Enjoy the warm weather recently?
Enjoy the constant aircraft over Mentmore?

No? —then you must take action on the proposed flight
paths over Mentmore and surrounding villages by 13 June 08

Say NO to lower flight paths, take offs and landings
over Mentmore

What's happening?

Mew flightpaths are being proposed for the south and east of England, covering flights
to and fram Luton, Heathrow, Stansted, London City Airpart and 559 smaller

airfields. The proposals have been developed by Mational Air Traffic Sewices (MATS),
the bhody that provides air traffic contral services inthe Ukl NATS say changes are
needed to existing flightpaths to reduce congestion now and in the future.

COne of MATS' abjectves iz to reduce low flights over densely populated areas and route
them over small, rural areas such as ours. They state:

Improvements in fuel efficiency and minimising the number of people overflown
below 70Nt were given greater prionty than avoiding AONBs and National
Parks.”

This 1= why mare flights could go aver villages like Mentmare, Ledburn, Craftan and
areas of Qutstanding Natural Beauty lke Ashndge and Tring Park. Some of these
plans will have a detrimental effect on ourvillages, and will significantly increase noise
and pallution levels for us and the surrounding areas.

bentmore Fansh Council has wrtten to NATs, the CAA and John Bercow MP stating
the fallowing:

= [hjecting to the proposed change in Luton Westerly departures to the Morth

= Supporting the option for Luton Easterly arrivals, rather than the proposed or current
route

Bear in mind that Lutan Alrport has a 24 hour licence and 5o the number of flights
thraugh the night may well increase.

You can see the full effect, flight paths, attitudes, etc at www. nats.co ok and type in your
postcode. ts betterto use a Cheddington Postcode of LU 05K to see the impact an
bentmore.

You really can make a difference — az every voice counts. Feaople intowns and villages
all around Herts, Bucks, Beds, Essex and Cambridgeshire are vigorously campalgning
against the NATS proposals. Pleaze play your part and make a difference; if we don't,

we only have ourselves to blame.

Fead overleaf - we have made this as easy as possible for you. ...




Saying NO to these proposals
Invelves a small amount of effort But
is a big investment in your future

What you need to do ...

Write or email a letter to NATs setting out your
commentsiobjections to arrive by 13 June Send to: TCN Consultation,
MATS, Freepaost NATZZ50, Reading, RG1T 4BF or  wwaw. consultation. nats.co.ukf

hlake thiz as factual and personal as you can, it carries more weight

Just abjecting to more aircraft will not be effectv e

‘fou need to state good reasaons for your objections. Some suggestions below:,
Useful websites with draft letters at www wigginton.info or www.thelee org.uk.

Write a letter to the Civil Aviation Authority ohjecting to the way in which
the Consultation has been carried out and copy to them your letterta NATS. Send

to: J Arscott, Directar of Aviation, Alrspace Palicy, Civil Aviation Authoarity, CAA
Housze, Kb 45-559 Kingsway, London We2B BTE

Write to your MP:John Bercow at The House of Commons, London
WA DAL

=0, that's one letter ta MATS, one to CAA, and one to John Bercow with copies of the

MATS letter included to CAL and John Bercow.

A copy of the Parish Council letter ta MAT s and John Bercow can be obtained from

clerkiZimentmoaoreparish.arg. uk or can be seen inthe notice board outside the village
hall

Key Points you may like to include in your letter on the process of the

consultation:

Poorly prezented and too complex information for public to understand impact of proposals (eg altitude
levels confusing)

Mo public mestings held by MATS and no household mailshots.

O ne zounce of infarmation, the intemet, not accessible to all.

Fropozak have taken 4 years to produce, vet the public has been given only 13 week s in which to
respond.

Key Points you may like to include in your letter on the facts included in

the ¢consultation document:

Mo accourt has been taken of the scientifically proven incressed impact of noize in rural, guiet villages
and townes and that its disgpropotionately higher than ambient noize in tovns

mMentmare, Ledoury, Cratton, etc will be subjected to 679% of all depature tak e offs Fom Luton — wdw?
Az this illogical from an ervironmertal perspedive

Luton has & 24 how operating licence — affect of fightpaths onsleep, leading to health problems, poor
night tirme air gquality

Where is the responsibilty to consider 'no change' reflecting the current climate and not those of 4

YESIS ago




