airlines have recently done, to compensate for the increase in their costs. Any increase in the cost of air travel will inevitably reduce demand, making current passenger projections unrealistic. Any proposals to expand Stansted should be based on more realistic assumptions about fuel prices. I urge the Government to produce fresh estimates. 
1.2 Environmental Costs of Expansion

The environmental costs of expanding Stansted airport will be considerable. The environmental impact of airline travel is well-known; carbon dioxide emissions per passenger on domestic flights are far higher than the equivalent journey by car. The problem is exacerbated by the fact that the average aircraft at Stansted is only three-quarters full. The government White Paper (2003) on the future of aviation predicted that 25% of carbon dioxide emissions will be caused by the aviation industry in 2030. What is more, carbon dioxide emissions from aviation have more than doubled since 1985. I believe it is wrong to embark on an ambitious program to expand the capacity of airports at the very time urgent action is promised to combat climate change. 
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1.3 Taxation on Fuel Emissions

Future changes to the way fuel emissions are regulated and taxed will drive up the cost of air travel. The aviation industry, for a number of historical and practical reasons, is not covered by the principle that polluting forms of transport should be taxed (Polluter Pays Principle). Not only does aviation, the most polluting form of transport, operate without any emission controls, it benefits from not having to bear tax on fuel. However it now appears that international agreement to restrict fuel emissions from aviation is likely; climate change was at the top of the agenda at the recent G8 meeting while the Prime Minister has asserted that global warming is as big a threat as global warming. Within twenty years, international agreement will probably mean aviation fuel emissions will be regulated and taxed in the same way as car emissions. 

The most immediate step is to bring aviation within the EU emissions trading system. This may make current passenger estimates inaccurate. No expansion in runway capacity in the south-east should be sanctioned until Britain is a full participant in the EU emissions trading regime. This would benefit environmentally responsible aircraft makers and airlines. 
1.4. Green Transport Policy

As the issue of global warming becomes more urgent there will be a move away from dependence on aviation. Aviation will have to compete with other modes of travel on a more even taxation basis. Furthermore, travellers should be aware of the environmental consequences of their choices, with disclosure of emission levels on travel documents.

2. Quality of Life in Suffolk

The decision to lift restrictions on air transport movements at Stansted airport will affect the quality of life of a vast number of my constituents. According to CAA figures, just 22.1% of Stansted passengers are drawn from the East of England yet it is local residents who are subjected to noise and air pollution. Pollutants from aircraft harm the air quality of the local area and represent a health risk to local inhabitants and these pollutants can travel hundreds of miles. 
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Noise pollution is a growing problem for my constituents, some of whom find the constant noise of streams of planes unbearable. Inadequate consultation on changes to aircraft routes and heights in 2004 has already provoked opposition among local residents. These current plans to increase the total movement of aircraft from 177,395 to around 274,000 per year will cause further disturbance with additional day and night flights, new flight paths and wider stacking areas. The peace and tranquillity enjoyed by local residents will be threatened by large-scale expansion of the airport

Growing Stansted Airport has ignored criticism from both Uttlesford District Council and Stop Stansted Expansion over its method of noise measurement. Quite apart from the fact this method has been questioned, the World Health Organisation recommends a lower noise limit for aircraft noise. This suggests the concerns of local residents are being neglected. I would urge lowering the noise limit for aircraft and introducing incentives for airlines to fly quieter planes.

Economic Benefits of Expansion

I recognise that the expansion of Stansted will have some benefits for the local community, including provision of jobs and attracting new industry. However, the overall economic impact of expansion may be detrimental. The economic benefits of increased employment must always be set against the costs of new housing, roads and extension of the social infrastructure. Above all, there is little evidence to suggest that low-cost airlines have much positive effect on the economy.
