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DaviesCom m issionresponse

R esponsefrom EnglefieldGreenA ctionGroup

O urresponseisfocusedonthetw oHeathrow expansionoptions.

Q 1.W hatconclusionsdoyou draw inrespectofthethreeshort-listed
options?

O urconclusionisthattheGatw ickoptionispreferabletoeitherofthe2
Heathrow optionsforthefollow ing reasons:

N oise
Expanding Heathrow by 220,000/260,000 AT M sw illinevitably increase the noise pollution around
the airport. R ecent trialshighlighted the detrim entalim pact continualaircraft noise hason the
village ofEnglefield Green. T he village ishigherthan the surrounding areaby approxim ately 75
m etresand therefore the noise pollution isgreater. N oise m onitoring equipm ent installed by
Heathrow in Englefield Green show ed thataircraftnoise regularly exceeded the57dB leveland on 9
separatedates(overa32 day period)exceeded thenoiselevelthatw ould beconsidered acceptable
undertheDepartm entofT radeaviationpolicy fram ew ork.

T he W HO statesthat seriousannoyance occursabove 55dB but noise can also have an im pact
starting from alow erlevelof50dB (0700-2300) and 40dB (2300-0700).T he datagiven above is
based on a57dB threshold w hich istherefore too high and doesnot take into account the W HO
m easures.

T he report (page 32 2.75) statesthat the noise generated by airportshasthe potentialto have
significant effects on health and w ellbeing. T he European Environm ent Agency considers
environm entalnoise,ofw hichaircraftnoiseisthem ostsignificantelem ent,tobem oredam agingto
healththanpassivesm oking. Ithasbeenprovedthatthereisadetrim entalim pacttothelearningof
children (ER CD R eport 0908 Aircraft N oise and Children’sL earning). T he W HO ’skey guidance
docum entsexplain the effect that anoise environm ent above 55dB hason society:an increase in
aggressive behaviours; increase in stresshorm onesand blood pressure levels,and areduction in
childdevelopm ent.
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T he report statesthat the noise w illbe m itigated by quieterplanes,forexam ple ‘new generation
planes’ such asA380s.How everdatafrom theHeathrow noisem onitorinstalled in Englefield Green
show sthat the dB reading from A380sw asnot significantly low erthan Boeing 747s; using new
generationaircraftw illnotdecreasethefrequency ofsuchnoise:frequency beingdeem ed tobethe
m ajorirritant.

M any m orepeopleareaffected by noisepollution from Heathrow than Gatw ick.Atpresent766,000
people,w hich isalm ostathird ofthe people affected by aircraftnoise in Europe,are im pacted by
thenoisefrom Heathrow com paredw ith11,300 atGatw ick.

Expansion ofHeathrow airportw ould m ean thatincidentsofover55dB w ould increasein frequency
andcausefurtherdetrim enttocom m unitiesclosetotheairport.

A irP ollution
It hasbeen stated in the pressthat,according to anew environm entalreport,Gatw ickAirporthas
neverbreached EU and U K annualairquality lim itsand iscom m itted to m aintaining this100% air
quality record ifit built asecond runw ay. Gatw ick can operate w ellw ithin U K and EU airquality
guidelinesbecausetheairportislocatedinalargely rural,sparsely populatedarea.

U nlikeGatw ick,Heathrow regularly breacheslegalairquality standardstoday.Itsitsbetw een m ajor
m otorw aysin one of the w orld’sm ost densely populated m etropolitan areas. If Heathrow is
expanded,Heathrow could only begin to m eet airquality standardsifthere w asno m ore airport-
relatedroadtrafficthanthereistoday,w hichisclearly notrealistic.

T heareaaround Heathrow isan airpollution hotspotdueto acom bination ofairportrelated traffic,
airtraffic,background pollution levelsin GreaterL ondon and tw o m ajornationalm otorw aysand
otherm ajorroads.Breachesofairquality legallim itshave been regularly recorded at m onitoring
stationsclosetotheairportoverthelasttenyears.

