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I am writing to make a representation to the Davis Commission against both of the two proposals for the expansion
of Heathrow. As a resident of Old Windsor my main objections to the two Heathrow proposals are on:-

- The effect of runway expansion on the environment and infrastructure.
- The increase in the number of flights allowed and the erosion of the night time periods of respite.
- The commercial bias of the evidence put forward by Heathrow plc.

I enclose a copy of an e-mail to Adam Afriyie explaining these points more fully and his reply to me.

I agree with and support the statement submitted by the Old Windsor Parish Council (attached). I also agree with
the points of view put forward by the Englefield Green Action Group and the Teddington Action Group against
Expansion of Heathrow.

regards



O L D W IN DS O R P A R IS H CO U N CIL 'S IN DICA T IVER ES P O N S ES

T O A VIA T IO N CO M M IS S IO N Q U ES T IO N S (“ Bundle1” )

Q U ES T IO N 1 :ConclusionsontheT hreeO ptions,etc.

(3).T heHeathrow N W R unw ay w ouldonly be1,O 45m northoftheexisting

northernrunw ay,betw eentheA 4 BathR oadandtheM 4. Itisbasedonthe

previousR unw ay 3 proposal,butbeingclosertotheexistingrunw ay itw ould

avoidthedem olitionofseverallistedbuildingsandrelocatingtheM 4/M 25

interchange. M ostofthevillagestherew oulddisappearundertherunw ay w hich

w ouldendoverahalfm ileclosertoColnbrookasitw ouldbesetfarfurtherw est

thanthepresentrunw ays.

(4).T herelocationoftheGrundonP ow erFrom W asteR ecovery sitefrom alongside

theColnbrookBy P assw illbeam ajorexercise– ifanothersitecanbefound.

(5).T heHeathrow ExtendedN orthernR unw ay w oulddoublethelengthofthe

presentnorthernrunw ay tothew estandendbetw eenHortonandColnbrook,

nearly oneandahalfm ilesclosertoW indsor. T hisw ouldhaveahugely

detrim entalnoiseim pactonthetow nanditsinternationaltouristattractions.

A centralseparationzonebetw eenthenew andexistingrunw aysw ouldallow

takeoffflightsfrom theendfacingintothew indandlandingsattheotherend.

(6).A lternativeprem isesforbusinessesdisplacedby thedem olitionoftheP oyle

T radingEstatew ouldbedifficulttolocateanyw hereelseinthearea.

(7).BothoftheHeathrow runw aysw ouldcrosstheM 25,w hichw ouldhavetobe

tunnelledunderthem ,w hichcouldcreateproblem srelatingtofloodingpolicies

andw ideningtheM 25infutureyears.

(10).T heGatw ickR unw ay w ouldbeontheCraw ley sideoftheairport. Itdiffers

from Heathrow inthattherearevery few housesneareitherendoftherunw ay



andtheairportproposestocontinuetoprom otedirectflightstoalargenum berof

placesratherthanahuboperation. T hereisspaceforassociatedgrow th.

(11.)A lm ostalloftheCouncilsaroundHeathrow arenow backingGatw ickbecause

W estS ussex CC andIthinkCraw ley BC w eream ongotherssupportingittoprovide

em ploym entandboostthelocaleconom y.

(13).Heathrow paiditsm outhpiece“ BackHeathrow ” ,w hichranasustainedand

costly falsescarecam paignaboutlossofjobsunderthedisguiseofbeingan

independentresidentsgroup,toclaim m oresupportthanopposition.Itshouldbe

notedthatfew ifany Councilsorotherbodieshavehadeitherthefundingorstaff

availability tochallengethislessthanrealisticalarm istpublicity,som ostofthe

peoplepolledforanopinionhaveunfortunately nothadafullgraspofthefacts.

DespitethatapollcarriedoutonbehalfoftheR BW M hasshow nanappreciable

m ajority opposedtoanotherrunw ay atHeathrow andsupportforoneatGatw ick.

