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Notes of an Open Public Meeting  
To Discuss the Pros and Cons of a Second Runway at Gatwick Airport 
held at Oakwood School, Horley on 18 July 2014
	Chairman
	Cllr Mike George (Horley Town Council) 


	Guest Speakers
	Alistair McDermid: Airports Commission Director Gatwick Airport Ltd (GAL)

Paul Roe: Gatwick Diamond Business (GDB) 

Peter Barclay: Gatwick Area Conservation Campaign (GACC)


	In attendance
	Alan Jones (Town Clerk)

Carol Fenton (Deputy Clerk)


	Those present
	200 (estimated), including local residents and Town, Borough & County Councillors 

	Welcome & Introductions

	Cllr Mike George opened the meeting by welcoming everyone present.  Each speaker was invited in turn to give a presentation. 



	Presentation by Alistair McDermid (GAL)

	Alistair McDermid said that it was important for GAL to maintain a strong relationship with Horley. 

The sale of Gatwick Airport and others in 2009 had resulted in BAA ownership being broken up to make airports more responsive to their local communities.  The Airports Commission was requesting each airport to put forwards its own plan.  

It was anticipated that the final decision by Central Government, as to whether a new runway was to be built or not, would be announced after the next General Election in 2015 and, if approved, the chosen location was likely to be Heathrow or Gatwick.  

A new runway at Gatwick would enhance employment opportunities with the creation of up to 22,000 new positions (in addition to the 31,000 existing jobs).

Adverse effects were noise, congestion, lack of housing and inadequate local infrastructure.  There would be a grant scheme and Council Tax initiatives for those most affected by noise.  Studies would be carried out with local County Councils with the aim of combatting congestion.  Approximately 9,300 houses would be built over a 25 year period across the South East.  There would be £1billion investment in road and rail access.  By 2018 there would be 18 Thameslink trains per hour to London, rising to 24 per hour by 2020.  Currently airport users only represented 6% of train usage at peak times.  Strategic road capacity improvements would be carried out to the A23 and M23.  GAL aimed to have 60% of passengers using public transport, if a second runway was built.


	Presentation by Peter Barclay (GACC) 

	Peter Barclay said that a new runway would require GAL to manage up to 95 million passengers through the airport, compared to 35 million passengers at present. 

The impact of the development on the local area would affect roads, schools, hospitals as well as the local infrastructure, and would be of no benefit to those who already lived here.  He said that Gatwick was already big enough and successful as a single runway airport.  He failed to see how GAL would achieve 60% of passengers using public transport.  Whilst noise was not a serious issue for Horley, only a very narrow band of dwellings at each end of the runway would be compensated for noise and there would be no compensation for damage to health.
West Sussex County Council had conducted a study of the impact on housing, which appeared to find that up to 40,000 more houses would be required.   If the runway was built elsewhere, existing jobs would remain, however if a second runway was built at Gatwick, some airlines such as Easyjet may decide to move elsewhere.

GACC questioned whether there was demand for a second runway.  The Airport Commission itself had indicated that there was no urgent rush before 2030.        



	Presentation by Paul Roe (GDB)

	Paul Roe said that the prospect of a second runway would give Horley youngsters the benefit of a growing airport. London Heathrow has been full for the last 10 years and the Dept of Transport has indicated that Gatwick will be full as a single runway airport by 2020.  The BRIC economies (Brazil, Russia, India, China) were fast growing and Germany was far ahead in providing flights to these places  

There was estimated to be a 31% rise in passenger demand from now until 2017. There were likely to be up to 38,000 new aircraft in the air over next 30 years.  Runway capacity was needed here.    

Mr Roe reported that 92% of member businesses who had responded to GDB wanted a second runway at Gatwick, and only 3 members who had responded were against.  

Approximately 23,000 people were directly employed at Gatwick Airport, and 13,000 in jobs directly related to the airport.  A second runway would provide an extra 20,000 jobs by 2050.          

London was the most popular destination in the world and only 23% of all those who travelled to London, from various airports, connected to another flight.  Only 8% of those travelling to Heathrow connected to another flight.  Most passengers just came to London.  There would be a far stronger argument for a” Hub” airport at Heathrow, if more than one in five travelling there connected to another flight.  It would never be possible to compete with the number of runways at Amsterdam or Paris so a Hub Airport was not necessary.  Some companies may migrate to Heathrow if a second runway was built there and this would adversely affect the local economy.  More people would be affected if the runway was built at Heathrow.  The local business community believes that Gatwick is the best place for a new runway.
Public Participation Period

Those present then considered how a second runway would affect transport, housing, employment, the environment and community facilities (including schools and healthcare).  Comments were posted on the appropriate flip charts and an analysis of the results is attached.


