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Dear Mr Mitchell

Stansted Airport G1 Application
Thank you for consulting this authority on the above application.  The matter was considered by our Planning and Partnerships Panel as well as at joint member meetings with yourselves, East Herts and Essex County Council.

At the Cabinet meeting on September 11th the following proposal was accepted: 

That Uttlesford District Council be informed that Hertfordshire County Council would object to the current proposal unless stringent planning conditions and S106 requirements are imposed on any permission granted to control, manage and as far as possible mitigate the impact of growth of the airport, as set out in the appendix to this report.  

  The areas to be covered by conditions and 106 agreements as set out in the appendix are as follows:

a) an absolute limit on annual passenger throughput of 35 million passengers together with limits on aircraft movements;

b) noise contour controls for both day and night;

c) improved noise monitoring and mitigation measures, including for schools;

d) surface access improvements to both road and rail infrastructure, including improvements to M11 Junction 8 and airport access roads; provision of 12 car trains; other appropriate Hertfordshire and Essex Local Transport Plan schemes, including the A120 Standon to Bishops Stortford including a Little Hadham Bypass, those contained in the emerging Eastern Herts Transport Plan, and Bishop’s Stortford Transport Strategy;


(Elements of these may need to be assured by the imposition of intervening passenger throughput limits which would be raised when the required infrastructure is provided.)

e) further and on-going financial contributions to Hertfordshire passenger transport services and facilities; parking controls and the introduction of Controlled Parking Zones, particularly in Bishop’s Stortford;

f) making the airport as sustainable an operation as possible (subject to periodic reviews and further improvements in accordance with evolving policy and best practice), in respect of such issues as energy and water saving; renewable energy production and use of low emission fuels on the airport site;

g) a further financial contribution to be agreed, to the Stansted Area Housing Partnership Fund.


The existing Section 106 agreements applying to the existing (25 mppa) planning permission should be updated and revised to take account of the additional growth if the airport is to develop to 35 mppa.  This should include updating the mode share targets for passengers and employees.
The rationale for the suggested conditions and 106 agreements will be clear to you following the close working between officers of the four local authorities.  The existing agreements need updating and should include contributions to the particular surface access needs of Bishops Stortford and the A120.  In addition development if it does go ahead should reflect best practice in terms of sustainability issues.

Hertfordshire is particularly concerned that there should be a limit of 35 mppa on any permission in order to ensure the forecast impacts, particularly on the surface access network, are not exceeded.  Increasing pressure on already over stretched surface access infrastructure is a real concern and BAA should be required to increase the mode share targets for passengers travelling by public transport and then realise them through the provision of additional capacity, both on bus and coach and on rail.

A pro-active role is required of DfT Rail to ensure 12 car trains are provided on the West Anglia line when they are needed.  The present proposals are too vague to give local users the certainty that overcrowding of existing services will not occur as the airport grows.  Members suggested that interim limits on airport passenger numbers should be imposed to be lifted when 12 car trains are introduced.

Members expressed a wide range of concerns when considering the proposal for further growth of the airport.  In particular members were concerned about the role aviation plays in contributing to climate change and global warming.  Any increase in emissions as a result of growth at Stansted will have an impact and add to the increasing environmental threat posed by climate change.  Members were sceptical that government proposals to manage emissions will be sufficient in the face of rising demand for growth from aviation. 

Noise impacts were also referred to and in particular the level of nuisance over Ware and surrounding villages as a result of aircraft being unable to use continuous descent procedures on this arrival route.  However as NATS are presently addressing this problem it was thought unnecessary to require changes in air traffic procedures to be subject to condition.

The exact wording of conditions and 106 agreements is a matter for further discussion and hopefully the four authorities can continue to work together to do this.  I would though reiterate that while this authority would not object to the present proposal provided adequate conditions and S106 Requirements are imposed it remains implacably opposed to any second runway at Stansted.

Thank you again for consulting us.

Yours sincerely
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John Wood

Director of Environment
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