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STANSTED AIRPORT CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE

Minutes of a meeting of the Consultative Committee held at the Radisson Hotel, Stansted Airport, on 27 July 2005

The meeting commenced at 2.15 p.m.

MEMBERSHIP/ATTENDANCE

	*
	Mr M le Fleming
	STACC Chairman

	*
	Mr K Artus
	Uttlesford Association of Local Councils

	*
	Mrs M Bayes
	Hertfordshire County Council 

	
	Mr P Cansick
	ABTA

	*
	Mr A Chalmers
	Bishops Stortford Trades Council

	
	Mr R Collyer
	Harlow District Council 

	
	Ms E de Winton
	London Chamber of Commerce and Industry

	*
	Mr B Engel
	Hertfordshire County Council

	*
	Mr T Fegent
	Consumers Association

	*
	Mr R Gilbert
	East Herts District Council

	*
	Mr N Harley
	Braintree District Council 

	*
	Ms J Holland
	Essex County Council 

	
	Mr J MacDonald
	IATA

	*
	Mr G McEwen
	Essex County Council 

	*
	Mr N Mead
	North West Essex and East Herts Preservation 

	
	
	Association 

	
	Ms C Moxon
	Airline Operators Committee

	*
	Mr P Odrich
	Passenger Service Group

	*
	Mr D Peek
	Association of East Herts Town and Parish 

	
	
	Councils

	*
	Mr P Wilcock
	Uttlesford District Council 

	
	Mr R Woodhull
	Essex Economic Partnership

	*
	Mr M Woolard
	Epping Forest District Council 


(* present)

Also present at the meeting

Mr S Bailes, Environmental Department, Hertfordshire County Council

Ms L Chase, Senior Planner, Essex County Council 

Mr P Leeder, Alternate Member, UALC

Mr A McDermid, Project Director, Stansted Generation 2 Project

Miss R McWatt, Department for Transport

Representing Stansted Airport Limited (STAL)

	Mr C Butler
	Director of Business Development and Planning

	Mr T Morgan
	Managing Director

	Mr M Pendlington
	Communications Director

	Mr J Williams
	Head of Planning Liaison and Integration 


Secretariat

	Mr G Redgwell
	Essex County Council (Secretary to the Committee)


68.
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION SESSION

Members were reminded of the inaugural such session, which had taken place between 2.00 p.m. and 2.15 p.m.

69.
MEMBERSHIP

The Committee noted three changes in membership since the last meeting:-

Epping Forest District Council : Mr Malcolm Woolard in place of Mr Harrington.

Essex County Council : Ms Jenny Holland in place of Mr Sztumpf.

Harlow District Council : Mr Roy Collyer in place on Mr Pailing.

The Chairman welcomed Ms Holland and Mr Woolard to this, their first meeting as members of the Committee.

70.
APOLOGIES

Apologies for non-attendance were submitted from Mr Cansick and Ms Moxon.

71.
MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting held on 27 April 2005 were confirmed as a true record, subject to the word ‘glass’ being replaced by the word ‘grass’ in Minute 47.

72.
AIRPORT CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEES ANNUAL CONFERENCE 2005

The Committee received a report (ST/14/05) by the Secretary, detailing issues discussed at this year’s conference, which was hosted by Liverpool John Lennon Airport.

The Committee:-

(a)
noted why Liverpool preferred services to Heathrow rather than Stansted (in particular, to tie in with interlinking connections);

(b)
welcomed the expressions of serious concern passed to the DfT about whether surface infrastructure would be able to cope with increased demand at airports; and 

(c)
asked Miss McWatt to enquire whether either Stansted Airport or this Committee was likely to be included in Phase 2 of the DfT study on attitudes to noise from aircraft services in England (ANASE).

(NB:  In respect of item (c), it has been confirmed subsequently that Stansted will not be involved in the Phase 2 study – Secretary.)

73.
AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT ISSUES AND GENERAL PURPOSES SUB-COMMITTEE: MEETING HELD ON 20 JULY 2005

The Committee considered a report (ST/15/05) by the Secretary, the contents of which are dealt with in Minutes 74-79 below.