	Question & Answer Session

	Q:  Gary Whitworth, Chairman of the Limes Avenue Residents Association, voiced the opinion that a vote for a second runway at Gatwick would be a vote for a far worse quality of life in this area.  He said that the Gatwick area had reasonably low unemployment. Many houses would need to be built in an already congested area and there would be no economic benefit to those already here.  He said there was also concern about greater flooding risk and greater congestion on roads.  A second runway would allow Gatwick to sell the airport at a huge profit but who would pay for the infrastructure? 

A (GAL):  The cost of the project would be around £8 billion with private investment and no recourse to the taxpayer.  The Government might be minded to support another runway as economically beneficial to the nation as a whole.  Infrastructure - contribution by GAL to road and rail infrastructure. There will be a need for appropriate investment in schools, GP surgeries etc.  GAL may also make a contribution to this, although usually provided by Central/Local Government.  (GACC comment – Airports Commission estimate costs of £13 billion to build, and £17.7 billion on infrastructure.) 



	Q:  Concerns about environmental effects.  Will opinions of local people make any difference? 
A (Cllr George):  Horley Town Council is gathering the views of local residents before making a response to the Airports Commission.  It was important to respond to the Airport Commissions’ Consultations.  This meeting, plus questionnaire responses, will make a significant contribution to the Town Council’s response to any consultations. 



	Q:  A resident of Haroldslea Drive expressed concerns about flooding if large areas are turned to tarmac for parking.  What will happen about flooding?

A (GAL):  It was important for the airport to deal with the issue properly and divert water courses, where necessary.  The advice from the Environment Agency was based on 1-in-100 years’ flood model and 20% allowance for climate change. Water courses could be put in deeper channels to benefit both residents and Gatwick. The airport was not allowed to discharge water into water courses at a greater rate than a farmer’s field.    



	Q:  What effect would deeper water courses have on biodiversity?  There was a global obligation to reduce greenhouse gasses.  Will the industry meet given targets?

A (GAL):  With regard to biodiversity, there has been consultation with Natural England, who were satisfied with the schemes so far. 



	Q:  Two thirds of staff now in airport catering are foreign nationals.  How will future jobs be advertised?  

A (GAL):  There would be discussion with East and West Sussex County Councils about how to promote jobs and to map out current and future supply of staff.  Local authorities nearby are keen to integrate local residents back into local community to work.  In Croydon there was a pre-existing arrangement with Croydon College to train students for employment relevant to an airport environment.  It would be necessary to put together programmes of housing, training and recruitment.  (The Chairman of the meeting added that Apprenticeship Schemes needed to be made available to students in Horley as well as in Crawley.)  

 

	Q:  What about the transport situation - M25 cannot be improved.  Passengers to Gatwick often need to transfer to Heathrow.  Are there any plans for a Heathrow to Gatwick link?

A (GAL):  There are discussions about the electrification of the North Downs line, plus improvements around the Guildford and Reading areas. 


	Q:  Horley is a low lying area where there are reportedly high levels of cardiac and breathing problems endured by many people.  Medical conditions, such as, asthma, bronchitis and other lung complaints can be exacerbated by the emissions from planes.  As a second runway could make the condition worse for asthma sufferers, how would the requirements for more medical staff be met, plus the need for more doctors for all the extra people? 

A (GAL):  The issue regarding doctors needs to be addressed regardless of the second runway.  Difficult to assess the effects of noise and pollution on health.  Reigate & Banstead Borough Council already assesses air quality in some areas.  As the volume of particulates increases, there will be a need to know how this will impact on health.  

	Q:  Off peak trains are crowded with people getting on a Gatwick, and often no seats available.  Trains are not long enough (4-8 carriages).  How will train services improve?

A (GAL):  Significant new capacity is coming to Gatwick with better quality new rolling stock. An improved Thameslink service will improve matters.  There will be enough rail capacity if a second runway is approved.  Airport travellers take up 6% of capacity in commuter trains.  There is £3billion in revenue generated by Gatwick passengers in off peak periods.   (Those present at the meeting were unanimous in their views that they had no wish to see the service to and from Horley Station down-graded as a result of these changes.)


	Q:  Will night flights increase, whether or not a second runway is approved?  

A (GACC):  The night noise regime (23.30 – 6.00 am) is set by the Secretary of State for Transport.    Airlines can change times, but there are a maximum number of night flights in summer/winter.  GACC fought to get down number of night flights and was successful until 2006.  Secretary of State will not bring down night flight allocation.  Airlines are trying to use maximum amount of night flights.



