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5 September 2010
Mr Paul Fairham

Planning Department

Crawley Borough Council

Town Hall, The Boulevard, 

Crawley, West Sussex, RH10 1UZ

Dear Mr Fairham
Planning Application No. CR/2010/0396/NCC
REMOVAL OF CONDITION 1 (USE AS DIVERSION ONLY) OF CR/2008/0465/FUL 
OBJECTION


Gatwick Area Conservation Campaign (GACC) OBJECTS to this application.

The A380 is the largest passenger plane in the world.  Although it is a triumph for European technology, we believe that technical advance should not be pursued at the cost of worsening conditions for residents:  ideally it should be used to improve the environment.  This objection will therefore be withdrawn if appropriate environmental safeguards are obtained.   

It is worth remembering the history of this application.  The runway was first widened to accept the A380 without planning approval and it as only when GACC alerted Crawley Council to this offence that a retrospective application was submitted which asserted that the facility would only be used for diversionary flights.  We pointed out that the Gatwick Airport Interim Master Plan envisages regular A380 services and suggested the application should only be approved on condition that A380 aircraft were only permitted to land on emergency diversion.  That recommendation was accepted but, not unexpectedly, the airport is now asking that the condition be removed so that scheduled services can be admitted.
GROUNDS OF OBJECTION

1.  Noise and Pollution
The A380 is a noisy aircraft; it will make more noise than most types of aircraft operating at present from Gatwick.

This can be demonstrated by the Environmental Statement (ES) submitted in July 2008.  Table 6.2 shows that the noise footprint of the A380 will be less than the Boeing 747-400.  That is good because the 747-400 is the noisiest aircraft using Gatwick.  But in 2005 it only accounted for 1.4% of Gatwick aircraft movements.

The ES also shows that compared to the Boeing 777-300 the noise footprint is larger for departures but smaller for arrivals.  Taking the two together it is larger by 2 square kilometers - 30% worse.  In 2005 the 777 accounted for 4.8% of Gatwick movements.

One of the main types of aircraft which use Gatwick is the Airbus 320 which accounts for 28.6% of Gatwick movements. The A380 is substantially noisier than the A320.  The other main type of aircraft is the Boeing 737 (35.8%) of which there are several different variants.  We do not have figures for the use, or noise levels, of each variant but certainly the A380 is noisier than several variants. 
The ES assumes that the A380 will be substituted for the larger (noisiest) aircraft, and this may be true to the extent that it will not be able to fly into small airports abroad.  But since the purpose of the Gatwick Master Plan, and indeed the purpose behind the development of the A380, is to get more passengers off existing runways, it would follow that the A380 may in practice be substituted for smaller (quieter) aircraft or be flown in addition to existing flights.
We therefore request that this application should only be granted on condition that use of the A380 is permitted only on routes where it will replace noisier aircraft.  This condition would require Gatwick Airport Limited (GAL) to report to the Council, when considering the introduction of an A380 into the schedule, with details of the route and airline concerned and the aircraft type or types being replaced. 
If that is agreed we will withdraw this objection.

Throughout the Supporting Planning Statement (SPS) of August 2010 and the previous ES the impact of the A380 is compared with that of other large aircraft that it might replace.  But GAL have shown that they intend to increase the number of passengers from around 32 million a year at present to 40 million a year and it seems likely therefore that they would encourage operators to use the A380 in addition to other large aircraft thus causing an increase in noise and pollution.  In view of the considerable noise and pollution already suffered in the area and the potential for reducing those impacts, we suggest that GAL should be required to limit the numbers and types of aircraft using the airport so as to reduce noise and pollution progressively over the next five years using 2009 data as a base year.  The area covered by the 57dB LAeq 16 hour contour should be reduced by 2% per year and the annual NOx emissions as measured at the Horley receptor should also be reduced by 2% per year.  In this way new technologies (including the A380) can be used to benefit local people and the environment whilst not precluding increased passenger numbers and efficiency.

