National Trust Presentation To Uttlesford District Council Development Control Committee, Wednesday 5th July 2006.

The National Trust welcomes the opportunity to comment on two areas of the application to allow maximum use of the single runway at Stansted Airport. The application is of major concern to the National Trust and is objecting to it in the strongest possible terms.
The Trust’s major landholding within the vicinity of Stansted Airport is Hatfield Forest, which is designated as an SSSI and is inalienable land. Lying immediately south of the airport, the property comprises Hatfield Forest itself, Wall Wood, and Woodside, Tilekiln, Bedlar’s, Wright’s and Mott’s Greens. It is a unique site resulting from over 1000 years of continuous woodland and grazing management with an internationally significant wildlife value that could not be recreated.
Air Noise.
Throughout BAA’s documentation on Air Noise and specifically in 8.1.11 it is recognised that there are three sites within the 57 dB LAeq contour which are considered as being sensitive to noise – a Primary School, an Adult Community College and a Residential Home. BAA have taken this from PPG 24 Planning and Noise para 6. The National Trust is concerned that no consideration whatsoever has been given to Hatfield Forest, both as an SSSI and a regionally-important green space as in para 20 of PPG 24 it states: “Special consideration is required where noisy development is proposed in or near Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)……The effect of noise on the enjoyment of other areas of landscape, wildlife and historic value should also be taken into account.” Thus the National Trust would wish to see Hatfield Forest considered in such a way as in our opinion this would give further reason for a refusal of planning permission based on the Council’s 2003 decision to limit ATMs which is reinforced by PPG24 which also states in para 2 “Where it is not possible to achieve[such] a separation of land uses (i.e. noisy new development sited away from noise-sensitive land uses) local planning authorities should consider whether it is practicable to control or reduce noise levels, or to mitigate the impact of noise, through the use of conditions or planning obligations.”
The NW part of Hatfield Forest, part of Woodside Green, Wrights Green, Tilekiln Green and Bedlar’s Green will all see increased noise levels if the permission was granted. Although the impact of changes in aircraft noise must generally be evaluated in terms of units (LAeq 16 hours) it is not sufficient on its own to illustrate the impact of aircraft noise on landscaped areas and green spaces used for recreational purposes. There are no universally agreed criteria applicable for this purpose. In the absence of any alternative, the change in noise levels can be established  by illustrating the increase in numbers of aircraft. If aircraft are taking off over Hatfield Forest 76% of the time, then in 2004 a plane would have passed the Forest every 154 seconds. Based on BAA’s figures by 2014 with the 35mppa then that would have increased by nearly a third so the frequency will be every 106 seconds.
The Parliamentary Office of Science and Technology Postnote of June 2003 says: The subjective responses to aircraft noise makes it difficult to quantify the relationship between noise and annoyance. However noise levels below 50 dB LAeq are unlikely to cause community annoyance while levels of 55 dB LAeq may severely annoy some people.” Indeed the Inspectors Report in the 1982 Stansted Inquiry included the following..”…I accept that Hatfield Forest may be a case where the increase in movements and the consequent more frequent occurrence of noise might affect visitors to a greater extent than that indicated by [NNI] values.” Thus the National Trust would wish BAA to submit more information including contours on current noise levels which affect National Trust properties between 52 dB LAeq (as this includes contour values of 2 dB(A) higher as suggested in PPG24) and 57 dB LAeq and how this will increase in the 35mppa.
Air Pollution.

The National Trust is very concerned about nitrogen deposition on Hatfield Forest because woodlands and forests scavenge air pollutants effectively, with the result that inputs of nitrogen deposition to woodlands are generally larger than for other habitat types. In 3.1.5 of the Nature Conservation Statement BAA have used the Air Pollution Information System which provides a simple site-based assessment. This shows nitrogen deposition levels at 36.5 kg/ha/yr. Taking account that 17kg of nitrogen per hectare per year is the critical level at which National Expert Group on Transboundary Air Pollution (NEGTAP) consider that there is damage to woodland habitats this is over twice the level. The National Trust accept that BAA are not responsible for all of this. However the traffic generation linked to the airport must be having an effect. To dismiss their contribution by saying it makes no significant difference is unreasonable. If background levels mean that vegetation is likely to damaged, then any contribution from Stansted and its indirect effects on top of that background level will increase the risk as BAA admit.

As part of the Section 106 Agreement linked to the 2003 Planning Approval a study of the effects of noise, air and light pollution on the flora and fauna of Hatfield Forest and schemes appropriate and proportionate to mitigate any significant effects were to be undertaken by BAA. Whilst we have endeavoured to work with BAA and supply any information we can, to date we have received no results. It is therefore with some surprise that in 10.4.6 of the Nature Conservation Statement analysis of these results is being used to justify that a further expansion will not be harmful as all woodland monitored have a consistent pattern of high nitrogen deposition. The admission that emissions limits will be exceeded over Hatfield Forest is of significant concern to the National Trust. That the site is within 5 km of the M11 motorway, and therefore exempt from protection of vegetation legislation, does not diminish the fact that an internationally important natural and historic resource will be damaged by airport related activities.
The National Trust objection letter will also cover observations and corrections on other areas including Planning, Climate Change, Landscaping, Third Party Risk and Nature Conservation.
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