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MUCH HADHAM PARISH COUNCIL 

Stansted Airport 35+ Planning Appeal 

PINS Appeal Ref: APP/C1570/W/20/3256619 Planning Application Ref: UTT/18/0460/FUL 

Airfield works comprising two new taxiway links to the existing runway (a Rapid Access 
Taxiway and a Rapid Exit Taxiway, six additional remote aircraft stands adjacent Yankee 
taxiway; and three additional aircraft stands (extension of the Echo Apron) to enable 
combined airfield operations of 274,000 aircraft movements (of which not more than 16,000 
movements would be Cargo Aircraft Transport Movement (CATM)) and a throughput of 43 
million terminal passengers in a 12 month calendar period at Stansted Airport. 

My name is Duncan McDonald. I am a member of Much Hadham Parish Council and I am 
appearing on its behalf to oppose Manchester Airport Group’s appeal.  

The suggested 10 minutes is too short a time in which fully to make out the case against the 
appeal.  As the Parish Council became aware of the deadline to submit a full written statement 
after it had passed, a more detailed paper has been appended to this script. I would ask the 
Inspectors please to read it and to give it due weight. 

By way of background, the Parish of Much Hadham is a rural parish which lies around 10 miles 
to the south-west of Stansted Airport. As well as the village of Much Hadham it includes the 
hamlets of Green Tye and Perry Green and covers an area of about 7 square miles. It has 
around 2,200 residents. The nearest towns are Bishops Stortford and Harlow (which are 
respectively approximately 5.5 and 7 miles drive away). 

Those living in our Parish will be directly affected by the potentially very substantial increase 
in the number of flights which will result if passenger capacity at Stansted were to be increased 
to 43 mppa. In contrast, MAG’s main shareholders are a Cayman Islands Investment Company 
(Conyers Trust Company (Cayman) Ltd) and Greater Manchester Council, both of which own 
35% of the shares and have 50% of the voting rights. The remaining shareholders all are 
Councils from around the Manchester area.  

None of MAG’s shareholders, therefore, has any connection with the communities which will 
be affected by further expansion of Stansted other than their commercial interests, through 
MAG, in Stansted Airport as a profit-centre. We ask the Inspectorate to bear this in mind when 
it weighs the evidence before it. 

The grounds for our Parish’s opposition to MAG’s appeal are five-fold: 

1. the impact on air quality; 

2. aircraft noise; 

3. the effect on infrastructure; 

4. climate change; and 

5. Covid-19 and future demand for air travel. 

I will take these issues in turn, starting with the direct effects which the expansion of Stansted 
Airport would have on our Parish and those living there, before turning to the wider issues. 
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1.  Air quality 

Plainly, the more aircraft that pass over or close to our Parish, the greater will be the negative 
effect on air quality. In mitigation of the effect that expanding passenger capacity would have 
on air quality MAG rely on the expectation that there will be improvements in aircraft engine 
technology and aircraft design which will result in greater engine efficiency and lower 
emissions. Doubtless that is, in itself, a reasonable expectation, but there will, inevitably, be 
limits on what technology can achieve, and any improvements in engine efficiency will take 
years or decades to come about. Bearing in mind that the average working life of a commercial 
aircraft is in the region of 25 years, it would then take many years more for new technology 
to make an impact as new, more fuel-efficient aircraft are introduced into service, over time 
replacing the older, more polluting generation.  

Even with these anticipated developments, the reality is that improvements in engine 
efficiency barely will make a dent in the problem. MAG wants approval to expand the ceiling 
in passenger capacity by approximately 23%. That is a very significant increase, but in gauging 
how much additional air pollution will be generated it must be remembered that at its peak, 
pre-Covid, the airport had a throughput of around 29 mppa. Therefore, an increase in capacity 
to 43 mppa potentially would mean an increase of almost 50% compared with the highest 
passenger throughput ever achieved previously. That there would be significant additional air 
pollution is inevitable. 

2.  Aircraft noise 

Aircraft taking off are supposed to pass to the east of Much Hadham. The noise is intrusive, 
particularly in summer, when flights start very early in the morning and go on well into the 
night and frequently through it. The problem is exacerbated because, in reality, it is common 
for aircraft to pass directly over Much Hadham, in which case, naturally, the noise is worse.  