O L D W IN DS O R P A R IS H CO U N CIL 'S IN DICA T IVER ES P O N S ES

T O A VIA T IO N CO M M IS IO N S Q U ES T IO N S (“ Bundle2” )

Q U ES T IO N 1:ConclusionsontheT hreeO ptions,etc

(10).BothHeathrow proposersclaim aircraftnoisew illreduce. W illit?

T hey arebeingvery econom icalw iththetruth,asthey ignorethat

a)itw ouldbefarquieterifthereisnoadditionalrunw ay

b)flightstoorfrom eitherrunw ay locatedfurtherw estthantheexistingonesw ill

createfarm orenoiseoverourfarquieterareasthanL ondon

ci)probably residentslargestcurrentconcernaboutaircraftnoiseisthenum berof

noiseincidentscreatedby aircraftnearthem togetherw iththerelated

interruptionstoeveryday life,yettheproposersbrushasidethefactthatthenoise

clim atew illbehugely escalatedby the54% increaseinthenum berofflightsand

associatednoiseevents,and

d)eithernew runw ay w illinevitably generatenoiseundernew flightpaths

affectingcom m unitiesnotpreviously affected.



(11+22).T heoverallaircraftfleetw illbem arginally quieterthanthatoftoday,but

costly technology cannotcontinuetom akethesw eepingadvancesw hichthe

proposersrely onintheirnoiseandpollutionpredictions,andasexistingaircraft

havetofly for25yearstorepay theirhugeinitialcostsm any noisy planesw illfly

foryearstocom e. T hesuperquietA 380 issurprisingly noquieterthanthenoisy

B747inoneflightm ode.

BothR ollsR oyceandBoeing/ P ratt& W hitney expertshavetolddifferent

m eetingsoftheHeathrow A irportConsultativeCom m itteethatenginedesigners

couldconcentrateonreducingnoiseorpollutionbutcouldnotachieveboth.

A threerunw ay airportw illreducerespite(quiet)periodsfrom halfthetim e(after

thetakeoffbanoverCranfordceases)tolessthanathird,asw ellashittingpeople

betw eentw orunw aysw ithnoisefrom tw osides– butthisisalm osthiddenby the

new runw ay proposers. Com m unity representativeshavefoughtlongandhardto

retain'alternation'w hichonatw orunw ay Heathrow allow saircrafttolandon

oneandtakeoffontheother,andsharethenoiseby changingoverat3 pm every

day.T hatisnotpossiblew itheitherofthethreerunw ay options.

HA L craftily saysthatitw illcontinuetheprinciple ofalternationw ithitsseparate

runw aysbutaboutathirdofthetim eonehastoaccom m odatebothlandingsand

takeoffsatthesam etim e,soneitherendw illgetany respite. T heHeathrow Hub

ExtendedR unw ay,w ithtw oin-linerunw ays,hasfarfew eroptionsandaneven

greaterlossofrespite.

Q U ES T IO N 2: HO W CO U L D O P T IO N S BEIM P R O VED,ET C

25).ItisinconceivablethatU K residentscouldcontinuetosufferalm ost50 yearold

noisestandards– am ongthew orstinthew esternw orld– w henanew runw ay

opensin2030.

(23).T heproposalsrelatetooperationsw hichcouldstarttooperate15yearsinto

thefuture,soitistotally inappropriatefortheCom m issionnottostrongly



recom m endthatanentirely differentm odernapproachtocontrollingaircraft

noiseisintroduced.T heCom m issionw illbew ellaw arethataround15yearsago

theGovernm entadoptedtheexhaustiveT erm inal5Inquiry recom m endationthat

anentirely differentm ethodofcalculatingandcontrollingaircraftnoiseshouldbe

urgently adopted.

(24).T hatresultedinthe6year£1.4m illionA N A S Estudy,butthefindingsw ere

disputedandrejectedby Governm ent,w hichhasdonenothingsincetohonourits

com m itm enttoreplacethediscreditedandoutdated33 yearoldA N IS standards.

T hey rem ainthecontrollingm easuresonU K aircraftnoise,andhavebeenthe

subjectofalonghistory ofanenorm ousnum berofobjections.

