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We are a small parish, currently of some 340 homes and 874 residents, shortly to be enlarged by merger with neighbouring Tilty, yet still no more than 380 homes and 950 residents. The parish lies between Great Dunmow and Thaxted in the upper Chelmer valley, and area of high landscape value.

However we believe we are one of the best qualified parishes to speak out against this application, lying as we do, directly under one of the flight paths of the airport. We already suffer very seriously from aircraft noise, and this is the main thrust of our opposition to this application to expand the airport any further.

There are three specific concerns to which we would like to draw the committee’s attention.

1. BAA seem to imply that there is little change in the proposed development. The Environmental Statement (ES) suggests this : 2.2.3 “The proposed development is, therefore, that which was granted planning permission in 2003 subject to the same conditions, save in respect of MPPA1 and ATM1”. 

We say that this is not the case. The total removal of MPPA1 and raising the ATM to 264,000 opens up the possibility of up to 45 or even 50 million ppa with the new, larger aircraft already coming on-stream. This is not insignificant. It is an attempt to be able to expand Stansted into the largest single runway airport in the world; it is not reversible; it will have a devastating impact on the district and the area for miles around; and it insults our intelligence to try to suggest otherwise.

2. The ES further states (5.1.5) that the proposed changes will result in only a slight increase in noise: “There are no locations which would see an increase in noise exposure of more than 2 dB and that 250 people would experience increases of between 1 and 2 dB”. 

This cannot be. To understand the noise issue, please imagine an area where there is no traffic noise, no industrial or commercial noise. It is peaceful, which is why it was chosen by Cistercian monks to build an abbey here, at Tilty. We lie however under the flight path of Runway 05. That means we hear ground noise of planes taking off to the south west (Runway 23), and aircraft noise from all planes taking off to the north east on two of the three routes. 

Half go the Clacton-Sierra route and half the Dover-Sierra route. The former produce audible noise that permits but intrudes on conversation, for about 30 seconds; the latter fly overhead, producing noise which drowns the noise of a passing high performance car with radio on full volume. Conversation is impossible. For about 45 seconds.

Any increase in the number of flights will have a corresponding increase in this noise disruption. BAA state that only 35% of ATM take off in this direction. That is still three days a week, and at times it is constant.

3. We found confirmation of the likely effect on noise levels from a recent workshop attended by one of our councillors. Environmental Resources Management (E.R.M.) in a study commissioned by BAA, showed that a move to 35 mppa would require slots to be filled at a rate of 48 per hour. From 6.00 in the morning to 10.00 at night, with only a slight reduction from 10.00 to 11.00. This means that the noise level experienced now, for a large part of three days a week, would be sustained throughout the day - and possibly into the night, if current caps on night flights were to be lifted.

We have left it to experts to comment on other undesirable aspects of allowing this proposal. We agree still with Graham Eyre that expansion of Stansted would be “an environmental catastrophe”, when problems of loss of amenity, heritage and rural environment are taken into account, quite apart from the undesirable contribution to carbon emissions and air quality. And all this without any indication of the extent, the location or the cost of transport, commercial and industrial infrastructure that would accompany any further growth, but which this application chooses to ignore. 

Enough is enough. We are not experts. The parish council represents 900 or so people, ordinary people who have chosen to live in this wonderful district of ours. We pay council taxes. We vote. Within our parish are Great Easton Primary school, St Georges Home for the elderly (recently given planning permission to expand), two historic churches and the English Heritage managed site of a Cistercian Abbey. This is what the parish council is fighting to save and will continue to do so. 

We urge the committee and the Council 

· To stop any further expansion at Stansted 

· To prevent any further erosion of our environment

· And to reject this application.

Thank you

