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31st October 2005
Dear Mr. Morgan,

Comments on your plans to make better use of the existing runway 

and on your  proposed  Interim Master Plan
Your efforts to ensure public understanding of your plans are much appreciated as was the helpfulness (and tolerance!) of members of your staff at the Little Hallingbury exhibition on October 26th.

However, many of the 550 residents of Great Hallingbury have expressed concern that, as the village most affected by your proposals, your exhibition was not held here or at least formally coupled with the Little Hallingbury exhibition.  The timing of this event at the extreme end of the consultation period, giving little time for people to make their responses, is also the subject of justified criticism and it would be appreciated if these matters are taken into account in respect of future consultations.
We shall, of course, comment on your proposals in greater detail when your Planning Application is received.

Passenger aircraft and air cargo forecasts
Our experience of the effects of the current throughput of 22mppa plus cargo operations clearly indicates that the authorised 25mppa plus cargo operations is the absolute limit of sustainability.  
The proposed 46% increase in ATMs to 274000pa is therefore wholly out of the question.  The 81% increase in cargo ATMs ( to 21.000pa) included in this figure, is a matter of particular concern since it would materially increase numbers of heavier, noisier, aircraft which are currently the subject of many complaints.   
Surface access

We applaud measures already being taken to encourage the use of public transport to and from the airport.  Nevertheless in recent years there has been a dramatic increase in road traffic through our village, much of which is clearly airport induced.  The problem seems to be that traffic to the airport from the Harlow, Sawbridgeworth area is unable conveniently to use the M11 and our village lanes provide a “rat run” to the airport via Junction 8 thus avoiding Bishops Stortford. A motor-way junction north of Harlow is clearly necessary together with acoustic fencing to reduce the noise impact on our residents arising from increased use of the M11.
As to rail traffic, we urge that detailed attention is given to the effect of longer and more frequent trains on level crossings, particularly that at Sawbridgeworth, where under present conditions, tailbacks of 40 to 50 vehicles on either side of the crossing often cause traffic jams in the town.
Jobs, housing and the economy

Here we would wish to see a detailed analysis of the balance of economic benefits and their environmental consequences quantifying the sustainability or otherwise of your proposals.
Air noise

This is undoubtedly the major cause of concern to our residents. Its impact is not properly reflected by the Leq contour system of average noise levels which are further reduced by averaging the effect of wind direction on flight operations. It is the frequency of individual noise events, sometimes less than a minute apart, which causes disturbance, annoyance and stress. We view with the greatest concern that expansion beyond 25mppa will inevitably cause the present peak periods of activity to extend over longer periods of the day. Welcome mitigation measures to date have produced a marginally acceptable noise climate, but the proposed levels of activity coupled with our relatively low ambient noise levels will make normal life untenable in our school, church, village hall, places of work and, above all, in our residences.
The noise contour diagrams in your document are totally inadequate and more detailed maps showing also the 54Leq contour must accompany your planning application. 
Ground noise

Measures taken to date have produced an acceptable situation and it is vital to residents in the north of our parish that this is maintained as predicted in your document.
Air quality

Again a matter of great local concern.

Your diagrams show annual mean concentrations but we need to know the effect on our village and other locations to the south of the airport during the periods of northerly winds which occur over some 35% of the year. We note that there is no diagram showing the spread of PM10.

Trails of dark smoke are frequently observed descending on to our village from the engines of departing aircraft and we must insist that local sampling and analysis of deposits in gutters, on windows and in ponds is carried out and the results made available to us.

Health assessment 

We note with satisfaction that this is under way and trust that special attention is given to the health of those living close to the airport.

Public safety and security

We fail to see the value and significance of the Public Safety Zone which has been reduced to minimal proportions and does not cover areas where plane crashes have occurred to date. Its presence is currently causing un-necessary problems with a commercial development which would be of benefit to the village. We see no good reason for the PSZ to continue.
As to vortex damage, the situation is more serious than is indicated in your document. There have been at least four incidents in our Tilekiln Green area where BAA have had to repair property damage, and others in the village resulting in flattened crops and clothing from washing lines being sucked up into nearby trees. Vortex noise is frequently heard. Would not the technique of Displaced Threshold, if applied to Runway 05, result in landing aircraft being higher over this area and relieve this problem?
Water resources
It is not clear from the narrative accompanying Table 12 how the potable water consumption per passenger is being maintained at the 2004 level whilst the total consumption predicted for 2015 has significantly increased.
Can we also have details of your present water recovery facilities and any additions proposed to reduce demand on public supplies?

Waste management
With waste per annum predicted to more than double by 2015 the recycling target of 60% by that date appears to be somewhat optimistic. We would like to see more detail as to how you plan to achieve this.

Land compensation

There is no mention of this in your document although the continuing expansion of the airport with the threat of more to come has undoubtedly caused further devaluation of our properties. 

We last received Land Compensation payments in 1992, a year after completion of facilities for 8mppa, as prescribed by the Land Compensation Act of 1973. Since then two more Planning Applications have been approved for the 15mppa and 25mppa levels but no further compensation will be be considered until 2010 since the facilities authorised for 15mppa, namely Taxiway Echo, will not be completed until 2009. Thus Stansted Airport is currently operating at some 22mppa on incomplete facilities for 15mppa!

Whilst we accept that this is strictly in accordance with the law, we consider that the Taxiway Echo scenario is a spurious “golden rivet” to BAA’s advantage and that they are morally bound to consider further payments now,  of course taking due account of monies already paid.
Draft Interim Master Plan

We find the context of the word “Interim” difficult to understand. Surely there can only be one Master Plan which should show both your current requirements and long term aspirations. For many years we have lived under the threat of the four runway scheme which again reared its head in the recent SERAS report, and we are surely entitled to know whether your current proposals are a stage towards an ultimate development of this nature. We believe that no further Planning Applications should be considered until your long term objectives have been made known via a formal Master Plan and for this reason we are unable to comment on this so-called interim document.
I trust that the foregoing will help you to understand the position of this Parish in respect of your development proposals and that you will take due and proper account of these representations. They are made on behalf of our residents who have the misfortune to bear the brunt of the ill effects of your activities.
Yours sincerely,
Mrs F. Townsend,

Clerk of the Council.