T helogarithm icaveragingofnoisepayslittleregardtopeaknoiseorfrequency

andtheN 70 countofnoiseincidentsover70dB takesnoaccountofthem any

incidentsupto90dB w hichareinflictedonthisarea,northevastm ajority of

flightsw hichexceedthew idely accepted55dB thresholdofannoyancelevel.

T hiscom m unity strongly urgestheCom m issiontoim pressupontheU K

Governm entthatthereisanurgentneedforittohonouritscom m itm entto

investigateandsetupaircraftnoisecontrolsappropriatetopresentday aviation

operationsandpublicexpectationsregardingtheirhealthandquality oflife.

Itisrecom m endedthatanIndependentR unw ay 'S lot'A llocationS ystem is

establishedw ithaview toreducingrestrictivepracticesandincreasingseat

capacity usetofreeupairportcapacity:

Itisvery obviousthatHeathrow hasgotahugew astedcapacity duetothe

averageusedseatingcapacity ofallaircraftusingtheairportbeingaslow asjust

over70% . Ifsom ethingw eredonetom axim iseseattakeup,andreducethe27

daily flightstobothP arisandN ew York,theairportw ouldhaveavery substantial

sparecapacity toopenupotherroutesandgivem oreflexibility.

Ifitw aspossibletoincreasetheoverallseattakeuptoanaverageof90% there



w ouldbenearly 20% extraavailablecapacity,andtheannualflightnum bercapof

480,000 x 20% w ouldallow 96,000 m oreflightsp.a.

Butthisw illnothappenbecausetheexerciseof'grandfatherrights'ontakeoff

andlandingslotsgivethe'ow ning'airlinestherighttofly from ortothem to

w hereverthey w ishw ithhow everm any passengersasthey w ish,andtodeny

com petitorsaccesstothoseslotsthey accepthavingtofly aircraftw ithlow er

passengernum bers.

N otw ithstandingthattheseslotshaveahighfinancial(andcom m ercial)value,itis

strongly suggestedthattheCom m issionshouldrecom m endthatlegislationis

introducedtooutlaw thispracticeto:

a)preventrestrictivepracticesandprom otecom petitiononalevelplayingfield,

b)m axim iseuseofstrategically im portantassets,

c)reducethedem andsfortakeupofm orelandforairportexpansion,

d)reducethenum berofflightstothebenefitofallparties,includingoperators

havingtofly,serviceandfuelfew eraircraft– althoughtherew ouldbeadow nside

forthosew hichw ouldhavetosurrendertheirgrandfatherslotstoinreturnfora

realisticsurrendervalue,

e)m axim iseuseofairportfacilities,

f)freeupslotsforflightsto/from alternativedestinationsandnew operators,

g)allofw hichw ouldbeinthepublicinterest.

Itishightim etobitethebullettoceasethisvery harm fulrestrictivepractice

w hichdoesnotappeartohappenelsew hereinEurope.

Itisstrongly recom m endedthattheCom m issionm akesafirm recom m endationto

Governm entthat'grandfatherrightsonslots'isdiscontinuedandcurrentairline

ow nedcom pany w hichallocatesany freeslotsisreplacedby anentirely

independentgovernm entagency toallocateslotsim partially andtransferusefees

tototherelevantairportafterretainingasm allpercentagetocoveritscosts.

(6).A pprenticeships:HA L 'sclaim saboutprom otingapprenticeshipsandcareersfor



10,000 youngpeoplearequestionedasitisnotsupportedby itsestablished

policies,asitonly w orksinthesem attersw ithw hatitcallsitsFiveS takeholder

Councils,andhaspersistently excludedCouncilssuchasR BW M from itsjobsand

careersfairs.

Q U ES T IO N 3:HO W HA S CO M M IS S IO N CA R R IED O U T A P P R A IS A L ,ET C

W ithoutexceptionthepeoplew ithw hom theauthorofthishasdiscussedthe

A viationCom m ission'sw orkhaveallbeenvery im pressedby therangeand

thoroughnessoftheinvestigationandanalysisofthoseofthehugerangeof

docum entsw hichthey haveread.