Increased surface traffic associated w ith increased passengernum bers,airport em ploym ent and a
planned doubling in freighttrafficw illadversely im pacton the already high levelsofN O 2 gassesin
thevicinity oftheairportandtheM 25 andM 4 m otorw ays.

According to the W orld Health O rganisation airpollution hasasignificant im pact on public health
risk.

T he EU requiresthatreduced airpollution levelsare enforced legally and thatbreachesofpollution
levelsare broughtin to com pliance 'in theshortestpossible tim e '.T he U K S uprem e Courthasnow
been charged w ith enforcingcom pliance,w ith potentially largefinancialpenaltieslevied againstthe
U Kintheeventofnoncom pliance. Heathrow expansionand itsassociatedincreased airandsurface
densities,isatoddsw iththerequired,legally enforceablepoliciestoreducelevelsofairpollution.

S urfaceaccess
T he w hole road netw orkaround Heathrow isalready m ore often than notgrid locked atpeaktim es
and often outside ofthese hours. Additionalsurface transport investm entsare needed w ithout
expansionoftheairport. ExpandingHeathrow w ouldnegatetheim pactoftheseinvestm ents.

T he Highw aysAgency states'T he M 25 isone ofEurope'sbusiest m otorw aysw ith som e sections
handling around 200,000 vehiclesperday.T raffic m ovesslow ly,especially at busy tim esofday.'
R egarding the M 4 approaching Heathrow ,they com m ent 'T here are num erousoccasionsw here
dem and exceedscapacity and severecongestion can beexpected.' Heathrow statesthat'around 25
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percentofvehiclesontheM 4 and atleast15 percentofthevehicleson theM 25 nearHeathrow are
travellingto/from Heathrow .’ Capacity hasbeen increased ontheM 4 by useofthehard shoulderso
toincreasecapacity furtherw ouldinvolveaddingextralanes.

T ransportforL ondon hasconfirm ed that'in term sofdelaysand trafficlevelsHeathrow isthe m ost
congested quadrant ofL ondon'sroad netw ork.' T he L ondon P lan statesthat m uch ofthe existing
public transport and road netw ork in the Heathrow Corridorare already operating at orbeyond
capacity,evenbeforeany expansioninHeathrow .

Englefield Green sitsw ithin the Borough of R unnym ede,alongside Junction 13 of the M 25.
Heathrow related trafficalso usesthe area’sA roadssuch asthe A30 through Englefield Green,and
lesserlocalroads. T here are m ajorcongestion problem sat the A30 junction w ith the M 25,the
Egham bypass,S unningdale crossing and W indsorR oad.T hisareadoesnothave the am enitiesand
localtransport netw orksto cope w ith the influx ofcars,lorriesand goodsassociated w ith the
developm entw ork-letaloneinthelongerterm .

Against thisbackground isit possible to provide for the surface travelneedsof an expanded
Heathrow ,particularly given the grow th in background travel resulting from population and
em ploym ent grow th,unrelated to Heathrow ? Heathrow ’ssuggestion of tollson roadsaround
Heathrow w ouldadversely andunfairly im pactlocalresidents.

Heathrow 'scurrentproposaltodealw iththesurfaceaccessissuesassociatedw ithexpansion
featuresthefollow ingim provem entstopublictransport:
-Crossrail
-P iccadilly U pgrade
-W esternR ailAccess
-HS 2 extensiontoHeathrow
-AirtracktoS taines

Heathrow arguesthat togetherthese public transport im provem entsw illallow 15 m illion extra
passengerstousepublictransport,increasingpassengercapacity from 19 m illion today to34 m illion
in2030,increasingthepublictransportshareofpassengerm ovem entsfrom 40 to50 percent.

How everofthese five proposalsonly thefirstthree are com m itted projects,w ith the othertw o not
agreed in principleorhavingfinancein placeto im plem ent.T fL havestated thattheP iccadilly L ineis
already subject to overcrow ding and that even w ith the planned m odernisation overcrow ding w ill
continue due to population expansion.Crossrailisforecastto offeram inim alservice to Heathrow ,
andw illnotserveT erm inal5.

