 RESPONSE BY STANSTED MOUNTFITCHET PARISH COUNCIL 

TO THE CONSULTATION BY BAA ON THEIR PROPOSED INCREASE IN 

THROUGHPUT ON THE EXISTING RUNWAY

THE COUNCIL OPPOSES ANY EXPANSION BEYOND 25mppa

This position is adopted as a result of three fundamental principles.

· The character of this most beautiful area will be changed forever.  Creating an airport approaching two-thirds the capacity of London Heathrow is incompatible with maintaining the peace of an historic village and small town environment.  We refuse to believe that further expansion is worth this sacrifice.

· The health of our parishioners and the education of our children are likely to be impaired possibly to a significant extent.

· The increasing contribution of air travel to the process of adverse climate change threatens our future and is not compatible with the environmental objectives of either the British Government or the signatories to the Kyoto agreement.

THE PLANNING APPLICATION MUST ANSWER DEFINITIVELY THE FOLLOWING CONCERNS

· The contribution of air travel to global warming must be analysed and neutralised.

· Should rising demand for air travel be met whatever level it reaches?

· Should the airline industry bear the full costs particularly with regard to tax on fuel?

· What is the likely availability and pricing of fossil fuel and what impact on demand?

· An environmental cost assessment should be made to determine if and where air travel should grow.

· What is the projected absolute increase or decrease in emissions (not just from the airport itself, but from the aircraft and surface access activities that expansion would generate) and how does this align with the Government objective to reduce carbon emissions by 60% by 2050?

· The threats to health, education and quality of life must be quantified, analysed and answered.

· The current and predicated effects of poor air quality on those with weak cardiovascular systems must be quantified.

· An analysis of the prescription habits for stress-related disorders to determine the likely impact of greater noise levels.

· The effects of airport expansion on the cognitive development of children, especially in terms of long-term memory and reading deficits.

· Independent, comprehensive monitoring and data projections relating to these issues should be required in accordance with World Health Organisation recommendations.

· Within projected growth, what changes will be sought from the present nighttime activity (11pm to 7am)?

· An independent assessment should be made of the impact on the quality of life for Stansted Mountfitchet’s 6,000 parishioners (or more probably closer to 10,000 following major housing development).

· The infrastructure must be able to accommodate any expansion in due time.

· Rail capacity – the necessary increase in capacity into London must not be accomplished at the expense of a deteriorating service for the local population.  Major investment will be needed and needed early.

· Road capacity – maximum use of the existing runway would pose increased congestion problems on the A10, A120, M11 and M25.  Investment is needed early.  However, there is a further problem, namely the increased congestion on local roads, the solution to which is difficult without destroying the nature of many of the communities.  BAA should advise what mitigation is recommended.

· Healthcare – what studies have been, or will be, conducted to assess the ability of the medical services – hospitals, GPs and ambulance services – to cope with expansion as well as, heaven forbid, a major incident.

· Water – sustainable availability is a key problem for the whole area with excess abstractions affecting ground water in some parts and surface water in most rivers.  A full detailed independent analysis must be commissioned.  Bland assurances are insufficient.

· Waste – the target to recycle 40% of waste is welcome but the detailed means by which this is to be accomplished must be thoroughly examined.

· Flight Paths – the local residents should have a right to know the likely pattern of flight paths and any changes which may occur if planned capacity increases are achieved.

THE CONSULTATION PROCEDURE IS FLAWED

· The BAA documents do not explain how plans to expand beyond the existing runway fit into the anticipated long-term developments.

· The failure to produce a Masterplan before 2007 does not comply with the Air Transport White Paper which set a date of 2004.

· The reliance on the discredited dBA Leq system of noise measurement with its averaging mechanism is unacceptable.  The lower noise limit recommended by the WHO should be adopted.

· The base date for the analysis of the impact of growth should be 2005 i.e. 21mppa and not from a future level of 25mppa.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS MUST BE LEGAL, SENSIBLE AND COMPLETE

· Cross-subsidisation is not permitted beyond 2008.  BAA must prove how expansion will be financed.

· An independent analysis must be made to judge the likely validity of the critical assumptions underpinning demand projections which are fundamental to the whole case.

· In the light of BAA’s repeated claims of benefits for the economy, an independent analysis should assess the wider impacts on the local and national economy, including specifically the impact on house prices in Stansted Mountfitchet, the risks associated with the growing dominance of a single industry on the local economy, and the impact on the UK trade deficit from tourism.

CONCLUSION
This Council is prepared to consider expansion of passenger numbers provided that the three fundamental princples can be met.  This document is not an attack on the airport in its present form, but on what it could become.

PLJ/OCTOBER 2005 