T hereishow eversom euneaseaboutthefinalresultafterthedatahasbeen

balancedtoreachtheoverallconclusions. Itw ouldseem thatthestrongbusiness

orientatedbackgroundoftheCom m issionersw hom ay nothaveacloseaffinity

w iththeareashow sthroughinregardtoanapparently w eakerradarabout

everyday livingactivitiesandneedsofthepublicatlargearoundtheairports.

P erhapsitisunfairtohighlightthealm ostdism issivesum m ationofthe

Com m ission'sassessm entofthehugepotentialneedfor70,800 additionalhouses

w ithintheareanearHeathrow as“ asignificantchallengetothe14 nearby

Councils” ,butthisappearstoshow adisappointinglackofappreciationofthe

highly developedareaandhow them echanicsoflocalgovernm ent,housing

provisionandplanningfunction.

Itistobehopedthatifthepracticeoftryingtobalanceresultingdetrim ental

problem sagainstlessthanprovenem ploym entandbusinessopportunitiesto

assesstheprosandconsofagroupofopposingtopicsistocontinue,w hichis

oftenakintochoosingw hetherchalkorcheeseisthebetter,thenitisrequested

thatgreaterregardtotheeffectsuponthew idercom m unity shouldbegivenin

theconcludingstagesoftheCom m ission'sw ork.

Q U ES T IO N 4:FA CT O R S N O T FU L L Y A DDR ES S ED,ET C



(1).W herew illthehugew orkforcelive?

P robably thegreatestandperm anentim pactof112,400 extraem ployeesrelated

toHeathrow A irport'sproposednew N orthW estR unw ay w ouldbetheneedfor

over70,000 new houses. Bothproposalsw ouldbefarm oreseriousthanthe

Com m ission'sastoundingly unrealisticassessm entof“ asignificantchallengeto

the14 localCouncils” asthey arealready onthevergeofahousingcrisis. T he

proposershavebeenchidedby theCom m issionfornotidentifyingw herespace

forsuchhousingcouldbelocated,butitshouldhaverejectedtheproposalsas

unsustainableintheabsenceofsuchessentialdata.

(2).Heathrow Hub'sproposeddoublingofthelengthoftheexistingN orthern

R unw ay m ay notcreatequitesom any jobsorneedquitesom any houses,butits

im pactonhousingandtheinfrastructurew ouldonly bem arginally lessthanthe

above.

(3).W indsor& M aidenhead'spresentstruggletofindspacefor12,500 new houses

inthenext15yearsalready seriously threatenstheGreenBelt(83% oftheareaof

theBorough)asthatequatesto701 housesayearontopofexistingapprovals,

butanextra500 p.a.over10 yearsw illbeneartoim possibletoprovidehereor

elsew hereunlessstandardsaredropped. T ow erblocksareasocialdisaster.

L argefloodriskareasandinadequatedrainageandsew agecapacity exacerbate

thelocalproblem s. Ittookyearsafterthelasthousing'boom 'forthew ater,gas

andelectricity supply com paniestodigupourroadsandupgradetheirservice

m ainstom atchtheincreaseddem ands.

(4). M oreroads,schools,doctorsandhospitals: T heCom m issionanticipatesthe

needbutdoesnotseem toappreciatetheextentofthestressalready uponthese

things. Ifthereisnotenoughlandforhousingandotherneedsallcostsw ill

escalateasinpreviousperiodsofeconom icoverheating,andlow erpaidkey

w orkersw illleavethearea,w hichdespitethebusinesscom m unity'senthusiasm

w illconsiderably challengetheirviability.

(5).Couldthebuildingindustry copew ithanotherrunw ay,term inalandassociated

w orksbeingbuiltatthesam etim easallthenecessary housingand



infrastructure? Itw ouldbeanenorm ousproblem fortheindustry w hichthe

runw ay proposersandsupportershavefailedtoconsider. T heproposalsare

sim ply unsustainable.