T he previousAirtrackproposalconnecting Heathrow to W aterloo viaS taineshasbeen rejected due
tothenegativeim pactoncom m unitieslocatedalongtheW aterloo/R eadingrailline.T henum erous
levelcrossingson thisline w ould result in m ajor disruption from additionaltrainsw ith m ajor
infrastructure and financialinvestm ent to rem ove the crossingsproblem s. For exam ple it w as
dem onstrated thatboth Egham and S unningdale crossingsw ould be closed for40 m inutesin every
hourcausingm ajordisruptiontotheareaandam ajortrunkroad.

T herearethreecategoriesofsurfacetransportusersassociatedw ithHeathrow .
-P assengers
-AirportEm ployees
-T rafficservicingtheairport:m ostly businessandgoodvehicles.
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Asageneralrule60% ofpassengersusecar/taxisand40% usepublictransport. U nlessthereisa
m ajorshiftinpassengerbehaviour,w hichseem svery unlikely,theprojectedincreaseinpassengers
associatedw ithHeathrow expansionw illresultinalargeincreaseincar/taxijourneystotheairport.

O fthe 114 thousand airportem ployees,77 thousand w orkw ithin the airportboundary. O fthese,
67% journey to w ork by carorm otorbike. Again,unlessthere isam ajor shift in attitudesthe
additionalem ployeesassociated w ith Heathrow expansion w illfurtherincrease the road traffic in
the Heathrow vicinity. Heathrow 's'surface accessstrategy' w hich w asintroduced to increase
em ployee usage ofpublic transport hasnot been very effective,achieving alim ited change in
em ployee behaviour.Heathrow ’ssuggestion ofrem oving staffcarparking facilitiesw illadversely
andunfairly im pactthosew hoalready w orkthere.

Freighttrafficisam ajorelem entoftheHeathrow generated businesstrafficw ith alargenum berof
the tripsby the type of vehicle (dieselHGV),w ith larger environm entalim pact. T he intended
doubling ofthe freight businessaspart ofthe expansion isgoing to significantly increase the HGV
traffic w ith itsconsequentialadverse environm entalim pact. W e have been told by those w ith
haulageexperiencethatm uchofthecargoflyinginto Heathrow continuesitsjourney – by road – to
otherpointsin the U K and Europe.T hisunderlinesthe point that thiscargo could be delivered to
otherU Kdestinations:Gatw ick,forexam ple.

T fL professionaltransport plannerspredict that publictransport access(asashare ofalljourneys)
w illreduce ratherthan increase -asstated by Heathrow . An expanded Heathrow risksbringing the
road netw ork in the Heathrow area-including the M 25 and M 4 -to astandstilland producing
unacceptableconditionsonpublictransport.

IncreasedEm ploym ent
T hereportstatesthatthenum berofjobscreated w illbepotentially 47,400-112,400 w ith expansion
atHeathrow . T he S outh EastofEngland currently hasfullem ploym ent,asdefined by the Bankof
England. T o take asan exam ple the R unnym ede borough (in w hich Englefield Green sits)w hich is
hom eto 82,000 people,therearecurrently 350 claim ingjob seekersallow ance(O ctober2014). T he
areaaround Heathrow iscom m uter belt and L ondon iscreating new jobsw ithout the airport
expanding. Inevitably the w orkersrequired w ould have to com e from outside areasim m ediately
around Heathrow w hich w ould notbe ofeconom icbenefitto the localareasand w ould putundue
strainonhousing(seebelow ),roads,healthservicesetc.

Housing
Heathrow hasstated thatitw ould voluntarily purchase up to 4,000 hom esofthose m ostadversely
affected by expansion.T hisw ould be the biggestforced relocation in the U K in peacetim e. N o plan
hasbeengivenforthesepeopleorw heretobuildreplacem entschools.