The membership of the Sub-Committee was as follows:-

	*
	Mr M J le Fleming (Chairman)
	
	Mr J S K  MacDonald 

	
	Mrs M V Bayes
	*
	Mr N W Mead

	*
	Mr T Fegent
	
	Mr P M Sztumpf

	*
	Mr R Gilbert
	*
	Mr P A Wilcock


(*present)

Apologies had been received from Mrs Bayes and Mr MacDonald.

The note of the meeting held on 13 April 2005 was confirmed by the Sub-Committee as a true record.

74.
STANSTED GENERATION 2 PROJECT

Alastair McDermid (Project Director, Stansted Generation 2 Project) had updated the Sub-Committee on this subject, looking at:

· legal issues.

· blight issues.

· process/programme.

· design.

· Environmental Impact Assessment.

· surface access.

In response to questions from Committee Members, Mr McDermid indicated that:

· the number of applications under the Home Owner Support Scheme was in line with expectations.  About two to four further applications were being received each week.

· the number of applications under the Home Value Guarantee Scheme was running slightly higher than anticipated.

· most railway passenger use was to and from London.  Any other provision, such as a new line to the east, would have to be justified on demand and economic grounds.  BAA plc remained keen to establish a rail link to Stratford.

75.
PREPARATION OF THE AIRPORT MASTER PLAN

Chris Butler (Director of Business Development and Planning, STAL) had updated the Sub-Committee on this subject.

He now drew attention to the draft Interim Master Plan that would be launched formally later in the day.  Copies were passed to all Members present and are available on request from STAL.  (NB:  This was launched alongside the consultation on making better use of the existing runway – see Minute 76 below –and the debate covering both issues is set out under that item – Secretary.)

Members continued to express concern about the issuing of four different Plans at different stages of the consultation and planning process.  STAL officers confirmed that this process would not be altered, as a Final Plan could not be prepared prior to the Generation 2 proposals being finalised.

It was noted that the draft Interim Master Plan included details of:

· Economic and social factors.

· Statutory and regulatory context.

· The Airport in 2005.

· Forecasts.

· Land use in 2015.

· Surface access to 2015.

· Environmental effects.

· Update on second runway.

76.
MAXIMISING USE OF THE EXISTING RUNWAY

Introduction 

The Sub-Committee had been updated by Chris Butler, who had indicated that a detailed presentation would be made at this Committee meeting and the public consultation launched at the Radisson Hotel later that day.

At the invitation of the Chairman, Mr Butler now made a presentation on the public consultation document “Growing Stansted Airport on the existing runway.”  Copies were passed to all Members present and are available on request from STAL or from the BAA website (www.stanstedairport.com/future).

Presentation

Mr Butler commenced his summary of the consultation document by drawing attention to the likely contents of the subsequent planning application, which would be based on making better use of the existing single runway.  This would seek permission to:-

· lift the current limit on air transport movements.

· address the planning condition relating to passenger numbers.

· undertake some additional construction work on public and staff car parking, road improvements and hotels.  Permission had already been given for other capital works which would be carried out at the same time (as detailed on page 7 of the consultation document).

If permission was granted, STAL envisaged that, by 2015, for a single runway there would be about 243,000 Passenger Air Transport Movements (PATMs) and 21,000 Cargo ATMs.

Mr Butler then drew attention to a range of studies, the results of which would inform and/or accompany the planning application.  These related to:

· Surface access.

· Jobs, housing and the economy.

· Air noise.

· Ground noise.

· Air quality.

· Health assessment.

· Public safety and security.

· Landscape and visual impacts.

· Nature conservation.

· Archaeology.

· Water resources.

· Energy use (in particular, related to climate change and the emissions trading scheme).

· Waste Management.

All of these issues were dealt with in the consultation document.

Public exhibitions would be held at 27 venues during September and October (detailed on page 43 of the consultation document),  There would also be extensive publicity via the media and a mailshot to 200,000 homes.  Comments were being sought by the end of October 2005.  The launch later in the day was not a ‘public’ meeting per se, but would be to an invited audience of representatives from many local bodies.

Questions and answer session

Members raised questions and sought matters of clarification on a number of issues.  During this session, the following major issues were clarified:

· It would be a challenge to keep the percentage of persons coming by rail at the same level, and unlikely that it could be increased to any large degree.  Some trains of 12 carriages might be required towards the end of the expansion.

· BAA plc considered that existing Regional plans already provided for sufficient housing to cater for any Airport-related demand.