(7).T heroadsaroundHeathrow arealready toobusy soitisalready actively

consideringcongestionchargingaroundtheairport,surely indisputableproofthat

therew ouldbeaw fulroadproblem sifitgetsa54% increaseinflights.

(8).A m inim altw olaneincreaseonthealready daily gridlockedM 25w hereit

w ouldbeconfinedby atunnelisanastoundingly shortsightedandunacceptable

proposalasitcouldnotbew idenedtocopew iththehugeincreasesinactivity

w hichbothrunw ay proposersanticipate. T hesocalledS m artM otorw ay w orks

ontheM 4 w herethehardshouldersafety lanesarebeingsacrificedfor

perm anenttrafficlanesistheclearestpossibledem onstrationthattheroad

system isalready overloaded.

(19).O thersurfaceaccessproposalsby HA L arelikely tohavefarreaching

repercussionsasthetunnellingoftheA 4 BathR oadbetw eenthetw onorthern

runw aysw oulddisruptthelocaldistributorfunctionofthisim portanttrunkroad

andcom prom isew ideningtom eetincreasingfuturedem ands.

(20+21).T hedoublingofcargocapacity andm ovem entofitentirely by road from a

depotrem otefrom them otorw aysw ouldputahugeadditionaljuggernaught

burdenontheroadnetw orkw hichHA L haveavoidedtom ention.T heHeathrow

Hubproposalshavenotbeenassessed,butw illaddtolocalproblem show everits

surchargeishandled.

(16).P ublicT ransport:Heathrow claim sitw illget50% ofitspassengersusingpublic

transport,butthereisnoevidenceofhow thatcanbeachievedasitrem ainsan

unfulfilledtargetatthepresenttim e. HA L hasbeenactively considering

CongestionChargingtoaddresscurrentproblem s,buthasgonesilentonthat

duringtheconsultationperiodasitisaw arethatthatw ouldbeanunpopular

m eansofprom otingitsuseofpublictransportusetarget.



(17).T herelianceonam odifiedrevivaloftheform erA irtrackrailschem etoS taines

S outhernR ailstationtoincreaseuseofpublictransportisatotally unrealistic

proposal. T heS outhernR ailnetw orkfrom L ondonW aterlootoS taines,R eading,

Guildfordandbeyondw asbuiltw hentherew asvery littleroadtrafficandhas

m any levelcrossingsw hichw ouldunacceptably increaseroadcongestioniftrain

frequenciesw ereincreased. T hestudy oftheviability ofA irtrackdem onstrated

thattheA 30 crossingatS unningdalew ouldhavealm ostdoubledtheclosureof

thatim portanttrunkroadand'safety valve'fortheM 3 to42 m inutesinthehour!

(18).Heathrow 'sreferencestotheCrossrailandtheW esternR ailA ccessschem es

beingappropriatetotheexpansionofHeathrow dodgethefactthattheseare

necessary anddesignedtom eettoday'sL ondonandHeathrow trafficneeds,and

arenotafinancialgam bleanticipatingthatHeathrow w illcontinuetoex

(8). Floodrisks: M 25andA 4 tunnelsw oulddisplaceahugevolum eofunderground

w aterstoragecapacity and,contrary toEA policy,creategreaterfloodrisks

elsew here. T heonly floodm itigationproposedappearstobeinupstream

lagoonsontheColne,w hichw oulddonothingtorelievetheincreasedthreat

uponthepresentseriousfloodriskareaaroundW raysbury andtheT ham es.

(9). R evisedflightpaths:T herecenttrailscausedagreatdealofadditionalnoise

anddistressonbothsidesoftheairport. ItisindisputablethattheskiesoverS E

Englandarefullofaircraftandflightpathsw illhavetobechangedtoreducefuel

use,pollutionandtim ew astingaircraft'stacking'(circling)inlocationsaround

Heathrow untilalandingslotisavailable. A notherrunw ay closetotw oofthe

w orld'sbusiestw illm aketheskiesevenm orecrow dedandnew routesw illhave

toavoidconflictsbetw een54% m oreflightstoandfrom m oreHeathrow runw ays.