The Parish also is affected by noise from landing aircraft, which pass over or very close to the 
Parish as they follow the ILS Glideslope in to the airport.  

That is the reality which already was being experienced by our residents before the Covid 
epidemic led to the number of flights from Stansted being slashed. It is worth reminding 
ourselves that noise is relevant because it impacts fundamentally on the quality of peoples’ 
lives, and we want the Inspectorate to understand that for many in and around our Parish, the 
prospect of an increase in passenger throughput even to the current permitted maximum of 
35 mppa would be regarded with dread, and for many an increase to 43 mppa would take 
their resilience to aircraft noise beyond a tipping point. MAG’s submissions on noise are wholly 
inadequate to address this fundamentally important issue. 

No doubt in considering MAG’s appeal it will be necessary for the Inspectorate to consider 
issues surrounding applicable noise metrics. Others will be better qualified than we are to 
comment from a technical viewpoint on what the relevant thresholds for noise guidelines are 
or should be, but some of the reasons why MAG fail to take due account of the impact which 
noise generated by additional flights would have on the lives of those affected require no 
technical knowledge or understanding. 
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First, it is clear that the noise metrics relied upon by MAG are set too high. That this is the case 
is demonstrated by the fact that in both 2018 and 2019 there was only a single noise 
infringement, despite widespread local concern. As a consequence, residents have learned 
that there is nothing to be gained by registering a formal complaint with the airport. 

Secondly, the metrics relied upon by MAG are average noise metrics. They take no account of 
the different intensities of flights during the day (for example, the concentration of early 
morning flights). Nobody on the ground experiences average noise levels. What they 
experience is the actual noise caused by actual aircraft! 

Thirdly, noise measurements at Stansted are taken at just two sites, one at each end of the 
runway, and only the noise generated by aircraft taking off is measured. MAG do not monitor 
noise on the ground at any other locations beneath or around the flightpaths. Accordingly, 
there is a dearth of relevant, published information as to the levels of noise experienced by 
those affected away from the immediate vicinity of the airport where the following will be 
directly relevant: 

- the precise flight tracks used after take-off; 

- the type of aircraft; 

- the configuration of elevators, landing gear etc at the time of flypast;   

- engine thrust settings; 

- climatic conditions on the day; and  

- the height at which aircraft pass over the locality. 

It is the noise actually experienced by those on the ground which is important here. Single 
measurements taken at the end of the runway do not capture this. 

Night flights are a particular issue. Stansted has more of them than Heathrow. Some are by 
heavy cargo aircraft which are particularly noisy. MAG has said that it will reduce the number 
of night flights but it is not clear how; no undertaking is given by MAG to maintain any 
reduction; and any reduction is likely to be at the cost of adding further to the increase in day 
flights. 

3.  The effect on infrastructure 

The rural nature of our Parish already is being challenged, with a heavy programme of house 
building in the area, particularly in and around Bishops Stortford and Harlow. A brand-new 
development at Gilston (“Harlow North”), the north-west boundary of which lies immediately 
adjacent to our Parish, alone will account for 8,500 new houses. There are strains on local 
infrastructure with heavy traffic passing through Much Hadham and back roads being used as 
“rat runs” at peak times. Our roads are narrow and not suitable for heavy vehicles, as befits a 
rural community.  

The main local railway stations are at Bishops Stortford and Harlow, both of which are on the 
Liverpool Street line. The Stansted Express runs on the same line, which has only two tracks 
(a north line and a south line) along almost its entire length. There is no room to increase 
capacity by adding a third line. The line is (or was pre-Covid) heavily used by commuters into 
London, including many from our Parish and surrounding areas. 
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Increasing passenger capacity from its highest pre-Covid annual throughput of 29 to 43 mppa, 
with the increased traffic and demand for use of the Stansted railway service that would go 
with it would place very significant additional strains on both local roads and the rail service, 
which already are becoming increasingly stretched. 

4.   Climate change 

I have addressed this issue fourthly, but it is of overriding importance. 

It is established science, accepted by governments the world over, that climate change 
threatens the world as we know it, and that immediate, concerted action is required to be 
taken if there is to be a realistic chance of avoiding its worst effects. Reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions is both a national and an international imperative. 