· Predicted use and capacity in 2015 depended on the type of aircraft operated and their load factors.  Forecasts showed that a figure in the region of 35 million passengers per annum (mppa) was realistic.  However, consultees were being invited to comment on the forecasts and the planning application might put forward various mppa figures and the effects each would have.

· Forecasts predicted a continued mix of ‘no frills’, full service and charter and both short haul and long haul traffic.

It was confirmed that this matter would be looked at in depth at the next meeting of both the Sub-Committee and the Committee, and that any observations would be made prior to the closing date for comments.

77.
CAA CONSULTATION PAPER ON THE REGULATORY TREATMENT OF PRELIMINARY EXPENDITURE ON NEW RUNWAY CAPACITY

The Sub-Committee had considered this consultation paper, which was circulated to all Committee Members on 5 July by the Secretary.

At the Committee meeting, it was clarified that the CAA wished for airport operators and airlines to reach agreement if at all possible without itself having to intervene formally.

On the recommendation of the Sub-Committee:-

RESOLVED:

That the following comments be made to the CAA in response to its consultation document:-

(1)
That the general proposals made by the CAA, as set out in paragraphs 2.11 to 2.14 of the consultation paper, be supported.

(2)
That, in particular, the CAA’s comments on the treatment of issues in relation to blight and infrastructure be welcomed.

78.
NIGHT NOISE REGIME AT HEATHROW, GATWICK AND STANSTED AIRPORTS

Introduction 

The Sub-Committee had considered the Stage 2 consultation document issued by the Department for Transport in June 2005.  It was confirmed that this looked at arrangements to apply from 30 October 2005 until the end of the summer season 2012.  Both Chris and Dr Andy Jefferson (Airside Sustainability Manager STAL) were then present to respond to technical issues raised by Members.

The consultation document proposed that night flying restrictions should continue to be based on movements’ limits and the quota count (QC) classification system.  It followed upon the Stage 1 consultation of 2004 and the Sub-Committee was reminded of the comments that STACC had made at that time (as set out in Minute 115/04).  Some respondents had expressed the view that there should be an immediate ban or a commitment to working towards a ban on night flights, but the Government did not see that as an option.  However, it remained the policy of Essex and Hertfordshire County Councils and of Uttlesford and East Herts. District Councils to seek that outcome.

Proposals

The Sub-Committee considered both the general proposals set out in the consultation document and some specific questions (as summarised on page 47).  It had then put forward a number of comments for consideration by the Committee.  Members were advised that the Noise and Track Keeping Working Group had also looked at this issue and that some written observations were being sought from the DfT, which would be appended to its minutes.

On the recommendation of the Sub-Committee:-

RESOLVED:

That the following comments be made to the DfT in response to its consultation document:-

	Paragraph/Page
	Comment

	1.5 (page 7) &

1.6 (page 8)
	The Committee supported the continuation of the existing arrangements for a further year.

	2.1 (page 9)
	The Committee was disappointed that the document did not give much detail of the comments made during the Stage 1 consultation (it was acknowledged that a brief summary was available on the DfT website, but it was very brief and would be better included here).  There was no indication of how many of the earlier comments had been incorporated into this Stage 2 document.

	4.7 (page 15)
	The phrase ‘close to’ was used – this would mean an increase in noise above existing levels, which was considered unacceptable.

	4.13 (page 16)
	This view was supported.

	4.14 and 4.15

(page 16)
	The Committee felt that there should be a ban on both scheduling and operating QC/4 aircraft in the night quota period, except for humanitarian flights or where an unavoidable delay in arrival had occurred.  The ban on scheduling should be extended to cover the whole eight-hour night (i.e. to include the shoulder periods).

	5.10 (page 20)
	The Committee supported the introduction of this new QC category as a move towards encouraging quieter aircraft and given the information that there would be a likely neutral effect on the total number of movements.

	5.31 (page 23)
	See comments in respect of paragraph 4.14.

	5.34 (page 24)
	The Committee was disappointed that an operating ban was not intended.  Would any degree of flexibility be given to individual airports to have voluntary arrangements of their own?

	6.2 – 6.7 (page 29)
	The Committee would favour merging the current shoulder periods into the night quota period, so that the night period and night quota period were the same.  This could also be coupled with an arrangement whereby the number of movements in any particular hour could be limited.  However, as the Government did not wish to introduce limits by hour, the Committee favoured retaining limits for the 6.5 hour period.

