Response Guide to consultation on Heathrow Expansion National Policy
Statement by the NO 3RD RUNWAY COALITION

The No 3rd Runway Coalition opposes the proposed amendments to the HENPS because, as highlighted by
the Government's own supporting documents, expansion at Heathrow would have major adverse impacts
on the environment, communities and the economy. We urge the government not to designate the draft
Heathrow Expansion National Policy Statement and withdraw support for Heathrow expansion.

Key Points to include

Need for Expansion: The government's case is heavily based on aspirational economic claims and does
not adequately demonstrate that a third runway is necessary, rather than merely politically preferred. The
supporting material itself acknowledges that the economic benefits at national level are uncertain and may
reflect displacement of activity rather than wholly additional growth.

Government's Four Tests: We do not agree that the government's four tests are set in a way that
makes expansion capable of being delivered without unacceptable harm.

1. Air Pollution: Expansion risks new breaches of air quality legislation or worsening of existing
breaches. The additional 276,000 aircraft will result in a 55% increase in NOX* and 60% increase in
PM2.5%*, whilst UFPs* remain unassessed. All 22 of the monitors around Heathrow would currently fail
the EU's lower limit values on NOX.

2. Noise: Flight paths not published and modelling based on indicative scenarios that are 12 years out of
date. Up to 3.4 million people will be exposed to levels of aircraft noise that is deemed harmful to
health.

3. Climate: Heathrow expansion remains fundamentally in tension with the UK's climate obligations by
increasing carbon emissions by 6 million tonnes per annum. This would result in aviation emissions
being twice as high in 2050 as recommended by the Committee on Climate Change.

4. Economy: A negative impact on the economy to the cost of £62bn and at best just 0.05% growth in
GDP (some 90% less than previous estimates). The appraisal makes clear that it is not possible to
establish that the project will produce additional growth rather than simply redistribute economic
activity.

Mitigation

Mitigation is proposed as a device to alleviate the harms done by the scheme, yet the evidence presented
in the Appraisal of Sustainability makes clear that this level of harm cannot simply be mitigated away. The
proposals for future controls, monitoring and applicant-led plans will provide no reassurance to those
communities who will suffer the most serious impacts of expansion in terms of noise, air pollution and
congestion on local transport networks.

Night Flights

It is vital that any proposal seeks to protect communities already affected by late evening and early
morning disturbance.

We disagree with defining the ban on scheduled night flights by the time a plane takes off or lands rather
than by departure from and arrival to the terminal. We would like to see the implementation of an 8-hour
night flight ban in line with World Health Organization guidance. At the very least, the HENPS could have
set an expectation about a longer period without flights or reduction in number in the early morning.

*NOX: nitric oxide (NO) and nitrogen dioxide (NO 2), the nitrogen oxides most relevant for air pollution.
*PM2.5: the measurement of microscopic particles causing air pollution and health issues
*UFPs: ultrafine particles that can enter the lungs and bloodstream.
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