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APPEAL BY BAA LTD AND STANSTED AIRPORT LTD FOLLOWING THE REFUSAL

BY UTTLESFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL OF PLANNING APPLICATION  UTT/0717/06/FUL

                                                           OPENING STATEMENT                                                           

                                                                     on behalf of 

                                                MUCH HADHAM  PARISH  COUNCIL 

1. I am Martin Dillon, the chairman of Much Hadham Parish Council. I have lived in Much Hadham since 1976. Before that I lived for four years in Green Tye, a small settlement within the Parish of Much Hadham.

Much Hadham

2. Much Hadham is described in Pevsner as "of its own kind visually probably the most successful village" in Hertfordshire. The village, like so many villages near Stansted Airport, is faced with three main interrelated threats to its peace and tranquillity – more housing, more traffic and more aircraft noise. Though I cannot point to any traffic count, Stansted is no doubt the cause of some of the increased traffic passing through Much Hadham, even if only indirectly because motorists cut through Much Hadham to avoid the delays at the traffic lights in Little Hadham.

3. The residents of Much Hadham are affected by the noise of aircraft taking off from Stansted using flight path BZDR (known as "Buzzard"). This is one of three flight paths for aircraft taking off from Stansted to the south west and is used by more than 50% of such aircraft. The centre line of Buzzard passes over Green Tye and then to the west of Much Hadham on the way north to Little Hadham. Planes are allowed to leave Buzzard (or vector off) once thy reach a height of 3000 ft whereas planes are only allowed to vector off all the other flight paths from Stansted once they reach 4000 ft.

4. Much Hadham residents are also increasingly affected by the noise of aircraft landing at Stansted from the south west towards the north east where aircraft fly south to the north west and west of Much Hadham before swinging round to the north to land on runway 05. The south west approach is only used about 35% of the year, but with the cluster of landings between 22.00 hours and midnight, landing aircraft may, as I have myself experienced, prevent residents getting to sleep.  Until recently aircraft used an approach well to the west Of Much Hadham, but recently they have started to move much nearer to the centre of the village and have therefore become more intrusive. Continuous descent approaches, while already used on runway 23 with a reduction in aircraft noise, are not used on the approach to runway 05, though the noise from landing aircraft could be reduced to the west of Much Hadham if CDAs were also used on runway 05.

5. Complaints from Much Hadham and Green Tye residents mainly (but not exclusively) concern night flights (23.30 to 06.00 hours), departing flights early in the morning and flights landing late in the evening after 22.00 hours.

57 dBLAeq Contours

6. The assessment of aircraft noise in the Stansted Noise Exposure Contours for 2005 is based on current Government policy, that is on 57dBALeq contours, and shows a reduction in the 57dBALeq contours for 2005 compared with 2004. I have no argument with this conclusion, but the methodology used is, I believe, defective because:

a. The time period over which the 57dBALeq contours are estimated only runs for 16 hours from 07.00 to 23.00 hours. This omits both (a) the shoulder periods from 06.00 to 07.00 hours and from 23.00 to 23.30 hours when Stansted is exceptionally busy and (b) the night period from 23.30 to 06.00 hours when take offs and landings are mainly of aircraft transporting cargo which tend to be older and noisier. The periods omitted are of course those when most people are asleep or trying to get to sleep.

b. Noise pressure levels are calculated on the basis of average sound throughout the 16 hour period. This is absurd since nobody, who complains about aircraft noise, has ever complained about periods of silence when there are no aircraft overhead. The absurdity becomes more obvious when flights at night and during the two shoulder periods are omitted from the calculation. 

c. The calculation is made using only an "A" weighting which largely discounts sound at a low frequency. This is the frequency at which a lot of aircraft noise occurs. This sound travels further and has greater power to penetrate than medium or high frequency sound. The outcome is to disguise much of the irritation caused by aircraft noise.

7. The criticism of the use of 57dBLAeq contours is not new. It was made at the inquiry into Terminal 5 at Heathrow and the Inspector, Mr Roy Vandermeer QC, agreed with the critics of the system. His comments demonstrate that the Contours for 2005 cannot be used as evidence that in 2005 there has been an improvement in the noise climate around Stansted compared with 2004.

The Report by Applied Acoustic Design ("AAD Report") dated 19 December 2005
8. The AAD Report, which was commissioned by BAA, contains a comparison of aircraft noise monitored over two different three month periods at a house in Green Tye in 2000 and 2004 directly under the centre line of Buzzard. The AAD Report shows that:

                   (a)  Average aircraft noise events measured at Green Tye reduced from 71.9dBA in the 

     three month period in 2000 to 69.3dBA in the three month period in 2004, which is a 

     barely perceptible reduction of 2.6dBAs;

            (b) In the three month period in 2000 there were 4152 separate noise events 

                  above 65dBA and that in the three month period in 2004 there were 3762 noise

                  events above 65dBA, a reduction of 9.4% compared with 2000; 

                  (c)  The percentage of noise events over 70dBA in the three month period in 2000

    was 57.2% whereas the percentage in the three month period in 2004 was 34%.                    

9. The improvements result, as the authors have explained, from the use of more modern and quieter aircraft. Nonetheless in the three  month period in 2004 there were still more than 1250 noise events above 65dBA on average per month. According to BAA Buzzard is not used for about 5 days a month, but on the other days there are, on average, 93 departures using Buzzard, and on this basis there were on average 50 noise events above 65bBA each day that Buzzard was being used in the three month period in 2004 .The owner of the house in Green Tye, where the monitoring was carried out in 2000 and 2004, will be giving evidence that the disturbance is continuing and getting worse, because since 2004 there have been more and more flights, and the disturbance from the more frequent flights have more than cancelled out whatever advantage has been gained from the introduction of quieter aircraft.

