LETTER FROM LITTLE HADHAM PARISH COUNCIL

Mr Terry Morgan

Managing Director

Stansted Airport Limited

Enterprise House

Stansted Airport

Essex CM24 1QW

3 October 2005

Dear Mr Morgan

Growing Stansted Airport

The following response to your consultation, Growing Stansted Airport on the Existing Runway, was agreed at a meeting of Little Hadham Parish Council on 3 October 2005. Our comments apply to relevant sections of your draft interim Master Plan.

Does this document provide sufficiently detailed description of Stansted’s proposals?

No. You say you are determined that this consultation will be ‘comprehensive and meaningful’ yet it fails to explain how plans to expand the existing runway will affect the longer-term development of the airport, in particular the addition of a proposed second runway. 

For instance, it fails to point out that no provision for a second runway has been included in the draft regional plan by EERA and that an independent sustainability report commissioned by the Assembly advised that full use of the existing runway could not be sustained. When that opinion is added to the views of Government advisory bodies, the world’s leading environmental groups and local communities who would be affected by expansion, it is difficult to understand how the case for expansion can be justified.

BAA’s decision to defer producing a Masterplan until 2007 – despite the expectation in the Government’s Air Transport White Paper that this would be available in 2004 – indicates that BAA is giving greater priority to airport development than the need to consult with the communities most affected. 

Should sensitivity tests for higher/lower traffic throughputs or different growth rates be conducted?

Yes. Communities are entitled to know what the impacts (frequency, height of aircraft, noise, pollution, infrastructure) would be from a doubling of traffic on the existing runway as well as from a proposed second runway. BAA wishes to use 25 mppa as the starting point for this consultation despite the fact that passenger numbers are only at 21 mppa now. 

Because BAA made over-generous predictions about the impact that expansion would have in areas such as noise and transport – and especially jobs – it appears to be trying to show than an increase to 35 mppa would cause little change. We support the view that, as a result, this consultation is an example of attempted growth by stealth.

A similar situation exists with air freight and night flights. While BAA says it will not apply for additional night flights, unused capacity means that one of the major causes of complaint in the Hadhams will increase substantially.

Do you have any comments about our forecasts?

Yes. They are unsubstantiated and even if correct, cannot be sustained. BAA Stansted, as part of the wider aviation industry, must play its part in managing demand through fiscal means. 

Do you agree with our transport strategy?

No. We question the conclusion that planned expansion would result in ‘no significant increase’ in airport related traffic and that the already over-crowded rail service could cope with additional airport passengers as well as commuters by ‘stretching’ existing trains. We also note that capacity for car parking, that represents a major source of income to BAA, is predicted to increase by more than 60 per cent by 2015.

How can expansion of Stansted Airport best benefit local and regional economies?

The benefits in respect of jobs, housing and the economy have been exaggerated. In an area of relatively low unemployment, large numbers of workers have to be brought in daily from London and other areas. If this practice grows, further pressure will be put on surface access. If an enlarged workforce were to settle in the area it would add to the already unsustainable housing demands imposed on local authorities. 

What noise abatement measures should be considered in addition to current ones?

Noise is a major issue in Little Hadham. Permanent noise monitoring should be undertaken in all local communities. This should be conducted by independent authorities and outcomes made freely available to communities affected, in particular to help assess the impact of any future expansion.

We would like to see a review of the Buzad flight path over Little Hadham with a view to raising the minimum height of aircraft. The fact that complaints from this village mostly concern noise, yet most are rejected because aircraft are above the minimum height restriction, is a clear indication that this ceiling needs to be raised. It would also provide an additional safety margin. 

We are concerned that BAA has apparently ignored criticism over continued use of the discredited dBA Leq system of noise measurement and the fact that BAA uses a level at which noise becomes annoying that is much higher than that recommended by the World Health Organisation.

What more could be done about landscaping?

Natural geography rather than landscaping screens the airport from Little Hadham but despite this, engine testing is clearly audible at times.

Matters NOT included in your consultation

The contribution that expansion at Stansted would make to climate change and the threat that it would pose to health through noise and increased pollution are not included in your key questions. A recent medical study, reported in the Lancet, showed a clear link between aircraft noise and children’s education.

Your consultation focuses on ‘ground level emissions’ and foists on to ‘multinational government’ responsibility for the more serious issues of the impact of aviation on the climate and on people’s health. This is a serious shortcoming given the Government’s priority to addressing climate change and the prime minister’s statement that global warming is as big a threat as terrorism. 

We consider that because of such omissions and lack of long-term considerations, the consultation falls short of the standard required. We are reminded that if BAA’s plans for expansion of the existing runway led eventually to a second runway, we could have on our doorstep one of the largest airports in the world.

We have copied our response to Oliver Heald MP, to East Herts Council and to Much Hadham Parish Council with whom we work closely on airport matters. We would appreciate in due course a response to the concerns raised here.

Yours sincerely

Tony Skidmore

Chairman