At a recent virtual meeting of world leaders Boris Johnson committed the UK to taking a lead 
internationally by reducing its greenhouse gas emissions by 68% compared with 2019 levels. 
This only be achievable if a holistic approach is taken in which the aviation industry plays a full 
part. That is the context in which MAG’s appeal falls to be heard.  

MAG’s response does no more than pay lip-service to the importance of the issue. It relies 
upon the expectation that there will be improvements in fuel efficiency per passenger mile 
flown. But any such improvements will, firstly, take years to become reality and, secondly, its 
effect will be overwhelmed by the increase in the number of flights which will occur if its 
appeal succeeds: far from Stansted Airport’s contribution to the generation of greenhouse 
gases diminishing, it will greatly increase.   

5.  Covid-19 and future demand for air travel 

The effect the Covid epidemic has had on air travel has been well documented and I do not 
propose to say much about it, other than to highlight that that market analysts have predicted 
that it will take up to 10 years for the market to recover to 2019 levels. Some airlines (FlyBe, 
Thomas Cook and Emirates) no longer fly from Stansted, leaving the airport more than ever 
over-dependent on a single carrier, Ryanair – a very vulnerable position. According to the 
Investor Report produced by MAG itself in July 2020, even before the effect of Covid was felt, 
the number of passengers using Stansted, far from increasing, was reducing by 5.3% compared 
to 2019 levels. 

In the circumstances, the timing of MAG’s application to increase passenger capacity at 
Stansted borders on the perverse. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion: 

- the underlying premise for MAG’s application, vis. that increasing passenger capacity at 
Stansted Airport is required in order to keep pace with demand is false. In the post-Covid 
world it is likely to be many years before demand will increase even to Stansted’s pre-
Covid record of 29 mppa, let alone before it might reach the current permitted maximum 
of 35 mppa, and still less the 43 mppa for which MAG now seeks approval; 
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- MAG’s submissions on the effect that further airport expansion would have on additional 
air pollution and aircraft noise significantly underestimate the extent to which expansion 
of the scale envisaged would detract from the quality of life of those living in our Parish 
and in many other areas in the vicinity of the airport; 

- airport expansion would impact negatively on the already stretched local transportation 
infrastructure and further diminish the rural nature of our community; and  

- addressing climate change is an immediate and overriding imperative. It may be that in 
exceptional circumstances a persuasive case to increase capacity at a particular airport 
can be made out, but this is not such a case. 

On behalf of Much Hadham Parish Council and its residents, I urge the Inspectorate to reject 
MAG’s appeal. 

Cllr Duncan McDonald 
Much Hadham Parish Council 
5 January 2021 
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MUCH HADHAM PARISH COUNCIL 

Stansted Airport 35+ Planning Appeal 

PINS Appeal Ref: APP/C1570/W/20/3256619 Planning Application Ref: UTT/18/0460/FUL 

Airfield works comprising two new taxiway links to the existing runway (a Rapid Access 
Taxiway and a Rapid Exit Taxiway, six additional remote aircraft stands adjacent Yankee 
taxiway; and three additional aircraft stands (extension of the Echo Apron) to enable 
combined airfield operations of 274,000 aircraft movements (of which not more than 16,000 
movements would be Cargo Aircraft Transport Movement (CATM)) and a throughput of 43 
million terminal passengers in a 12 month calendar period at Stansted Airport. 

Introduction 

Much Hadham Parish Council (“MHPC”) endorses the reasons which have been advanced by 
Uttlesford District Council (“UDC”) in its letter dated 23rd January 2020, the conclusions of 
UDC as set out in Section 5 of the Statement of Case filed on its behalf, and the matters 
referred to in the Statement of Case submitted by Stop Stansted Expansion (“SSE”) in 
opposition to the development at Stansted Airport. MHPC also has read the submission dated 
28 September 2020 from Takeley Parish Council (“TPC”) to the Planning Inspectorate and finds 
common cause with the issues it has raised – the adverse impacts on local infrastructure, air 
pollution and aircraft noise which TPC have identified will result from the expansion of 
passenger capacity at Stansted Airport also will be experienced by those living within our 
parish (as well as many living outside it). 

