19 May 2004 
To: stansted.consultation@baa.com

Cc: Member of parliament

Subject: Home Owner Support Scheme Consultation

Dear Sir,

I have read the document and feel that BAA/Stansted are not being particularly fair and are being far to narrow in how they decide who and who isn't entitled to compensation.

I do not think that the 66 decibel noise contour should have anything what so ever to do with any compensation. Compensation should be based on 'the real world' this means that it should cover anyone who is effected by the expansion of BAA.

I am a typical example. I live in Great Dunmow, independent statistical information prove that the value of my property isn't increasing in value as much as other areas of Essex and the South East. This is as a direct result of Stansted expanding.

Great Dunmow has already, by independent consultants, been shown to be in the 'intolerable noise zone' should Stansted expand. Indeed, even at present, if you were to have someone staying in the area when Stansted send planes over/near Great Dunmow without a decibel counter, I think they would agree that the noise coming from planes regardless of their altitude (even if they are above the legal height) still make such a noise that it disturbs our quality of life. With Stansted expanding and the second runway coming even closer to Great Dunmow can only make this worse.

I also think that the compensation should not be based on market value at a particular point, because at the end of the day people have got to find somewhere else to live, and invariably to get a similar kind of property elsewhere will mean that those properties will be more expensive. I think that it is BAA/Stansted's duty to see people effected by their actions compensated accordingly, that means that people effected should not be worse off by having to take out larger mortgages to be able to afford a property of comparable size elsewhere. e.g I live in a 4 bed detached with double garage. I should be able to purchase a 4 bed detached with double garage elsewhere with any difference being picked paid for by BAA/Stanstead + moving and litigation expenses.

Anybody that chooses not to move, should be compensated with the difference in the property value of their house based on the statistical average for the area.

If expanding Stansted is so important to BAA and the huge profit's they hope to receive from this, then the least they can do is compensate all who are effected after all surely this will still be a drop in the ocean as far as BAA are concerned.

Regards

William Crawley

Great Dunmow