2.   Visual impact
The A380 is a very large aircraft.  Its wingspan is 80m (262ft), and its length 73m (239ft). 
The larger the aircraft, the more alarming and threatening it is overhead.   The A380 is as wide as a football pitch is long.  It has a wing span as wide as the length of 10 London (Routemaster) buses.   Its bulk in the sky is roughly the same as 50 London buses.  Not everyone will be able to ignore, or sleep peacefully in their beds, with a machine equivalent to 50 double-decker buses overhead.  This is particularly so on approach where the aircraft is at a relatively low altitude for several miles and where the suggested lower noise levels will be more than offset by the alarming bulk of the aircraft overhead.
GAL already receives several thousand complaints every year about aircraft disturbance and, of course, for every one person who lifts a telephone to complain, a thousand suffer without action.  Although classified under noise, many of these include visual intrusion - a typical comment is ‘a constant stream of aircraft overhead’ (not a constant noise of aircraft).

It is significant that a significant number of the complaints come from residents of Horsham, Waverley, Mole Valley, Reigate and Banstead, Tandridge, Sevenoaks, and Wealden.
According to a survey conducted in May 2006 by the London Borough of Hounslow 92% of people living in the borough think residents will be disturbed, bothered or annoyed by the A380.  People living near Gatwick are likely to feel the same.  We suggest that the restrictions proposed above (to reduce noise and pollution progressively) should be regarded as compensation for the additional visual impact of the A380.
3.  Vortices
Because of its size the A380 will create vortices in its wake.  The CAA has issued a notice to air traffic controllers stating that: ‘The A380-800 with a maximum take-off weight in the order of 560,000 Kg generates vortices that are more substantial than other aircraft in the Heavy wake turbulence category.
 

An article in the Observer has drawn attention to the damage to properties near Heathrow caused by wake vortices, and surmised that the damage caused by the A380 will be worse.

We are surprised that the ES prepared for BAA makes no mention of this potential problem.
If planning permission is granted a condition should be attached that a vortex compensation scheme, as is in operation at Heathrow, should be introduced.

4.   Road traffic

The Gatwick Outline Master Plan published in March 2005 stated that: ‘The A380 ...could well operate around a dozen daily flights to/from Gatwick by 2015.’   The ES submitted by BAA suggests that the addition to road traffic will be insignificant.  A simple calculation shows, however, that if - as envisaged in the Gatwick Outline Master Plan - twelve fully loaded (with say 600 passengers) A380s arrive and depart each day, replacing aircraft with 300 passengers, it would add around 8% to Gatwick passenger numbers and so impact adversely on road traffic congestion.  GAL should be required to do more to encourage public transport use by contributing financially to the improvement of the airport rail station and by any other means at its disposal so that there is no increase in road traffic.  If the measures taken have insufficient effect then GAL should limit the numbers and types of aircraft using the airport.
5. Wide Impact
In view of the importance of this issue to residents in neighbouring Districts, we are copying this letter to planning officers in Horsham, Mole Valley, Reigate and Banstead, and Tandridge as well as to those in Kent that seem to have been overlooked.
I trust these suggestions will be useful to you and the planning committee.
Yours sincerely

John Byng
Vice Chairman
Notes
�   ERCD (DfT) Report 0705 see -� HYPERLINK "http://www.caa.co.uk/docs/1653/Figure%202.2%20Departure%20noise%20footprints.pdf" ��http://www.caa.co.uk/docs/1653/Figure%202.2%20Departure%20noise%20footprints.pdf�


�   Gatwick Interim Master Plan page 15


�   CAA.  Air Traffic Services Information Notice 93.  3 November 2006


�   Observer 6 May 2005  -� HYPERLINK "http://www.guardian.co.uk/travel/2005/may/01/travelnews.observerescapesection3?commentpage=1" ��http://www.guardian.co.uk/travel/2005/may/01/travelnews.observerescapesection3?commentpage=1�
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