	Q:  Why has there been no consultation regarding new flight paths?  In West Sussex areas are being flown over, which have never been flown over before.

A (Cllr George):  The Department for Transport is implementing change to the way air space is managed by concentrating the channel down which aircraft fly.  This reduces noise to the overall number of people affected but has a greater effect on others. 



	Questions raised at or after the meeting with answers subsequently provided

	Q: We heard a lot about the pros and cons of the end result.  If there is a second runway built, how will the panel work together to minimise impact on residents and commuters during building work?

A (GAL):  If the Government selects Gatwick as the location for a new runway in the South East , and if Gatwick decides to proceed with the development, planning permission would be required via the Development Consent Order process.  This includes further consultation on all aspects of the scheme at the earliest stage.  Gatwick will work with the local authorities, and other stakeholders throughout the planning and construction phases to ensure that disruption during construction is minimised as far as possible.
Q:  Beyond this runway consultation will there be a further commitment from Gatwick to no more building?
 

A (GAL):  Gatwick's proposals for a second runway, as submitted to the Airports Commission, take the airport's development up to 2050.  We have not considered requirements beyond this timeframe.
 

Q:  In addition, one major 'positive' emphasised by the GAL speaker was that of job creation.  Presumably any sustained economic benefits projected by Gatwick- including for new employees- is based on seats on new flights being filled.  Given the vast increase in the gap between rich and poor in the UK, the increased numbers having to choose between heating and eating, relying on food banks, or being made homeless, I would be interested to know who Gatwick is planning to sell these flights to.  Alternatively put, who (apart from GAL) are to be the primary beneficiaries of increased flight numbers?

 

A (GAL):  In its December 2013 Interim Report, the Airports Commission concluded that: “there is a clear case for one net additional runway in London and the South East, to come into operation by 2030. Gatwick agrees with the need for one additional runway, but our own traffic forecasting suggests the need may arise even sooner, by 2025.
 
London is today the best connected city in the world due to the strength of its economy, its attractiveness for visitors and the size and diversity of its population. This in turn means that local demand for air travel to and from London is the highest in the world. Air travel is no longer the preserve of the affluent. Passengers are increasingly valuing convenience, price and reliability offered by low cost carriers. 
 
The UK, and London in particular, is emerging strongly from a global financial crisis. Gatwick announced in June that its rolling annual passenger numbers had reached a new record of 36.6 million passengers. We have stated our belief that a two runway Gatwick could handle 95 million passengers by 2050.  Our job creation forecast is based on our forecast passenger numbers. 
Q: I attended the meeting at Oakwood school and have the following question.  I believe that no second runway plans for LGW can start until 2019.  There was no mention of a time frame from getting the go ahead to the first plane using the new runway, assuming that all the infrastructure such as roads and terminals are in place.  So how long are we talking about (and would that be from 2019?), 2, 3, 4, 5 or 10 years?

 
A (GAL):  We remain committed to our legal agreement with West Sussex County Council which prevents construction of a second runway at Gatwick before 2019.  If the Government makes a decision on the location of a new runway in the South East in 2015, as the current Airports Commission timetable suggests, then Gatwick can deliver an operational runway by 2025.  This timetable includes time to complete the planning process via a Development Consent Order.  We would aim to achieve development consent in 2019, followed by a five year construction programme.   



	Q:  In line with our global obligations to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, in order to prevent catastrophic and irreversible climate change, in 2010 the International Civil Aviation Organisation set targets of average fuel efficiency improvements for aircraft of 2% per annum, from 2010 to 2050.  Given that any positive effects of these improvements will be negated proportionally by any increase in flights, could you please tell us how the industry is currently doing in relation to these targets, and if it is on track to meet its goals for 2050?
 
A (GAL):  Developing ways to decarbonise current and future aviation is a very important issue and one which Gatwick Airport is working closely with Sustainable Aviation to respond to.  

 
A world-first, Sustainable Aviation (SA) was launched in 2005 and brings together the main players from UK airlines, airports, manufacturers and air navigation service providers 
This work is closely aligned with the global industry targets to reduce CO2 set out in your question.  Every few years SA produces a Progress Report which details how the industry has been achieving in reducing CO2 emissions.  The last report was published in January this year. For more info please see http://www.sustainableaviation.co.uk/2014/sa-publishes-fourth-progress-report/   
The report details the performance of UK airlines which are part of SA over the last 10 years.  Of note between 2007 and 2012 there have been no increase in SA airline CO2 emissions and SA airline fuel efficiency has improved by 10% between 2003 and 2012.   
This performance is good but not quite on track to meet the global targets set out in your question. 