	6.5 (page 29)
	The research on sleep patterns seemed not to support any particular theories.  Sleep patterns could be disrupted just as much in the shoulder periods as during the night period.

	6.15 (page 31)
	The Committee agreed with this change.

	7.32 (page 37)
	The Committee would appreciate further information on how the area of 38 km2 had been determined.  The Committee understood that the area of 38 km2 had been determined assuming that the full night quota and movement allocation was used.  This was an increase of 25% over the existing 2002/03 area of 30km2 mentioned in the Stage 1 consultation document.

Members considered that the increase was too large and was not consistent with the Government’s stated policy to bear down on night noise.

	7.36 (page 37)
	The Committee would wish to comment on any proposals put forward by Stansted operators and do so BEFORE the consultation process ends.  Could it be confirmed that any proposals would be put in the public domain and that the opportunity to comment would be afforded?  Did the term ‘operators’ refer to both passenger and cargo airlines?

	7.48 (page 40)
	Over recent years, neither the movements limit nor the noise quota had been reached.  There could, therefore, be an argument for cutting both the limit and the quota, especially if that were to be coupled with the revision of the QC figures, which should lower the current QC ratings of some aircraft used at Stansted.

The Committee welcomed the intention to set a figure that will run across the whole seven-year period and not have the uncertainty created during the earlier regime when it was suggested that the figures could be increased should levels of demand change.

	8.10 (page 43)
	The Committee was aware that other organisations were suggesting a noise footprint based on 85dBA SEL and would support them in seeking such a move.

There appeared to be a limited recognition of the different levels of disturbance caused during the winter and the summer (when more windows are open).

	8.16 (page 44)
	The Committee felt that here, as in other circumstances where the question was raised, the criterion should apply to the whole night period.

	Annex E (page 109)
	The Committee continued to dispute the contentions put forward in paragraph 125.

	Annex G (page 119)
	How did these proposals tie in with those put forward by BAA plc for daytime noise limits? and, should there be any connection?


79.
DATE AND TIME OF NEXT MEETING OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE

The Sub-Committee agreed to meet again at the Airport on Wednesday, 5 October 2005, commencing at 2 p.m.

80.
SECTION 106 MONITORING REPORT

The Committee considered a report (ST/16/05) by the Secretary.

(NB:  Whilst the Uttlesford District Council’s Stansted Airport Advisory Panel had met on 25 July, it had not looked at the Section 106 update on that occasion.  There was, therefore, nothing to report on this issue  – Secretary.)

81.
AIR TRAFFIC LEVELS

The Committee received a report (ST/17/05) by STAL, giving details of passenger numbers, load factors, air transport and other movements and freight tonnage into and out of the Airport for the months of April‑June 2005.

Details were as follows:-

	
	April 2005
	May 2005
	June 2005

	Total passengers
	1,790,339
	1,909,536
	2,019,992

	Load factors
	75.6%
	76.59%
	80.4%

	PATMs
	13,592
	14,520
	14,656

	Total air movements
	15,826
	16,806
	17,002

	Freight tonnage
	21,400
	19,519
	20,957


The moving annual total of passengers to the end of June 2005 was 21,684,127, up 7.2% on the annual moving total at the end of June 2004 (20,227,705).

82.
NEWS RELEASES

The Committee received a report (ST/18/05) by STAL, to which were attached copies of 17 news releases issued by BAA plc in the second quarter of 2005, as follows:-

	Number
	Heading

	PR21/05
	BAA achieves significant rise in Business in the Community’s Responsibility Index.

	PR22/05
	Stansted’s guide for summer escapes.

	PR23/05
	Stansted briefs on aircraft noise.

	PR24/05
	BAA and Ryanair settle the fuel levy dispute at Stansted.

	PR25/05
	Youngsters across county warm up for BAA Stansted Hertfordshire Youth Games.

	PR26/05
	Broxbourne romp home first at the BAA Stansted Hertfordshire Youth Games.

	PR27/05
	Profit growth highlights strong financial year at Stansted.

	PR28/05
	New Stansted runway on track for 2013.

	PR29/05
	BAA Stansted announces health impact assessment study at first Air Quality Seminar.

	PR30/05
	Spain is number one from Stansted this bank holiday.

