
15 February 2004  

The Rt Hon Tony Blair, MP

10 Downing Street

London 

SW1A 2AA

Dear Prime Minister,

AIR TRANSPORT WHITE PAPER – Were we consulted or conned?

The December 2003 White Paper “The Future of Air Transport” claims to “take account of views expressed in an extensive consultation exercise, in the course of which around 500,000 responses were received”. This statement suggests that the Government followed the wishes of those half a million people - but nothing can be further than the truth. 

I completed the Department for Transport’s South East Questionnaire, returning it like thousands of others with an inserted supplement that was drawn up by Stop Stansted Expansion. In that supplement we formally registered our objections to the bias and unfairness of the questionnaire. We also inserted and responded to key questions which were not asked in the body of the questionnaire. 

I am concerned that the Government appears to have taken no notice of our responses to the consultation.

On its website the DfT publishes a number of analyses of responses. Only 5 pages are devoted to the 500,000 responses overall, saying that the vast majority were opposed to new runways. 

There is an extensive 699 page “Report on response to the Government’s consultation”. It analyses in great detail just 907 responses. However, these are not responses to the questionnaires, but to the list of questions contained in Annex A of the full consultation. These questions do not appear in the summary consultation or in the questionnaire that the public was encouraged to complete. The report includes an almost dismissive reference to the questionnaires: “Alongside the seven consultation documents, the Government commissioned NOP to publish seven questionnaires which asked for views on issues covered in the consultation documents. Over 66,000 completed questionnaires were received and analysed by NOP and the results can be seen on DfT's web site www.dft.gov.uk". 

I don't recall any such distinction being drawn during the consultation process between the consultation and the "alongside" NOP questionnaire. I thought I was responding to the consultation when completing the DfT questionnaire. In no way was it held out as being of secondary importance in the process. 

NOP produced a 56 page analysis of the completed questionnaires. This reports that around 66,000 were returned from across the country, of which 6,000 were from the Stansted area. The analysis is pretty meaningless because of the biased and leading nature of the questions. However, the strength of local feeling appears to be reflected in the percentage of leading and biased questions that were not answered – as advised by Stop Stansted Expansion. No mention whatsoever is made of the supplementary questions inserted by thousands of people or of the thousands who objected to bias and unfairness, although these represented a significant proportion of the returned questionnaires.

In short, my participation and the participation of thousands of others in the consultation, together with our formal complaints and responses to the supplementary questions, appear to have been totally ignored, or at least buried never to see the light of day. 

Specifically, the Stansted area inserts were not mentioned; more broadly the public’s 66,000 questionnaires were sidelined; and the overall tenor of 500,000 public responses was brushed aside.

It appears that the “consultation” was no more than a cruel facade, designed to give the appearance of involving the public, yet managed in such a way that no notice would be taken whatsoever.

I would appreciate your comments on my disillusionment with the Government’s interpretation of “consultation”. I submit that we were not consulted, but conned.

Yours sincerely,

Ken McDonald

Copy to Sir Alan Haselhurst, MP
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