In addition there w ould be arequirem entto accom m odate highernum bersofw orkers.T he report
statesthatpotentially 60,600/70,800 new hom esw ould berequired. How can thereportstatethat
building such avast num ber ofhom esM AY present challengesfor localauthoritiesw hen they
already struggle to m eet housing targets? Expansion hasthe potentialto destroy large areasof
GreenBelt.

Flooding
T hereportstatesthereisapotentialincreasedriskfrom floodingdow nstream from theairport
expanding.T hisisanareaw hichhasalready sufferedbadly w ithflooding-w hichw assignificantin
thew interof2013/2014.Againthereisnotjustthefinancialcostbutalsotheim pactonquality of
life.
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Q uality oflife
T hereportstatesthattherew illneedtobetrade-offsbetw eenobjectives. How everthereisone
objectivethatshouldnotbecom prom isedandthatis‘tom aintainandw herepossibleim provethe
quality oflifeforlocalresidentsandthew iderpopulation’. W estrongly believethatexpansionof
Heathrow w ouldcom prom isethisobjectiveforallthereasonsoutlinedabove.

Heathrow – propagandaandsize
W e w ould like to bring to the attention of the com m ission that m isleading,unsubstantiated
propagandahasbeen circulated by Heathrow (particularly through the ‘BackHeathrow ’ cam paign)
tolocalresidents.

Heathrow isalready the largestofthe L ondon airportsin term sofpassengersw ith 84% ofL ondon’s
long-haul:surely expandingtheairportw ouldleadtoam onopoly?

T he BAA m onopoly w asbroken up to liberalize the m arket and increase com petition. It hasbeen

oneofthegreatsuccessstoriesofU Kaviationpolicy.ExpansionatGatw ickw illincreasecom petition

w hichw illleadtolow erfaresandbetterservice.

Q 3.Doyou haveany com m entsonhow theCom m issionhascarriedoutits

appraisal?

W ehavethefollow ing com m entstohighlighttothecom m ission:

N oise
W hy hasEnglefield Green been excluded from the noise study areain the Jacobsreport on noise?

T hisisaseriousom ission and highlightsapotentialfundam entalflaw w ith thenoisem ethodology if

theCom m ission believesthatthisareaisnotim pacted by aircraftnoise. In otherw ordsifthenoise

m apping m ethodology em ployed in the analysissuggeststhat thisareaisnot adversely im pacted

undercurrent operationsthen that doesnot m atch reality-orthe proven dataobtained from the

Heathrow noisem onitor-forthepeoplelivinginEnglefieldGreen.

T he P W C report on w ellbeing statesthat living w ith aircraft noise at night doesnot produce a
statistically significant result in their regression analysis; doesthe Com m ission agree that the
m odellingapproach m ustbeflaw ed? How can itbethatdisturbanceby airplanenoiseatnightdoes
not negatively im pact on w ellbeing,given it w akesup both adultsand children? W hen basic
com m on sense iscontradicted by the resultsofaconsultant'sreportthisisvery w orrying.P revious
researchinthisareaisshow nintheR eview ontheEffectofN octurnalAircraftN oiseonHealth(S ept
2011)by Bartsand T he L ondon. T o underline thispoint: T he European Com m ission S cience for
Environm ent P olicy hasjust published itsT hem atic Issue 47 (N oise Im pactson Health) w hich
statesthat A ircraft N oise at night can result in dysfunction ofblood vesselsand cause long-term
cardiovasculardisease.

T heim pactofincreased noiseon thelearningofchildren hasnotbeen addressed – although can be
accessedintheCAA ER CD R eportAircraftN oiseandChildren’sL earning(Feb2010.)

W hy havesuchreadily availablereportsand m edicalresearchbeenoverlooked intheconsiderations

oftheCom m issionanditsconsultant?
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W illtheCom m ission acknow ledgethatthenoisem ethodology used by Heathrow isoutdated and is

notaproperm easureofthenuisancevalue? W hatw orkistheCom m issiondoingtodevelopam ore

appropriatem ethodology,givenHeathrow im pactsonsuchahugepopulation?