	PR31/05
	Airport cash boosts sports provision in Harlow schools.

	PR32/05
	Burned Children’s Club going strong ten years on.

	PR33/05
	Turkish Airlines touchdown at Stansted.

	PR34/05
	Unique affordable housing scheme receives £2.2m boost from Stansted Airport.

	PR35/05
	BAA Stansted supports Backs! 2005.

	PR36/05
	Birchwood High organises Stansted tour for Ugandan friends.

	PR37/05
	Thetford couple upgraded at Turkish launch.


Arising from PR/23/05, a Member commented that this did not mention what public concerns had been put forward at the Saffron Walden briefing session.

Arising from PR/37/05, there was uncertainty as to what time the Antalya flights arrived at, or left, that destination.

83.
MANAGING DIRECTOR’S REPORT

The Committee had received the Managing Director’s written report (under item ST/19/05).  The report was supplemented orally at the meeting and issues arising are set out in Minutes 84-86 below.

84.
ROUTES

The addition of long-haul routes was noted.

The airline Maxjet (formerly known as Skylink) would be undertaking proving flights in the next few days prior to seeking FAA approval for the Newark-Stansted route.

85.
STANSTED AREA HOUSING PARTNERSHIP

The Committee was reminded that the provision of core funding of £2.2 million was a Section 106 commitment.  The first project would be in Bishops Stortford.

86.
HARLOW SCHOOL SPORTS PARTNERSHIP

STAL officers undertook to provide further details about the Partnership in writing to a Member.

87.
COMMUNITY TRUST FUND : TERMS OF REFERENCE AND SUPPORT ARRANGEMENTS

The Committee received an oral update by Mr Bernard Engel, its representative on the Board of Trustees of this Fund.

It was confirmed that charitable status was being sought.  About 100 applications for assistance had been received – none had yet been determined.  STAL did not wish to provide administrative assistance but had provided £10,000 funding for this to be carried out by another agency.

88.
PASSENGER SERVICE GROUP : MEETING ON 27 JULY 2005

The Chairman of the Group gave an oral report on the issues considered by the Group at its meeting earlier in the day.  A copy of the Group’s minutes would be circulated to all Members of the Committee.

89.
NOISE AND TRACK KEEPING WORKING GROUP

The quarterly report for the period April – June 2005 (report ST/21/05) was considered, covering the subjects dealt with in Minutes 90-100 below.

90.
FLIGHT OPERATIONS COMMITTEE (FOC)

The Group was advised of issues discussed at the last FOC meeting.  A major issue discussed concerned the overnight runway maintenance and runway re-surfacing scheduled for 2006.  It was confirmed that STAL would be notifying local communities of planned works prior to commencement of the re-surfacing.

91.
MOBILE NOISE MONITORS

The Group received a paper from STAL, which identified the processes in place for the deployment of the monitors and the schedule and prioritising of placements.  The Group was asked to consider if this made the best use of the monitors or would it like to change the process.

The Group agreed that a schedule of placements and future deployments should be tabled at each meeting and agreed that the processes already in place should remain.  It would manage the prioritisation, deployment and reporting on the monitors.

In response to a question by a Committee Member, it was indicated that data collected from mobile monitors was collated and reported to the Group.  The local Parish Council was also advised of the outcomes.  The data collected was particularly useful for comparative purposes where a mobile monitor had been used at the same site in the past.

It was also confirmed that mobile monitors could not be used to impose the DfT departure noise limits, as such limits only applied at the fixed monitors.

92.
FIXED NOISE MONITORS

The Group was advised that STAL had forwarded a draft lease to the landowner at Chickney Villas.  A planning application was in the process of being made to Uttlesford District Council and it was hoped that this issue could be resolved in the next two/three months.

In response to a question by a Committee Member, it was confirmed that the DfT had not yet published the Noise Contours Map for 2004.  No definitive data for its publication had yet been agreed.

93.
CONTINUOUS DESCENT APPROACHES (CDAs) TO RUNWAY 23

The Group was advised that CDA adherences during a 24-hour period in April, May and June were 83.46%, 83.33% and 83.13%, respectively, against a target of 75%.  The Group thanked NATS for its efforts in helping to achieve these outcomes.  

During the nighttime period (23:30 – 06.00) the figures were 72.73%, 74.92% and 78.01%, respectively.

