Moreton, Bobbingworth and the Lavers Parish Council


BAA Consultation on a Second Runway at Stansted  
1 Need for another runway

The Government White Paper statistical projections are flawed and overstate growth using virtually a straight-line increase to 2030 of 177%. 


PC believes growth will flatten out around 350mppy. 


UK birth rate slowing down with only 5% growth over past 20yrs.


Further growth reduction will take current 58m to approx. 61m by 2030


Population is aging with greater proportion not inclined to fly.


Continuing fear of terrorism will depress growth.


Increased security measures with commensurate delays deter passengers.


Competition by low-cost airlines leading to overall re-structuring of fares resulting in higher plane occupancy and reduced flights.


Higher fuel prices will increase flight costs and dramatically reduce flights both passenger & freight. 


Global warming concerns will lead to worldwide demand for Tax/VAT to be applied to aviation fuel, increasing cost significantly.

The demonstrable increase in public demand for truly local airports for holiday destinations will reduce the demand for low-cost flights from Stansted.

The 2002 White Paper Growth predictions are now clearly over inflated.

The need for an additional runway at Stansted is not proven.
2 BAA Plans are inadequate for an informed rational response by Local Authorities.


No Overall Master Plan as required by Government


No Environmental Impact Assessment


No Health Impact Assessment


No Transport Infrastructure Plan

These facts alone render the consultation null and void

3 Additional Elements of Concern to the Parish Council 

3.1 Environment 
The 1984 Public Inquiry resulted in a statement by the inspector Graham Eyre “that a second runway at Stansted would be an environmental catastrophe, an unprecedented and wholly unacceptable major environmental and visual disaster” The Parish Council concurs with this statement and believes this is even more apparent in 2006. 
BAA’s consultation has done nothing to alleviate any of the concern expressed.

Water consumption – Essex is the driest county in Britain with limited reservoir capacity or water abstraction resources. There is now clear evidence of an impending crisis in water supply in Essex. 
The construction of an additional runway at Stansted cannot be contemplated until there are commensurate plans for a significant increase in water supply in Essex. 
Air Pollution – The Parish Council is extremely concerned by the deterioration in air quality under current aircraft and road traffic volumes. Especially bearing in mind the district is east of London with prevailing westerly winds.
Noise Pollution The additional runway will create double the amount of noise pollution especially taking into account the inevitable need for the joint Luton/Stansted aircraft-stacking pattern to be separated into two individual stacking systems.

While it has been suggested future planes will be quieter, the financial investment in current ‘noisy planes’ requires them to be in operation for at least another 15 years.  

BAA’s plan for a second runway fails to demonstrate an understanding of the potential for severe damage to the environment and does not contain detailed proposals to protect local people and the environment.

3.2
Transport Infrastructure
 Roads - A120 now in place to meet the current passenger/freight throughput but will be inadequate for proposed airport expansion. M11 currently overloaded, grossly inadequate for runway expansion. Government has already decided not to increase lanes north of Stansted. M25 currently grossly overloaded. Plans to increase lanes will only address a relatively small increase in traffic but not enough to support BAA planned airport expansion. 
Railway – Current rail service inadequate for Stansted and Commuter volumes evidenced by the new timetable commenced in January 2006. With the increased trains for Stansted, the commuter service is now inadequate. This unacceptable service for ‘current passenger movements’ can only be resolved by a significant increased investment in rolling stock. There is no evidence of any such investment to meet current let alone future increase in passengers.
No significant expansion at Stansted can be countenanced without considerable investment by BAA – Government or Private Companies in transport infrastructure.
3.2 Air Safety

The Parish Council understands there is an increased risk to the public arising from the proposed doubling of aircraft movements over Essex by Stansted, let alone the increased traffic from Luton, Heathrow and Gatwick. There will be a need for very significant investment in Air Traffic Control to minimize the increased risk. 
It is essential that there is evidence of the necessary investment in improved air traffic control facilities in parallel with the expansion plans to allay public fears. 
3.3 Capital Investment.
It was clearly demonstrated at the judicial review that the Treasury has doubts about the viability of the investment necessary to expand Stansted. It is also evident that city investors are not convinced it will be a worthwhile investment. Apart from the land acquisition and construction costs, expansion at Stansted will require substantial investment in compensation payments, transport infrastructure, environmental protection etc. 
Unless there is evidence of adequate investment in place by BAA, Partnership businesses and Government, expansion at Stansted cannot be condoned.
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