T he Com m ission haspreviously noted,in itspublications,thatthere isno m ethodology to value the

im pactofnoise on those w ho live in quietareascom pared to those w ho already live in fairly noisy

areas,w hich isparticularly im portant w hen considering changesto flight paths. W hat isthe

Com m issiondoingtofillthisim portantgapinthem ethodology?

A irP ollution
T he im pact ofairpollution hasnot been fully addressed. W hat are the im pactsofthe increase in
trafficvolum es,thelossofgreen beltland? Airpollution hasan im pacton lifeexpectancy. Hasthis
been review ed? Ithasrecently been reported thatEU guidelinesforL ondon are unlikely to be m et
until2025.

T heU K'stargetto reducedom esticCO 2 em issionsby 80% isunachievableiftransportem issionsare
allow edtocontinuegrow ing. How istheCom m issionaddressingthis?

How w illtheCom m issiontreatthepotentialbreachofEU airquality standardsinitsanalysis?

Q uality oflife
An obviousflaw in theP W C analysisistheom ission regardingtheassessm entofquality oflifein the
Com m ission'soverallanalysis. Itcom pletely om itsthe reduction in quality oflife thatoccursw hen
there islessgreen space and w ildlife,asthe areassurrounding theairportbecom e m ore builtup to
accom m odate the additionalw orkforce. It ignoresthe im pact on quality of life asaresult of
increasedcongestionlevelsasdem andsonroadsandtransportnetw orksincrease.

T he report stateshow the Com m ission hasvisited heritage sitesaround Gatw ick but doesnot
m ention the sitesaround Heathrow such asT he Air Force M em orialin Englefield Green,the
Kennedy m em orial,R unnym ede (the birthplace of dem ocracy),Coopers’ HillS lopesand the
surroundingN ationalT rustw oodlandandw etlands.

S urfaceaccess
An adequate surface accessassessm ent ofHeathrow and itsproposed expansion hasnot been
carried out. T here isan overriding need to addressthe surface accessissuesBEFO R E AVIAT IO N
CAP ACIT Y IN CR EAS ES CAN BECO N S IDER ED.

In 2010 the High Court found that im provem entsto transport accessrequired asacondition for
Heathrow expansion had not been m et.By im plication new proposalsforexpansion at Heathrow
m ustbebasedonadetailedassessm entofthesurfacetransportim plications.

Heathrow islocated in one ofthe m ost congested partsofL ondon.R oadsand m uch ofthe public
transportnetw orkin theHeathrow areaarealready underseriousstressfrom thew eightofcurrent
traveldem ands.T heM 25 hasthew orstreliability recordintheU K.

W illthe AirportsCom m ission considerthe potentialim pact on tourism forkey sitessuch asthe

N ationalT rust fieldsat R unnym ede,W indsoretc,asm ore congestion on the M 25 and localroads

w illdetervisitors? T he AirportsCom m ission should include the value oflostam enity and the value

oflosttourism incom eforlocalcom m unitiesinitsanalysis.
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In relation to the distributionalconsequences,hasthe Com m ission considered ascenario in w hich

the governm ent usescongestion chargesand Heathrow applieschargesforentering the airport,

includingfordropoffandpickup? Itshouldincludethisintheanalysis.

Housing
T hereporthasnotdetailed how thefacilitiesforanextra60,600 -70,800 hom esw ould bem anaged
-along w ith schools,health care,road access,transportetc.Hasthe costofthesebeen included in
theanalysisofthetotalcostsofHeathrow expansion? Ifnot,w hy not?

L ossofGreenBelt
T he report states that the extended northern runw ay at Heathrow w ould involve taking
approxim ately 238haofGreen Belt land and the third runw ay involvestaking 431haofGreen belt
(ExpansionofGatw ickw ould resultinasubstantially low erareaof9ha). How everthisdoesnotgive
thefullpictureastheestim atedoesnotincludetheam ountofGreenbeltlostduetotheincreasein
new hom esandchangesinsurfaceaccess.

