From <XXXX@aa. conp

To: <XXXX@If t. gsi.gov. uk>
Dat e: 09/ 09/ 04 15:50: 14
Subj ect : Re: URGENT - HOSS Bookl et - version 1

XXXX, many thanks for this it is very helpful. W are adopting all of
your suggestions and will aimto get a final draft back to you tonorrow
(Friday) as it is going for printing on Mnday.

Many t hanks again for your help
XXXX

Director of Stansted Generation 2 Project
XXXX

<XXXX@if t . gsi . gov. uk> on 08/09/2004
17: 49: 13

To: <XXXX@aa. conr
cc: <XXXX@If t . gsi . gov. uk>,

Subj ect : Re: URGENT - HOSS Bookl et - version 1
XXXX
Thank you for sending this. | can confirm as you suspected when we

met, that DfFT would not be happy with wording referring to DfT's
endor serment of your proposed schene.

We woul d prefer instead that you use the following text: "DfT has
confirmed that this schenme is consistent with the Government's policy on
vol untary blight schenmes, as set out in the Governnent's Wite Paper,
The Future of Air Transport." W would al so suggest that your gui dance
say that applicants to the schene should take their own | egal advice
before conpleting the application form

I hope that this is helpful. W would very nmuch like to see a fina
version of the text before it goes to the printers. | appreciate that
your timngs are tight: if your colleagues were able to show it to XXXX he
will be able to turn it around nmore quickly

than I.

Regar ds



>>> <XXXX@aa. con> 09/07/04 12:54pm >>>

XXXX, following this nmornings nmeeting | attach a current draft of

The HGOSS document. As you will se there are references to the DT s

Position (one in Terry's introduction and a few others later in the report).
As | said earlier | recognise that these references are not appropriate at
present but rather than me re-drafting it | would appreciate it if you
could put it in the terns which you would prefer. We can al ways revert

...... it is our understanding if we need to.

If you could get back to ne within a day or so | would appreciate it as
We are finalising the text this week.

XXXX

Director of Stansted Generation 2 Project
XXXX

To: XXXX/ Group Pl anni ng and Environnment/LGW BAA@AA,
Subj ect : HOSS Bookl et - version 1
Pl ease find attached the first version of the HOSS bookl et as designed

By Terry Wlliams. His email arrived just a short tine ago and | am afraid
I have not had a chance to proof read the text as | had hoped.

The text and the design will pronpt many issues and questions and
There will be all kinds of changes that will need to be made.
I should appreciate your comments on Monday. Terry will then be able

To prepare version 2 for the Acquisitions Board to consider on Wdnesday.

Many t hanks

(See attached file: HOSS A4 vl. pdf)
XXXX
Tel : XXXX

PS | believe that XXXX mi ssed a section of text which you will find
In this attachnment. (See attached file: What you said....doc)



From XXXX

To: XXXX@aa. com

Dat e: 9/ 3/ 04 6:18pm

Subj ect : Re: Stansted Hone Oawners Support Schene

XXXX

Thanks for this email, and for Tim s separate one about the prospective

appoi nt nrent of Professor Kennerley as the conplaints conm ssioner for it.

We have considered here the draft consultation document that you sent to us:
thank you also for drawing out the key elenents of this in your email. Your
proposed scheme fits well with White Paper references to operators bringing
forward schenes that address the problem of generalised blight. W note that
you have based this schene on that in place for the CTRL, and have enbelli shed
this in places to address the circunstances at Stansted. W note the

advant ages of basing this schene on the 66LEQ contour published by this

Depart nment .

