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27th March 2018 
 
To: airspace.feedback@heathrowconsultation.com 
 
 
Dear Sirs 
 
Heathrow Airspace Consultation 
 
This letter is sent on behalf of Albury Parish Council in response to the Heathrow Airspace 
Consultation.   
 
Albury is a historic parish to the south east of Guildford with circa. 1,000 inhabitants.  It lies 
in the Surrey Hills, in a designated Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, The Green Belt and 
an Area of Great Landscape Value. The landscape found in our parish is valued by both its 
residents and the many visitors it attracts for its natural beauty and tranquility. Albury Parish 
currently lies on the flight path for both Gatwick Airport and Heathrow airport and suffers 
further from air traffic pollution from Farnborough airport.   
 
We are disappointed that there is no overall strategy across all of these airports to minimise 
their combined effect on our parish. Surrey is the most overflown county in the UK and 
subsequently suffers both noise and environmental pollution.  We do not support the 
extension of Heathrow Airport to include a new runway where planes take off to the west 
but subsequently turn east on route to Europe and eastern destinations, as the incremental 
increase of aircraft numbers will further damage the tranquility of the Surrey Hills. This is an 
area valued and given the highest protection under UK law by the Secretary of State, in 
order to protect its natural beauty. 
 
We believe that a new runway would be better placed away from the south east of England, 
where it could provide economic benefits and jobs where they are needed in the north of 
England. This would promote house building, and economic prosperity in the north of 
England and reduce the north-south divide which places so much pressure on the south east 
of England to deliver housing, business, road and rail links, the need for which continues to 
erode the Surrey Hills AONB. 
 
In response to the specific questions asked in the consultation: 
 

1. When designing airspace, Heathrow should:  
 
Please select one box only 

 



a) Minimise the total number of people overflown, with flight paths designed to impact as few people as 
possible 

 
b) Minimise the number of people newly overflown, keeping flight paths close to where they are today, 
where possible 

 
c) Share flight paths over a wider area, which might increase the total number of people overflown but 
would reduce the number of people most affected by the flight paths as the noise will be shared more 
equally 
Please provide any comments you have on flight paths in the box below 
 
We cannot support option A above as this would suggest that aircraft should fly over areas 
of low density housing and this would include the Surrey Hills which is highly valued and has 
statutory protection for its tranquillity.  The noise of aircraft is noticeably greater in areas of 
low background noise but less in urban areas where there are higher levels of background 
noise. 
We cannot support option B above, as there is no reason why people who have not 
previously been affected by aircraft noise should be immune from it, if to do so would 
benefit the wider community. 
Option C would be preferable as this would decrease the number of flights over any one 
specific area.  We have great concerns that the modernisation of aircraft and airspace (FAS 
and PBN) will reduce the need for a “stack” but introduce far greater concentration of flights 
on the flight path chosen.   
Should this occur over the Surrey Hills it would ruin the unspoilt tranquility that this area is 
valued for by residents and visitors.  Please bear in mind that the recommendations that 
result from this consultation are subject to approval by PINS and the Secretary of State who 
have already given the Surrey Hills AONB maximum protection under the National Planning 
Policy Framework. 
 
Q2. Principle 2: Urban and rural areas 
 
When designing airspace, Heathrow should:  
 
Please select one box only 

 
a) Prioritise routing aircraft over urban areas, recognising that urban areas have higher general noise 
levels 

 
b) Prioritise routing aircraft over rural areas where fewer people live 
Please provide any comments you have on overflight of urban or rural areas in the box below 
 
We do not agree with question 2 option B above; we favour response A for question 2 as 
background noise levels are higher in urban areas versus rural where they are low. 
We have particular concern about the wording of this question.  Consultations are by nature 
a way of canvassing for volumes of opinion by way of individual response-a “game of 
numbers”.  Given that far more potential respondents live in urban areas than rural, this 
question is skewed to favour urban dwellers who will prefer option B.  Please remember that 
rural environments are used by those living in urban centres for recreation so if you damage 
the rural environment it affects everyone.  Once again Heathrow cannot operate in isolation 
and the impact of other airports and their air traffic must form part of this analysis. 
 
Q3. Principle 3: Urban areas 
 
When designing airspace in urban areas, Heathrow should:  



 
Please select one box only 

 
a) Prioritise routing aircraft over parks and open spaces rather than residential areas 

 
b) Prioritise routing aircraft over residential areas, avoiding aircraft overflight of parks and open spaces 
Please provide any comments you have on parks and open spaces in urban areas in the box 
below 
 
We favour neither option but place great importance on the value of peaceful amenity space 
as provided by parks and open spaces. 
 
 
Q4. Principle 4: Noise and emissions 
 
*Note that emissions refer to those impacting climate change, not health. 
 
When designing airspace, Heathrow should: 
 
Please select one box only 

 
a) Design flight paths that prioritise the reduction of aircraft noise for local communities over those that 
reduce fuel burn and emissions* 

 
b) Design flight paths that prioritise a reduction in fuel burn and emissions* over those that reduce noise 
for local communities 
Please provide any comments you have on noise and emissions*: 
We cannot support either Q4 A or B.  Aircraft noise and emissions cannot be traded off 
against each other.  The new modernisation of airspace allows for more accurate flight times 
and avoids the need for a “stack” and the noise and emissions caused by using excess fuels, 
however, this technology means concentrating all of the noise and emissions into one flight 
path.  This is unreasonable for those who will live on the flight path. 

Q5. Principle 5: Technology and innovation 
 
In order to deliver any of these design principles, all aircraft will need to be equipped with the 
latest technology. We will not design flight paths to accommodate aircraft with older navigation 
technologies and there may be parts of the design where aircraft with the highest specification 
of navigation technology have an advantage. 
 
Please provide any comments you have on technology and innovation in the box below 

Please see our response to question 4.  New technology has its limitations and means a 
trade-off between noise and emissions, this is unacceptable. Further technology may allow 
planes to be quieter but frequency and concentration will be greater. 

Q6. Principle 6: Night flights 

 
Please note: Heathrow’s future plans include a six and a half hour ban on scheduled night flights 
between 11pm and 7am – we are consulting on this in our expansion consultation, 
 
Heathrow has made good progress over the last few years in reducing the number of late 
running flights that operate from the airport and, with expansion, we have committed to a six 
and a half hour ban on scheduled flights in the night period (sometime between 11pm and 7am). 
 
However, some aircraft will need to use Heathrow late at night or early in the morning: what key 
principles should we apply to the design of flight paths for arrivals and departures during these 



times? (You may like to consider the design principle options set out in Questions 1-5). 
 
Please provide any comments in the box below 

We would prefer to stick to current Government guidelines of 11pm-7am for night flights 
and for there to be a reduction in the number of aircraft allowed to boycott these times with 
fines for airlines that regularly offend.  If a “stack” system is to be used for holding aircraft, 
this should be higher and further out over sea and not over the Surrey Hills or the Downs. 
This would reduce the impact of noise and emissions over the UK. We would also like to see 
a ban on night flights at Gatwick. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

Joanna Cadman 
 
 
Joanna Cadman 
Clerk to the Council 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 

 