In 2012 SA published its updated CO2 Road-Map which demonstrates the potential to disconnect future growth in UK aviation from growth in CO2 emission through a mix of new aircraft technology, better operational techniques, use of sustainable aviation fuels and an effective global carbon trading scheme.  
 For more info please see
 http://www.sustainableaviation.co.uk/information/sustainable-aviation-papers/   
 In response to the challenge of the global targets the UK aviation industry is very keen to demonstrate leadership on the subject and is responding in a number of ways:
 
         SA Airlines are investing in newer aircraft – EasyJet have new A320 neo aircraft on order, British Airways have A380 and B787 aircraft replacing older aircraft, Thomson airways have new 737 aircraft on order and Virgin Atlantic have invested in new A330 and B787 aircraft.  These new aircraft offer up to a 25% reduction in fuel burn and CO2 emissions over the aircraft they replace.  In addition SA airlines have a range of fuel efficiency and CO2 reduction targets and programmes in place (please see the case studies in the SA Progress Report for more information).
         SA Aerospace manufacturers are continuing to invest billions of pounds in new research and technology for future aircraft and engines.  One example of this is the new Rolls-Royce XWB engine which has been developed for the A350 which offers over a 15% fuel efficiency gain over the Trent 700 engine which entered service with airlines in 1995
         NATS a leading partner in SA have set tough targets on improving airspace efficiency and reducing CO2 and noise.  In their 2014 Corporate Responsibility Report they report progress against their CO2 target – ‘A long term strategic target to reduce ATM CO2 emissions by an average 10% per flight by 2020, from a 2006 baseline and an interim target to achieve an average 4% per flight reduction by the end of 2014 calendar year, against the 2006 baseline.’ So far NATS have enabled an estimated 2.2% reduction in CO2 emissions per flight, equating to a reduction of c190,000 tonnes CO2.  For more info please see http://www.nats.aero/environment/corporate-responsibility-report-2014/read-our-full-report/air-traffic-management/progress-reducing-co2/  
         SA Airports including Gatwick [in addition to direct on airport energy management initiatives to reduce electricity and CO2 emissions] have continued to promote best practice techniques to help reduce CO2 emissions from aircraft operations in the immediate vicinity of airports – these range from enabling airlines to taxi with reduce engines, encouraging pilots to turn off jet fuel based electrical power generators and use on airport supplies as well as exploring way to further reduce emissions on final approach to the airport and initial climb out on departure. (See SA Progress Report for further information)
 
Beyond this, Gatwick Airport is fully supporting SA on 2 new initiatives to further reduce CO2 emissions.  
 
        The first of these is a further campaign to improve the use of continuous descent operations (CDOs) by aircraft arriving into UK airports.  Please see http://www.sustainableaviation.co.uk/2014/sustainable-aviation-launches-continuous-descent-operations-campaign/ 


  This seeks to achieve a 5% increase in CDA’s across the UK will deliver over 30,000 individual quieter arrivals and save around 10,000 tonnes of CO2
         The second is a key piece of work for SA looking at how we can work in a smarter way with UK government to enable the scaling up of new sustainable aviation fuel use – Independent assessment shows that there is a potential to reduce UK aviation’s carbon emissions by 1.7 million tonnes per annum by 2030, and by 18% by 2050, through the uptake of sustainable aviation fuels.  Both British Airways and Virgin Atlantic are leading projects on this – see http://www.britishairways.com/en-gb/bamediacentre/newsarticles?articleID=20140416080250#.U9fIOU10wdU  and http://www.virgin.com/unite/business-innovation/sustainable-fuels-for-aviation-getting-ready-for-take-off 
 
In addition to all these direct initiatives by the aviation industry to tackle CO2 emissions there will remain a need to have a robust and effective global emission trading mechanism to meet the global aviation 50% reduction in CO2 by 2050.  On this matter whilst there are clearly emerging global challenges for rapidly emerging economies outside Europe and the US on CO2 reduction target, ICAO are working hard to develop proposals that can be agreed at their next meeting in 2016.  Outside of this global context it is worth noting that all flights operating within Europe are already part of an EU Emissions trading scheme. For further information contact Sustainable Aviation directly: info@sustainableaviation.co.uk 


	Q:  Further development at Gatwick may increase the risk of organophosphate pollution. Can you please give us your views about these risks, what limits and monitoring will need to be carried out and what safeguards will need to be in place?
A (Leon Hibbs, Air Quality Monitoring Officer, Reigate & Banstead BC):   The airport releases organophosphates into the atmosphere with these compounds mainly coming from hydraulic and turbine oils. Although the term organophosphates encompasses a range of chemicals that have been used as insecticides, flame retardants, and nerve agents (VX and sarin), the typical organophosphates that might be encountered airside at the airport include:

-  tricresyl phosphate (TCP) – from turbine and engine oils 

(also used as plasticiser and flame retardant)

- dibutylphenyl phosphate (DBPP) – from hydraulic oils

- tri-n-butyl phosphate (TnBP) - from hydraulic oils

Given the plans at Gatwick to more than double the number of aircraft using the airport it is not unrealistic that the levels of these pollutants may rise, but it is also likely that the oils / lubricants that give rise to these pollutants will be reformulated with time to reduce the emissions, given that they are a recognised source of organophosphates, and the general desire to reduce exposure to these pollutants.

Reigate & Banstead Borough Council  does not undertake any monitoring of organophosphates at the current time, as they do not fall under the local air quality regime as specified under the Environment Act 1995, and so it is not possible to say what the current levels are in the vicinity of Gatwick.  However the general pattern of pollution from the organophosphates is likely to follow that of the aircraft derived NOx pollution, with the highest residential exposure likely to be on the southern side of the Horley Gardens Estate.

Elsewhere there is also a general absence of data on the concentrations of organophosphates either in or around airports, although some published airside data is available, with the focus of most work on the exposure of passengers in the aircraft cabin. 

However given the likely relatively low emissions of these pollutants and the distance from Gatwick to the residential receptors, these pollutants are currently unlikely to pose a threat to residents’ health, and as the proposals for the second runway and third terminal place the main sources even further from the Horley Gardens Estate, it is unlikely that there will be any increase in these pollutants over current levels, given the distances and thus dilution of the pollutant involved.




Public Participation Period

As part of the open public meeting residents were invited to give their views on five major topics and below are the summaries of the major issues raised under each topic heading:

Housing:

· Concerns over flooding in the local area from additional housing.
· Threat to the Green Belt.
· The need for more low cost/affordable housing.
· Concerns on where new housing would be built.
· Capacity in Horley to accept more housing.
· Concerns over the huge rise in the amount of new housing required.
Employment:

· New jobs will be filled by people outside of the local area as Horley is in a low unemployment area.
· As an area of low unemployment no need for new jobs.
· No benefit to Horley residents.
· Local people should be given preference for new jobs.
· Kent and other areas have high unemployment so develop airports in those areas.
· What assistance will be given to displaced businesses employing local people.
· New runway will provide more jobs.
· Training of young people for the new jobs with more courses at local colleges and universities.
· Look at other industries to create new jobs not Gatwick
Transport:

· Local roads are already congested.
· Trains are at capacity.
· Concerns over the capacity of the local motorway network.
· Local roads need to be improved so the new runway could help to address this.
· Major impact on or loss of Green Belt.
· Need better East and West railway links.
· Additional runway will improve safety.
· The capacity of public transport and infrastructure should be increased ahead of demand.
· Impacts on local businesses and residents whilst major roads are being diverted.
· Poor connections with Heathrow.
· Public transport is good and well placed to support an expanded airport and will expand to meet an increase in demand.
· Current public transport is inadequate and the planned improvements are not enough to meet the expected demand.
· Doubts that the 60% usage of public transport and the increase in rail capacity is achievable.
Community Facilities:

· Ongoing lack of capacity in the education system and will this be better planned in future.
· Concerns whether hospitals and GP services will cope with an increase in population.
· New infrastructure projects do not always deliver what is promised.
· Where will the additional hospitals and schools be built.
· Increased pressure on the existing infrastructure.
· Need a major injuries unit in Horley to avoid having to travel to East Surrey or Crawley hospitals.
· Greater investment in Horley town centre with more shops to make it a more attractive place to live.
· Infrastructure will expand to meet demand.
Environment:

· The health authorities should publish a report on existing health problems from Gatwick e.g. blood pressure, strokes.

· Where will flight paths go.

· Noise increase and adverse environmental effects intolerable already with profound damage to health.

· Insulation schemes will have no benefit to gardens.

· Concerns on flooding and mitigation – the water has to go somewhere. Are we pushing the problem elsewhere.

· To allow a new runway to be built other airports will have to reduce flights to meet the Climate Change Act.

· Residents who live here may be forced to move away because the semi-rural environment will be destroyed.

· Aircraft noise is increasing as are fumes from the airport, M23 and M25 and this is unhealthy and bad for the environment.

· How much extras fuel/oil will end up in our ponds and in the air.

· I live a mile away from the end of the runway [on the side] and find aircraft make no more noise than other forms of transport.

· Noise, what noise?  Aircraft have improved a lot and so less noisy.

