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17" October 2006

Dear /Z-—- -/f-os/‘-——fc—vyé .

STANSTED AIRPORT — PLANNING APPLICATION TO INCREASE USE OF THE
RUNWAY — HEALTH IMPACT ASSESSMENT

1 Many thanks for sending me the Health Impact Assessment on the proposal to increase runway
use at Stansted Thank you also for the copy of BAA's response to a request for further

information

2. ERM have carried out a thorough health impact assessment | note from the BAA letter that a
number of consultants were involved in this actvity, these included Professor Mark McCarthy,
Professor Ross (Roy is a misprint) Anderson, Mr Bernard Berry and Doctor Mai Stafford | am
afraid | don't know Doctor Stafford but the other three experts are well known to me and all
enjoy distinguished reputations in therr fields | have worked closely for 15 or more years with
Professor Ross Anderson and Mr Bernard Berry 1s a member of the DH ad-hoc Group on Noise

—n

3 | have looked closely at the sections of the health impact assessment dealing with air pollutants
and noise

a AwrPolluton The analysis Is thorough and shows clearly that impacts on health due to
changes In levels of air pollutants are likely to be very small indeed This s
unsurprising The authors have gone to some lengths to review the recent literature on
the subject including the report by the commuttee on the medical effects of ar pollutants
on cardiovascular disease and air pollution published earlier this year Professor Ross
Anderson was closely involved in the preparation of this report and | have no reason to

doubt the conclusions of the health impact assessment

b Noise The section on noise Is also thorough and considerable attention has been paid
ta recent work on the alleged associations between noise and ischemic heart disease
and hypertension The authors have, | think nightly, included that evidence on these
topics 1s rixed and 1t 1s difficult to draw firm conclusions regarding possible effects
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Cont'd, Mr Roger Harborough

My impression is that the likely effects will be small The main effect of noise of
environmental noise 1s, of course, annoyance

b I note that the authors conclude in paragraph 6 10 5 that 240 additional people might be
categonsed as highly annoyed This does not strike me as a particularly small effect
though, n terms of the number of people living In the area, it represents of course, an
effect on only a fairly small fraction of that total | am not sure how this effect should be
“valued” For some people an increase in annoyance will be intolerable, for others it Is
possible that they may become adapted to the higher noise levels and their level of
annoyance will therefore fall Taking annoyance into account in a cost benefit analysis
will be difficult

4 It1s clear that there 1s a mismatch between perceptions regarding possible effects on health 2~ *
the analysis of what these effects are likely to be The report should go some way to setting
peoples minds at rest, though | doubt that all will be satisfied

5 Please let me know whether there 1s anything | can do, further, to help you with this work

Kindest regards,

Dr R L Maynard, CBE
Head, Air Pollution & Noise