As is evident from its Statement of Case, SSE has analysed in detail the claims and supporting 
information which have been advanced by Manchester Airport Group (“MAG”) in support of 
its application to expand capacity at the airport. It is beyond the resources of MHPC to attempt 
the level of analysis which SSE has performed, and no useful purpose would be served by 
duplicating it. Instead, as the representatives of a parish which will be directly affected by the 
further expansion of Stansted our purpose is to explain to the Planning Inspectorate the 
detrimental effect which further expansion of capacity at Stansted will have on the quality of 
life of those living within our community, and to put these matters in the context of wider, 
global concerns which are relevant to the issue of airport expansion generally. 

It is relevant to bear in mind that the shareholders of MAG are as follows: 

- a Cayman Islands investment company (Conyers Trust Company (Cayman) Ltd., a 
subsidiary of IFM Investors Global Infrastructure Fund (Australia) which has a 35% 
shareholding and 50% of voting rights; 

- Manchester City Council, 35% shareholding, 50% of voting rights; and 

- various Greater Manchester Councils (Bolton, Bury, Oldham, Rochdale, Salford, 
Stockport, Tameside, Trafford and Wigan) each of which has a 3.33% shareholding and 
no voting rights. 

 

 



Stansted Airport 35+ Planning Appeal 

Much Hadham Parish Council 

 

STATEMENT 

 
 

 Page 7 
 

 

None of the shareholders, therefore, has any ties to or interest in the area surrounding 
Stansted or in its residents other than their commercial interest, through MAG, in the airport. 
MAG’s sole motive is profit. We ask the Inspectorate to keep this in mind when it hears this 
appeal. 

The Parish of Much Hadham and its objections in summary 

Much Hadham Parish is rural in character and is situated around 10 miles to the south-west 
of Stansted Airport. It includes the hamlets of Perry Green and Green Tye, covers an area of 
approximately 7 square miles and has around 2,200 residents. Much Hadham itself is one of 
the oldest and most picturesque villages in Hertfordshire.  

The Parish is affected by noise from aircraft taking off on one of the airport’s main flightpaths. 
To remain within the flightpath aircraft are supposed to pass to the east of Much Hadham 
(where the noise from the aircraft using the flightpath nevertheless is plainly audible and is 
intrusive) but it is a matter of common observation that not infrequently they pass directly 
over the village, or skirt its borders, off the published flightpath.  

The Parish also is affected by noise from landing aircraft. There are no fixed routes which 
aircraft coming into land are required to follow other than that they intercept the ILS 
Glideslope and follow this to touchdown. This is at a point approximately above 
Sawbridgeworth for aircraft approaching the north-easterly runway. In reality aircraft 
normally pass over Much Hadham within a swathe approximately 3 miles wide – see the map 
at: 

https://live-webadmin-media.s3.amazonaws.com/media/5473/2018_arr_east.pdf 

In common with TPC we can speak directly as to the ways in which further expansion of the 
airport will impact negatively on the area. No doubt it is the case that the expansion to date 
has brought economic benefits to the area through the creation of jobs and the contribution 
it has made to making available mass travel. But there is a balance to be struck in trading off 
detriment for benefit and based on our knowledge of the area and its infrastructure, the huge 
expansion in the capacity of the airport to date already has come at a significant cost to those 
living in the broad vicinity of the airport. We are at a tipping point and any economic benefit 
which further expansion of the kind proposed by MAG might bring will be far outweighed by 
the detriment that will be caused to the surrounding area and its residents. That would be the 
case even if the impact of the Coronavirus epidemic on the demand for travel by air and the 
need urgently to tackle climate change were disregarded. However, both issues are, in fact, of 
crucial importance in considering MAG’s appeal. 

We would summarise the key issues as follows: 

1. the impact on air quality; 

2. aircraft noise; 

3. the effect on infrastructure; 

4. climate change; and 

5. Covid-19 and future demand for air travel. 

https://live-webadmin-media.s3.amazonaws.com/media/5473/2018_arr_east.pdf
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Concerns 1, 2 and 3 address the effect which the further expansion of passenger capacity at 
Stansted would have locally for our Parish, although the same issues undoubtedly will be felt 
to a greater or lesser extent over a much larger area. Concern 4 relates to what is widely 
acknowledged to be the gravest threat facing all countries in modern times. Item 5 is relevant 
to the timing of MAG’s request to increase passenger capacity. 

We will take these matters in turn.   