We al so note the advantages of appointing a Comm ssioner to adjudicate on
speci al cases arising fromthe application of the schene. The DIT viewis

that Professor Kennerley has performed this role well in relation to the CTRL
scheme and we have no problemin you approaching himto do the same at
Stansted. You will - of course - need to check that he has the tine avail able

to perform both roles.
Your s

XXXX

XXXX
Airports Policy Division, DfT

>>> <XXXX@aa. con> 08/ 24/ 04 10: 44am >>>

XXXX,

When we spoke a couple of weeks ago | informed you of our intention to
announce our second blight scheme for Stansted on 16 Septenber 2004 (this
date is not yet known publicly). | also said that | expected third parties

to seek the DfFT's views on whet her our proposals satisfy Government policy
as set out in the aviation Wite Paper. In particular, paragraph 12.16 of
the WP tal ks the governnent making arrangements for non-statutory schenes
to be brought forward locally by the airport operator to deal with the
probl em of generalised blight.

| attach a draft copy of a booklet which we are proposing to publish on 16
Septenber. Although this is still a relatively early draft and is not yet
fully accurate in its description of the schene, | believe it is close
enough to being accurate to allow you to take a view on whether our two
schenes taken together (the existing Hone Val ue CGuarantee Schene and now
the Hone Owners Support Scheme) satisfy the Government's policy on this

i ssue.

Some points which | would draw to your attention are:
the HOSS schenme goes beyond the CTRL and HA schenes in that it offers
both a property guarantee exerci sable once confirns its intention to
construct followng a Planning Inquiry and an option of early sale to
BAA if the guarantee on its own has not fully supported the market
val ue;
the boundary of the schene goes out to the 66l eq contour published by



the DfT earlier this year but no further (I understand this to be
conparable to HA and CTRL schenes). |If the size and position of the
contour changes based on our further work we wi |l honour the guarantee
to those who get it now and include those who qualify in future. Note
that this is not a point which the present draft adequately captures.

we believe this is the nost generous schene offered so far in the UK (if
you have better know edge than us on this point it would be useful to
know). Qur belief is based on: the proposition that both a guarantee and
an option to purchase is included; that a "sweetener"” is provide for
those who wish to sell in the neantine but who are unable to denpbnstrate
that property val ues have dropped by as nuch as 15% that we are
providing a "floor" if property values drop bel ow the June 2002

val uation; that at present we are proposing to have a Conplaints

Commi ssioner who will also make recommendations to us with regard to
Speci al Cases (referred to incorrectly in the attached draft as a
Hardship Fund); that in relation to HVGS we include disbursenments and a
10% exgratia paynent at the tine we confirmour intention to construct.
There are some other nore mnor points too.

we are al so preparing material on how we woul d propose to deal with
generalised blight at our other airports (to be announced on the sane
day) and I will arrange for you to see these in advance too.

where | believe we will be open to nost critical coment is in three

ar eas.

Firstly, that we have not w dened the boundary beyond the 66l eq contour
There has been a great deal of |ocal nedia covera?e and anongst pressure
groups about us dividing comunities (nmostly Takel ey but others too).
Here there are strong suggestions that we should choose a wi der noise
contour or that we should adjust the boundary to include whol e

communi ties such as Takel ey.

Secondly, the consultation has brought to our attention around ten cases
in which those concerned consider thenselves to be Special Cases. The
Reasons given typically relate to health, fanmly distress such as
needing to nove closer to famly menbers or divorce. We are currently
consi dering the question of whether we shoul d appoint a Conm ssioner to
draw our attention to cases which he/she consider nerit further

consi derati on.

Thirdly, there appears to be sone evidence at present of generalised
bl i ght over an area wi der than the 66l eq contour (especially for the
nor e expensive properties) but these would not qualify unless they do
so under any Special Cases provision in which a conbination of both a
demonstration blight and additional circunstances such a health enabl ed
sonmeone to qualify.

I wold be grateful if you could get back to ne with you views as soon as
possible. In the neantime | will continue to send udpated drafts and fee
free to call ne if you wi sh.

Many t hanks

(See attached file: HOSS Booklet. Draft 23 August.doc)(See attached file:
HOSS process. xl s)

XXXX
Director of Stansted Generation 2 Project
XXXX