94.
TRACK KEEPING SURCHARGES

The Group was advised that there had been one off track fine in April, 10 in May and nine in June.

For April, May and June, those airlines working with STAL recorded deviations of 10, seven and nine respectively, while the number of deviations due to weather avoidance totalled 14, 33 and 68, respectively.

95.
TRACK KEEPING PERFORMANCE

The Group was advised that, for April, May and June, the overall off track (i.e. out of swathe) statistics were 1.71%, 2.21% and 2.76%, respectively.  In the corresponding months of 2004 the figures were 1.36%, 6.29% and 13.28%, respectively.  Last year performance had been affected adversely by technical issues.

Four out of the six routes bettered the 95% individual NPR performance target, the exceptions being the two Dover NPRs.  The worsening performance on the Dover-Romeo route was due mainly to poor track keeping by Sky Europe.  The airline was co-operating with STAL to identify the cause of this.  The route and turn point had not changed, but aircraft were currently flying further to the west of the swathe.  STAL has assured the Group that everything possible was being done with the airlines to resolve this, including liaison with the flight deck data provider and trials with some airlines.  STAL was confident of solving the problem, but pointed out that this would take time.

96.
NOISE INFRINGEMENTS

The Group noted that there were six noise infringements for the second quarter of 2005.  In the same quarter for 2004 there had been two infringements.  Discussions had taken place with Fedex regarding its performance.

97.
NIGHT QUOTA STATISTCS

The Group noted that, for the period 27 March to 25 June 2005 inclusive, 34.6% of the quota points available were used up (1775.5 out of 5,127 points), while 31.3% of the available movements were used (2,191 out of 7,000).

98.
GROUND ENGINE RUNNING

The Group was informed that there had been no complaints about ground engine noise in the second quarter of 2005.

In response to a question by a Committee Member, STAL officers advised the Committee of some revised arrangements for operating the FEGP system, which had been put in place, pending an upgrade of the current computerised control scheme.

99.
MISSED APPROACHES

The Group was advised that, during April, May and June, there were 15, 25 and 29, respectively.  This equated to 0.2% of the total (24,707) arrivals for the three months.

100.
AUDIT OF THE FLIGHT EVALUATION UNIT (FEU)

The Group had received a copy of the recent FEU Audit carried out by Uttlesford District Council.  The Group noted the good results and thanked the FEU team for its efforts.

A Committee Member drew attention to a recent debate in Parliament, when the Civil Aviation Bill was being discussed, which had looked at the monitoring of noise issues.  In the light of that debate, he enquired whether the Committee felt that the current monitoring and administration arrangements were felt to be adequate.

It was confirmed that the statutory duty to maintain information rests with the airport operator and would continue to do so until Parliament decided otherwise.  The Chairman also wished it to be placed on record that the Committee had not, at any stage, had evidence casting doubt on the accuracy of any statistical information on noise issues that STAL had put before it.

101.
NOISE COMPLAINTS ANALYSIS

Figures were reported for the second quarter of 2005 (report ST/22/05).  The Localities Report for June and revised statistics for the quarter were tabled at the meeting.  

The total number of complainants and aircraft movements can be summarised as follows:-

	
	Aircraft Movements
	Complainants
	Ratio of

Complainants to Movements

	April 2005
	15,798
	139
	1:114

	May 2005
	16,768
	247
	1:68

	June 2005
	16,943
	322
	1:53


Some further enquiries would be carried out regarding the split of complaints between Essex and Hertfordshire localities.  It was noted that the Noise and Track Keeping Working Group had asked for a breakdown of complaints split between the day, shoulder and night periods.

102.
ANMAC

Mr Mead advised Members of issues discussed by ANMAC in May (a copy of notes prepared by Dr Maurice Milstead is annexed to these Minutes – Secretary).

Discussions were underway with STAL regarding the appointment of a replacement for Dr Milstead on the NTKWG, as he could no longer undertake that role.

103.
DATE AND TIME OF NEXT MEETING

It was confirmed that the next meeting would be held on Wednesday, 26 October 2005, commencing at 2.00 pm.  

The main item of business would be determining the Committee’s response to the document “Growing Stansted Airport on the existing runway.”  If necessary, the Committee might then need to adjourn its remaining business to another day.

The meeting ended at 4.40 p.m.

Chairman
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