Air Quality 

In support of its application, and by way of attempted mitigation for the negative impact of 
expanding aircraft capacity at Stansted, MAG relies in its submissions upon the fact that over 
the coming decades it is to be expected that there will be advances in both aircraft fuel 
efficiency and noise reduction (as to the latter, see the section immediately below). However, 
the experts are divided as to what levels of improvement will be achievable, and even if 
improvements were to happen overnight (rather than to take years or decades to be 
developed, which is the reality), it would take many years for the new generation of more 
fuel-efficient aircraft to replace those currently flying. The current average lifespan of a 
commercial aircraft is in the region of 25 years. Phasing in more fuel-efficient aircraft as and 
when they are developed and introduced into service therefore will take many years. 

Further, any improvement in aircraft fuel efficiency that might occur in the future only will 
have an effect on air quality if total airline capacity does not increase but that, of course, is 
the precise opposite of what MAG is seeking to achieve at Stansted. Its application is to 
increase passenger capacity to 43 mppa1, a figure approximately 50% in excess of the 2019 
pre-Covid throughput of 29 mppa. That is a very substantial increases indeed and it is clear 
that any possible future improvements in aircraft fuel efficiency will be more than negated by 
the growth in the number of aircraft using Stansted. 

 It is also relevant to mention that, despite MAG’s efforts over the years to diversify, Stansted 
remains heavily dependent on a single operator, Ryanair – a very vulnerable position. 

The increase in the emissions of CO2, other greenhouse gas emissions and particulates which 
would result from permitting MAG’s appeal would affect air quality within our Parish (and 
beyond) and in doing so would adversely affect the quality of lives of those living in our Parish. 

Noise 

As representatives of a Parish which is affected by aircraft noise, we can attest to the fact that 
the treatment by MAG of this issue in its submissions does not reflect the reality for those 
living under or in the vicinity of a flightpath.  

  

 
1 Million Passengers Per Annum 



Stansted Airport 35+ Planning Appeal 

Much Hadham Parish Council 

 

STATEMENT 

 
 

 Page 9 
 

 

Aircraft noise is a frequent topic of discussion and complaint within the Parish and has a 
significantly detrimental effect on our community. This is particularly so in the summer 
months when (pre–Covid) there were many flights, starting from very early in the morning, 
and continuing until late into the night. The dramatic reduction in flights which has resulted 
from the Covid epidemic has been a source of relief as peace has descended for large parts of 
the day. 

That this is the case demonstrates that MAG’s downplaying of the impact which additional 
aircraft noise would have on the quality of life of those living under and in the vicinity of the 
flightpaths does not at all reflect the reality.  Whilst others will be better qualified than we are 
to explain this by reference to the technical data and published noise limits upon which MAG 
seek to rely, we would make the following observations. 

First, the noise assessment metrics relied upon by MAG are, it is understood, based on average 
noise levels. These are not sufficiently sensitive to the frequency of aircraft movements and 
take no account of background aircraft noise. An average noise metric is not an appropriate 
measure of noise or of the extent to which it adversely affects the lives of those who are 
subjected to it.  Further, MAG has used the 57dB (A) Leq 16 hour noise contour as the 
threshold for measuring community annoyance, whereas the Department for Transport (DfT) 
recognises that significant community annoyance previously observed around 57dB (A) Leq is 
now observed from 54dB (A) Leq upwards. The World Health Organisation (WHO) has 
published revised noise guidelines which have lowered its previously recommended 
thresholds for aircraft noise by 10dB (A). This has not been taken into account by MAG 

Secondly, average noise metrics do not take into account changes in the intensity of aircraft 
landings and take-offs at different times of the day. At the relevant times (for example early 
in the morning) these are heavily concentrated, highly intrusive and disruptive of sleep 
patterns. 

Thirdly, it is understood that It is also understood that the applicable noise limit is set by the 
Government (DfT). That limit has been set at such a high level that it is of little practical 
assistance in measuring the extent to which aircraft noise detracts from the quality of life and 
impinges on the day-to-day experiences of those living in the vicinity of the flightpaths. That 
this is so is demonstrated by the fact that in both 2018 and 2019 there was only a single noise 
infringement in the whole year. This is in stark contrast to the experience of the people 
actually affected, including residents of our Parish. It requires no technical expertise or 
familiarity with noise metrics in order to appreciate that there are other, more directly 
relevant factors than single noise measurements taken at the ends of the runway, including: 

- the precise flight tracks used after take-off; 

- the type of aircraft; 

- the configuration of elevators, landing gear etc at the time of flypast;   

- engine thrust settings; 

- climatic conditions on the day; and  

- the height at which aircraft pass over the locality. 
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The key issue, which is lost in the processing and presentation of noise data by MAG, is that it 
is the experience of people living on the ground which is relevant, as to which the Inspectorate 
should be in no doubt that any increase in passenger capacity of the magnitude proposed by 
MAG will contribute significantly to a change (for the worse) in the character of the area and 
the quality of life of its residents. 