N odecisionshavebeenm adeaboutw heretheadditionalflightsandtheirnoise

w illberoutedasU K,EU andT ransA tlanticcom puterisedflightpathcontrolis

undertotalreview – butindicationsshouldhavebeengiven.

Q U ES T IO N 5: T HE16A P P R A IS A L M O DU L ES .

T heabsenceofam entionoftheseriousHealthIssuesw ithintheA ppraisal

M odulesoftheCom m ission'sO bjectivesisagraveom issioninthebalancingofthe



prosandconsoftherunw ay proposalsw hichw ouldhavebeenexpectedunder

'P eople'and'Q uality ofL ife'appraisals.

A seriesofcom m entsonairportrelatedhealthproblem sisbeingdrafted.

Q U ES T IO N 6: S U S T A IN A BIL IT Y A S S ES S M EN T S ,ET C

N eitheroftheproposalsforanadditionalrunw ay atHeathrow m eetthe

recognisedcriteriaforbeingsustainableasthelongterm affectsw illseriously

im pairthequality oflifeoffuturegenerations.

Itm ay notbeappreciatedthatroadcongestion,housing,andtheentirebuiltand

servicesinfrastructuresincludingschools,m edical,leisureandsportsfacilitiesare

already stretchedtobreakingpointanda54% increaseinflightsby biggeraircraft

carryinganevenlargernum berofpassengersw ouldbeenorm ously challenging

foranalready shortandexpensivelandsupply andfundingfrom thepublicpurse.

Existingunacceptablenoiseandairpollutionproblem sw ouldbeexacerbatedover

afarw iderareaandanevenlargerpopulation,allofw hichw ouldunreasonably

addtotensionsandhealthproblem sexacerbatedby thecurrentcircum stances.

T heseitem sareoutlinedundertheotherQ uestionsandtheircollectiveim pact

w ouldbetruly staggering. T heinterestsofathrivingbusinesscom m unity and

theprospectofadditionalem ploym entinanareaw hereunem ploym entisonly a

factorintw osubareasdonothingtojustify them any harm fuleffectsandan

overheatedeconom y onthecharacterofthesubregionorthew ellbeingofits

com m unities.

BothoftheHeathrow runw ay proposalsarevery obviously N O T sustainable.

Q U ES T IO N 7:BU S IN ES S CA S ES ,ET C



(12).A nevenlargerm onopoly isnotinthepublicinterest:

A notherrunw ay atHeathrow w ouldm ultiply itscapacity from overtw icetoover

threetim esthatofany otherU K airport. A few yearsagotheCom petition

Com m issionforcedBA A tosellGatw ickandS tanstedtocreateam orelevel

playingfieldandfaircom petitionincivilaviation. Itw ouldbeaflagrantabuseof

Governm entpolicy tom akeHeathrow largerthantheaggregateofallits

com petitorsintheS outhEast.

(13).T orubsaltintothew ound,shouldHeathrow beallow edtohaveanother

runw ay therew ouldbesom ethinglikeagoldrushtoreservealargenum berof

takeoffandlanding'slots'afterdecadesofdem andoutstrippingtheiravailability

andvalue. T hiscouldhaveadisastrousim pactuponGatw ickifm any flight

operatorsw eretotransfertoabrandnew Heathrow facility.

(14).Yetanotherrunw ay islikely tobeneededafter2040 isafearsom eprospect

thattheCom m issionaccepts. Heathrow hasalready adm ittedthatitw ouldbe

biddingforafourthrunw ay inthefuturetom eetfurtherdem ands. It’sw ould

casebesharpenedby thefactthatathreerunw ay airportcreatesdifficulties

balancingarrivalanddeparturem ovem ents(andprovidingalternationandrespite

periods)FurtherHeathrow expansionshouldceaseN O W -Enoughisenough.

ItshouldendeavourtobeBetter,N O T Bigger.

(15).A nexam pleofw hy Heathrow shouldhavecom petitorsisthatitonly upgraded

itscom pensationandm itigationoffersinthelatterstagesoftheCom m ission's

consultationafterGatw ickoffereditsow nw orstaffectedneighboursanannual

£1,000 Counciltax subsidy anddoubleglazingupto15m ilesalongitsflightpaths.