10. The AAD Report confirms the absurdity of the 57dBALeq contour approach, which does not show any noise disturbance over Much Hadham or Green Tye, when in fact there is substantial disturbance. The AAD Report also confirms the truth of what Mr Terry Morgan of Stansted Airport Limited admitted at a meeting in Much Hadham on 22 June 2005, that it is noise events that cause annoyance, not average noise taking into account periods when no aircraft are overhead. 
11. Mr Jeff Charles is the witness giving evidence on noise on BAA's behalf. He has produced a lengthy rebuttal proof but in it he has not discussed the AAD Report. In fact he has barely considered the effect of noise events on local residents. His approach can be summed up as saying that because the Government maintains use of the concept 57dBALeq contours in the Aviation White Paper, then this is the correct methodology, which is right and must be applied. I profoundly disagree.

12.  Mrs. Sandra McAdam has lived in Much Hadham for some 42 years, first in Green Tye from 1965 to 1997 and since then in Much Hadham itself. She will give evidence that noise from aircraft using Stansted has gradually become more and more intrusive and annoying in Much Hadham. This is also my experience. We have both complained a number of times to the Flight Evaluation Unit, and each time we have been told that the aircraft are on track and that the noise emitted is within permitted levels. Neither of us is convinced that the answers are always correct.

13. As the existing runway is used more or less to capacity during the current busy periods, its increased use must lead to more aircraft taking off and landing during the current quieter periods. Currently, disregarding night-time, the residents of Much Hadham generally enjoy some peace when the wind is from the south west between about 09.00 hours and early afternoon. If the existing runway is expanded, this respite is likely to disappear or at least to be severely curtailed. Increased use of the existing runway at Stansted will therefore result in more noise events for the residents of Much Hadham for a much longer part of the day. This will result in a corresponding loss of amenity.

St Elizatheth's Centre
14. St Elizabeth's Centre, which was founded by a Roman Catholic Order of nuns in 1903, now    


       consists of a school catering for 60 special needs children all of whom have severe learning    


              difficulties and 80% of whom have epilepsy; a college providing accommodation for 20         


              students aged between 18 and 25; and a home for some 104 residents most of whom suffer     


       from epilepsy to such an extent that they will remain at St Elizabeth's for the rest of their lives. 

       Almost all those at St Elizabeth's fall within a high risk category which means that they risk  

       death during a seizure.. To minimise the risk, the residents are monitored constantly via a two-

       way audio monitoring system from 9pm/ 10pm until 7am.

15. Aircraft flying overhead may cause the monitoring system to fail in whole or in part or may cause "outages" in the technical jargon. As Mr Kevin McMullen, the chief executive at St Elizabeth's, will explain an outage could in an extreme case result in a resident who had a seizure dying before he or she could receive assistance. Mr McMullen will give evidence about the data were collected during the five day period starting on 6 April 2007 when there were 33 noise events that caused outages in the monitoring system. They only triggered a partial default in the monitoring system, with the worst being on 9 April 2007 when about 25% of the alarms were blanked out between 06.35 and 06.58 hours. Fortunately, the blanking out did not on that occasion cause any resident any greater distress than would have happened if his or her alarm had not failed.

16. Aircraft using Buzzard should not fly over St Elizabeth's. The map produced by BAA with the tracks of aircraft landing at Stansted from the south west in Summer 2005 does not show any aircraft overflying St Elizabeth's. However, aircraft do from time to time fly off track, for example to avoid bad weather. The more flights there are the greater the risk of aircraft flying over St Elizabeth's causing outages in the monitoring system and the greater the risk therefore of a resident who has had a severe seizure not recovering because of a delay in receiving assistance.

Concluding Comments

19. The increased development of Stansted will lead to the noise of more aircraft polluting the tranquillity of villages like Much Hadham and to more urbanisation and traffic in the surrounding area. The evidence of Uttlesford DC demonstrates that any economic benefits the increased development of Stansted may bring are outweighed by the lasting damage it will cause to the local environment, including places of historic importance like Hatfield Forest. If BAA's appeal is successful, the only persons who will directly benefit are BAA and the airlines through increased profits. I hope that you will therefore recommend the Secretaries of State to reject the appeal.
20. One last point. On 28 March 2005 I wrote to the DfT and asked them to produce under the Freedom of Information Act 2000 copies of certain documents that the DfT may have reviewed or prepared in connection with Stansted. The DfT has produced copies of the documents disclosed during the course of the judicial review application, but has refused to disclose other documents relying on S35 of the FOA (which allows the potential non-disclosure of information concerning the development of Government policy). I referred the matter to the Information Commissioner on 14 September 2005. There is apparently a large quantity of information, which the Commissioner has to review before reaching a decision, and the Commissioner has not therefore yet decided whether any further documentation should be disclosed. I have told the Commissioner that this Inquiry is starting today. I do not of course know what the Commissioner will decide or whether, if any further documentation is disclosed, it will be relevant to the issues before this Inquiry, but if any further relevant documents are produced, then I will provide copies to Mr Osborn, so that all the parties may see them.

                                                                                                                                          30 May 2007.
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