Fourthly, as is the case with regard to any potential improvements in aircraft fuel efficiency 
which may occur in the future, reductions in aircraft noise which may result in technical 
advances in aircraft engine design are likely to be marginal and to take years firstly to develop 
and then to introduce into service on new generations of aircraft.  

Finally, also in common with future improvements in fuel efficiency, any future reductions in 
aircraft noise which may occur in years or decades to come will be overwhelmingly negated 
by the large increase in the number of flights which would result if passenger throughput was 
increased by approximately 50% to 43 mppa (compared with the pre-Covid level). 

Stansted has more night flights than Heathrow. Some of these are by cargo planes, some of 
which are particularly noisy – and yet, consistent with our comments above in relation to the 
thresholds for noise set by DfT and the exclusive reliance on measurements taken at the end 
of the runways, complaints by residents to the airport are routinely met with the response 
that the matter has been investigated and the noise levels were found to be within permitted 
limits. Under MAG’s proposals it is said that night flights will be reduced but (1) despite the 
particularly intrusive impact of night flights on those living under the flight path there are no 
plans to phase them out; (2) no explanation has been provided by MAG as to how it will be 
possible to reschedule these aircraft to operate during the day; (3) no undertaking has been  
given by MAG as to how long any reduction in night flights will continue; and (4) any reduction 
in night flights self-evidently be at the cost of an increase in the number of flights during the 
day.  

The effect on infrastructure 

The roads in our Parish are narrow and winding, in keeping with the rural nature of our 
community. They are unsuitable for large vehicles or large volumes of traffic. Over the last 20 
years or so there has been a gradual and marked increase in the volume of traffic using the 
road system, to the detriment of the local communities. Roads such as the B1004 which passes 
through Much Hadham and forms part of the main local link to Bishops Stortford and beyond 
to the M11 have been adversely affected, with heavy traffic passing through Much Hadham 
and back roads being used as “rat runs” at peak times. Even without any expansion of capacity 
at Stanstead the situation in this regard in our Parish and in the surrounding area already is 
being affected as a consequence of housing development in the area. Several thousand new 
houses are being built in and around Bishops Stortford and Harlow and plans for the 
construction of a further, approximately, 8,500 houses at Gilston (“Harlow North” - 
development where the north-west boundary of which lies immediately outside our Parish) 
have been approved.  Giving the green light to an increase in passenger numbers to 43 mppa, 
with the increase in passenger journeys which would ensue, will further add to the strain on 
local infrastructure, the frustrations that become everyday with increasing traffic volumes 
leading to more and more “pinch points” where queues form, to the detriment of the quality 
of life of local residents. That is a particular threat in a rural community such as ours. 
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The main local railway stations used by residents of our Parish are Bishops Stortford and 
Harlow Town (which are, respectively, approximately 5.5 and 7 miles drive by road from Much 
Hadham). Both stations are on the Liverpool Street line, which is also is used by the Stansted 
Express. That line is comprised of two railway lines only (a north line and a south line) along 
almost its entire length, with no scope to add a third line. Pre-Covid, it already was running at 
full capacity at peak times, when it is heavily used by commuters from Stansted, Bishops 
Stortford, Harlow and surrounding areas, including our Parish. The system would not be able 
to cope with the significant increase in demand for use of the system if the green light for the 
expansion of the airport was given.  

MAG’s stated policy is to encourage train and coach use. There is, however, little or no scope 
to increase access to Stansted by train and no formulated policy of encouraging access by 
coach. Even if a policy of encouraging access by coach had been published by MAG (which it 
has not), realistically coach travel is never likely to be a practical or attractive option for most 
people. In the mean-time MAG has installed a new multi-storey car park at Stansted to provide 
an “enhanced experience” for passengers. It is unsurprising that MAG has decided to invest in 
increased parking facilities, because parking charges make a significant contribution to its 
revenue stream. However, it demonstrates where MAG’s priorities lie. 