ButHeathrow stillonly offersthelatteruptoabout4 or5m ilesaw ay andits

publicity aboutits£550 m illioncom pensationofferdoesnotm entionthat£300

m illionofthisisallocatedforitsessentialCom pulsory P urchases.

Q U ES T IO N 8: O T HER CO M M EN T S

N oCom m ents



S ubject:

Heathrow N oiseandExpansion

From :

Date:

04/01/2015 19:12

T o:

adam .afriyie.m p@ parliam ent.uk

DearM rAfriyie

Iam pleasedtoseetheinform ationonyourw ebsiteregardingyourpositiononHeathrow

expansion. I,asalongtim eresidentofO ldW indsor,am w ellusedtotheprosandconsofbeing

neighboursofHeathrow buttherearelim itstow hatisacceptable. Irarely becom eexercisedabout

issuesbutIdofeelstrongly onthisone,soIw ouldbepleasedtosupportany activitiesyou can

undertaketoavoidunreasonableHeathrow expansion.

T hepicturecanbeoversim plifiedhow everanditisnotjustaboutthe3rdrunw ay. T heaspectsthat

concernm em ostare:

3rdrunw ay. EitherHeathrow optionw ouldnotbeasufficient'solution'andw ouldhavealargelocal

im pactduetoaircraftnoiseandtraffic. Yourw eb-sitesum m arisesitnicely

N ightflights. Evenifthe3rdrunw ay isnotbuiltatHeathrow ,thereisthepotentialforHeathrow L td

tolobby theCAA andotherstoallow m oreflightsoverallandm orenightflightsinparticular,

encroachingfurtherintothe(socalled)curfew . T herecenttrialsandtheim pactofsurfacingthe

N orthrunw ay highlightedhow closew earetothecuspofw hatisacceptable. (flightslandingfrom

4.45 am w ith12-15 before6am (ref:flighttrackingw eb-site)doeshaveanunreasonableim pact).

T hecurfew needstobem aintainedand,ifpossible,rolledback.

L obbyingandtheeffectof'optim ism bias'andcom plexity inthem odelling. Ihaveseenthe

volum inousconsultationdocum entsfrom theAirportsCom m ission. Ihavealsow itnessedHeathrow

L td'spublicconsultationw hich,Iam sorry tosay,w asbiasedand'econom icalw iththetruth';in

shortitw asasalespitch. T hism ay notbevery surprisingbutw hencoupledw ith,forexam ple,

optim isticassum ptionsabouttheeffectofim provedaircraftperform anceonnoise,letalonem ore

com plex econom icargum ents,thereisthepotentialfortheAirportsCom m issiontocom etoa

flaw edrecom m endation. Eventhesim plifiedandselectiveinform ationpresentedto'w inover'the

localpopulationw asbaffling,andobscuredtheoveralleffectthattheirproposalw ouldhave,thus

deflectingcriticism .T heAirportsCom m issionandthedecisionm akersneedtoreacharobust

solutiontoacom plex problem ,notonebasedonaseriesofseriesoffinely balancedassum ptions

w hichm ay w ellendupnotbeingvalid.



Ihopethatthisletterhelpstosupportyou inarguingagainstHeathrow expansion. Ifthereis

anythingfurtherthatIasanindividualcandotohelp,pleaseletm eknow . Iplantow ritealsotothe

CouncilandtotheAirportsCom m issioninasim ilarveintothise-m ail. Idon'tplantosubm itnoise

com plaintsorw ritetotheCAA orHeathrow AirportsL tdasIneedtoprioritisem y tim eandIam

cynicalabouttheeffectsuchcom plaintsw illhave. Evenw hentheeffectofnoiseishavinga

significantim pact,itisnotclearw hatcriteriaw ouldbeusedforacom plainttobesuccessfuland

hencem any w illbeofftargetandeasily dism issedby thosew ithavestedinteresttodoso.

regards