IncreasedEm ploym ent
Analysisofthe last published em ploym ent survey forHeathrow dem onstratesthat tw o thirdsof
w orkersare em ployed atbelow the nationalaverage w age. W illthe Com m ission considerifthisis
due to the nature ofthe w ork orifHeathrow hasm onopsony pow erin the labourm arket and
considerthepotentialforHeathrow tohavem onopsony pow erifitexpands? **

Given actualshortagesin skilled buildinglaboursatpresentin theS outh EastofEngland (asrecently
reported in the press)w illthe Com m ission give increased w eightin the analysisforpotentialhigher
costs,toattractskilledlabourfrom overseas,andanextendedtim etableforconstruction?

T ransport forL ondon have published astudy w hich illustratesthat Heathrow 'sclaim sabout job
losses if it does not expand - or even if it w ere forced to close are flaw ed:
https://w w w .tfl.gov.uk/cdn/static/cm s/docum ents/review -of-heathrow -em ploym ent-study.pdf

P rojectrisk
In relation to itsscale and potentialindebtednesshasthe Com m ission considered the risk of
Heathrow becom ingtoobigtofailandthepotentialpublicsectorim plicationsandknock-oneffects?

Heathrow ow nership
In assessing the producersurplusbenefitsofthe airport expansion,w illthe Com m ission take into
account the ow nership structure ofHeathrow and the airlinesto dem onstrate w hat proportion of
theproducersurplusislikely toflow overseasandw hatproportionislikely torem ainintheU K?

S um m ary
T he reportstatesthat‘Forthose w ithin 5km ofthe airport,the Com m ission’squality oflife analysis
suggeststhat the ‘bundled im pact islikely to be broadly neutralw ith the positive im pactsofthe
airport (such astransport connectionsand jobs) and the negative im pacts(such asnoise and
congestion)’. T hisisnottrue forthose living w ithin 15km ofthe airportletalone 5km . In an area
thatisalready atfullem ploym entand w ithexcellenttransportconnections,expansionoftheairport
w illonly reducethequality oflifew iththeincreaseinnoise,congestion,airpollution& lossofgreen
spaceandw ildlife.

W e,asresidentsofEnglefield Green,cannotbecom pensated forthelossofquality oflife,
increased stresslevelsand the potentialfor a reduction in life expectancy w ith the
expansionofHeathrow airport.
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Backgroundinform ation

T he Bank of England and O ffice of Budget R esponsibility currently put Britain'slong-term full

em ploym ent figure at 5 per cent. In other w ordsw hen unem ploym ent isat 5 per cent this

representsthe levelat w hich anyone w ho w antsajob can find one. Zero unem ploym ent is

unachievableandundesirable,inaflexibleeconom y you w antpeopletobem ovingbetw eenjobs.

**In the lastpublished em ploym entsurvey forHeathrow ,the m edian salary (paid to 42 percentof

theirw orkforce)w asin the range £20kto £24kw ith only one third earning m ore than thisN .B.T he

average w illbe skew ed by afew at the top earning m illionsw hich isw hy it isbetterto lookatthe

m edian.T hisisbased on figuresfor2011 w hen theU Kaveragesalary w as£26,200,accordingto the

O N S ,w hilst the average salary for L ondon w as£33,900 Airport em ploym ent ishighest in the

follow ing categories: car parks,freight services,catering – w hich are traditionally low er paid

occupations.

http://w w w .heathrow airport.com /static/Heathrow /Dow nloads/P DF/Heathrow -R elated-

Em ploym ent-R eport.pdf

http://w w w .ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/ashe/annual-survey-of-hours-and-earnings/ashe-results-2011/ashe-

statistical-bulletin-2011.htm l

http://w w w .heathrow airport.com /static/Heathrow /Dow nloads/P DF/Em ploym ent-survey.pdf