Climate Change 

It is accepted by scientists and governments the world over that climate change caused by the 
increase in greenhouse gasses threatens the very existence of our planet as we know it and 
that the issue requires to be addressed immediately. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC) has made clear in its report that the targets agreed upon internationally in the 
Paris Agreement need to be amended downwards and emissions reduced world-wide below 
current levels if effective action is to be possible. 

At a recent virtual meeting of world leaders, Boris Johnson pledged that the UK would reduce 
its greenhouse gases by 68% compared with 1990 levels, faster than any other major 
economy. Reaching this target will require a holistic approach and a re-focusing of objectives 
across the economy, including aviation. That is the context in which MAG’s application to 
increase passenger capacity is to be considered. 

There is no realistic possibility that improvements in aircraft engine efficiency will, by 
themselves, lead to the airline industry reducing its overall contribution to the generation of 
greenhouse gases so long as significant airport expansion is allowed to continue. 

The requirement to reduce greenhouse gases is an overriding national and international 
imperative. It would fly in the face of that imperative if MAG’s application was to succeed. The 
science is clear: if a global catastrophe is to be avoided, there is a need not just to slow the 
increase in world’s emissions of greenhouse gas but immediately and rapidly to reduce them. 
If this is to be achieved it is essential that across the world when decisions are taken in respect 
of applications such as MAG’s which have a direct bearing on greenhouse gas emissions those 
decisions take fully into account the urgency of the need to protect our collective futures. 
Commercial considerations must come second.  
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Covid-19 and future demand for air travel 

It is estimated that in 2020 passenger numbers word-wide have fallen by around 70%. The 
impact of the epidemic will be felt for many years, with some analysts predicting that it will 
take up to 10 years for passenger numbers to recover to 2019 levels. Worldwide, airlines have 
gone out of business. Those airlines that have survived have cut back on routes and the 
frequency of flights. FlyBe, Thomas Cook and Emirates have stopped flying from Stansted. 
EasyJet has substantially cut back its flights. This has left Stansted more dependent than ever 
on one airline, Ryanair, which also has cut back significantly on its operations.  

Many individuals in the UK and across the world have lost their livelihoods or had their 
incomes reduced, and in the future are unlikely to fly either as frequently as in the past or at 
all. Working practices have changed, with much greater use of video-conferencing and other 
means of communication as alternatives to holding face to face meetings. All of these matters 
will have a long term, downward impact on the demand for air travel. In 2019 around 29 
million passengers used Stansted Airport. That figure itself is well short of the current 
permitted maximum of 35 mppa. Further, according to the Investor Report produced by MAG 
itself in July 2020, pre-Covid the number of passengers using Stansted was reducing by 5.3% 
compared to 2019 levels. 

In the circumstances, for MAG to persevere with its request to increase passenger capacity to 
a figure some 50% higher than the pre-Covid level and 23% higher than the (unattained) 
current maximum of 35 mppa is perverse. 

Conclusion 

Even if the impact of the Covid epidemic were to be disregarded, the case for any expansion 
in passenger capacity (let alone the radical expansion proposed by MAG) has not been made 
out and the appeal should fail because:  

- the premise for MAG’s application, vis. that there is a need for increased passenger 
capacity at Stansted is false. The aviation market has changed as a consequence of the 
Covid epidemic. The levels of future demand are uncertain, but it is clear that the market 
will take years to recover even to 2019 levels, let alone the current permitted maximum 
of 35 mppa, still less the ceiling of 43 mppa which MAG has requested; 

- MAG’s submissions on the effect of the expansion unrealistically downplay the negative 
impact which it would have on air pollution and aircraft noise on the lives of the residents 
of our parish and beyond; 

- airport expansion will impact negatively on both the already stretched local 
transportation infrastructure and the rural nature of our community; and 

- the world has to react now if it is to have any real change of avoiding the worst effect of 
climate change. That is an overriding imperative. It may be that, in exceptional 
circumstances, a case for significantly expanding capacity at a particular airport can be 
made out, but this is not one of those cases. 

We urge the Inspectorate to reject the appeal. 

Much Hadham Parish Council 
5 January 2021 


