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Dear Mr Morgan

Consultation re second runway

We are in receipt of your comprehensive and lengthy document containing four options on which you wish the public to comment.    It is to be regretted that you have not consulted on the option of no runway.    You frequently make reference to the involvement of local people in this consultation exercise and we feel that it is important that you recognise the poll that was carried out by Uttlesford District Council, when a large majority of the residents closest to the airport did NOT support the construction of another runway at all.    In 1984 a public enquiry concluded that a second runway would be an environmental catastrophe, even an unprecedented and wholly unacceptable major environmental and visual disaster.  That conclusion is still valid.  The plans today are far more extensive, more disruptive and far beyond what is necessary or acceptable to the local community.

Farnham Parish Council maintains its opposition to a second runway at Stansted Airport and does not feel it appropriate to comment on the options for siting the second runway.

It is not possible to comment on the siting of runways without a picture of the larger scene covering major issues such as the infrastructure which is needed to support the airport, how this will be financed and much further damage to the environment such an infrastructure would cause.  Local people are already aware of the considerable strain that the current rail services to London Liverpool Street are under and the effect of additional passengers from the airport will added to the problem.  At present it would seem that local services are to be downgraded in order to cater for additional passengers.  This is not acceptable.  Your document gives lip service to this issue but dismisses the problem as something for discussion at a later date.

Your consultation is a long term plan but does not address wider issues satisfactorily – air pollution, water requirements, flight path noise and the effects of aircraft on increased production of carbon dioxide and other by-products which add to the problem of global warming.  We also have a concern that the plans for expansion at Stansted Airport are not widely shared by significant bodies such as local councils and other aircraft companies.  Issues such as flight paths and night flights are key issues with communities such as ours, more so as our communities are very quiet and therefore any noise increase is noticeable and intrusive; in more urban areas some of this extra noise may fade into an already ‘busy’ background.

There would appear to be conflict in your statement in the Consultation Document that “we passionately believe in the role and responsibility of aviation in supporting global, national and regional strategies for sustainable development”.  We are of the belief that all options that have been proposed by BAA for a second runway are damaging to the global and regional environment and to the surrounding communities and country life.

There is also some concern about our lack of trust in BAA who have previously threatened to add more than one runway and even now the extra runway is placed in such a position to enable BAA to add further runways if they so desire. What guarantee have we that there will be no further planning applications to extend the airport?

The current costing of £2.7bn does not include the cost for the road and rail network and its infrastructure, which is estimated to be in the region of £500m. It also does not contain any assurances on the famously unpredictable cost of surface access.  Yes, - it is cheaper than the original costings, but not as much as you would lead us to believe. Again this appears to be another example of BAA not being totally transparent and telling us the complete story.

In summary we have a number of concerns that lead us to object to any additional runways at Stansted Airport:

· The environmental impacts would be too great to be outweighed by economic benefits;

· The whole character of the area would be detrimentally and irrevocably changed.  Though the loss of listed buildings, ancient woodlands etc. would be unacceptable, the loss of quality of life would have a more devastating impact on local residents;

· The health of residents would suffer from increased noise, air pollution, lack of sleep and stress.  Children and young people’s health would be particularly affected, especially those living near to or attending schools close to the airport;

· We have no confidence that the infrastructure necessary for an expanded airport will be in place.  Nor do we wish more of the countryside to disappear under roads and railways;

· The need for extra car parks would mean more of the countryside being concreted over and more light pollution, which is already a scourge;

· The need for extra houses to accommodate airport employees would mean loss of green belt, pressure on local schools, health and transport services;

· One of the biggest problems facing the plant is global warming, therefore increased air travel is not sustainable.

We have seen nothing in the Consultation Document which leads us to believe that these concerns can be satisfactorily addressed.  A second runway at Stansted would be an environmental and social disaster and as such the siting of any such runway is irrelevant.

We completely endorse the statement made by Lord Hanningfield, leader of Essex County Council – “the expansion is unwanted, unfundable and unnecessary”.

The Parish Council of Farnham wishes to inform BAA that the proposed options for a second runway at Stansted Airport are totally unacceptable.

Yours sincerely

PETER JARMAN

Clerk to Farnham Parish Council
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