
	

	

 
 

Heathrow Airport Expansion Consultation, Summer 2019  
 
Background 
 
The Ealing Field Residents Association (EFRA) represents 2,000 households in Northfields 
/South Ealing and shares a boundary with Brentford. EFRA is emphatic about its opposition 
to any expansion at Heathrow Airport. Ealing is at present badly affected by easterly 
operations from Heathrow Airport with 40% of the 650 daily take-offs overhead, resulting in 
some 260 planes a day. EFRA believes that there is no scope for additional flights over the 
Ealing area.  It simply does not make sense to expand an airport in such a heavily populated 
area already exposed to unacceptable levels of noise and air pollution throughout the day 
and much of the night. It is disingenuous to suggest that such issues can be addressed by 
quieter aircraft, airspace management, respite 'slots' and noise insulation.  
  
No aspect of this present submission to the Airport Expansion Consultation should be taken 
as an endorsement, by EFRA, of the current proposals.  
 
Noise metrics 
 
A legally-binding ‘noise envelope’ should not be based simply on LAeq averages but include 
the following metrics:  
 

1. The 51LAeq contour to frame the envelope, to be reviewed every 5 years.  
2. In addition to averaging out the noise, a metric showing the number of planes flying 

overhead must be used. For example, N60 would indicate the number of planes 
passing overhead in excess of 60 decibels.  

3. A single-mode contour must be introduced to ensure that noise in any particular area 
is measured only on the days when planes are overflying that area.  

 
A noise envelope needs reviewing every five years and must be overseen by an 
independent scrutiny panel that has effective powers to ensure compliance.  
 
Early growth 

Indicative maps in the March 2019 consultation showed that the EFRA area would be 
subject for the first time to arrival noise and that this noise is likely to affect residents most 
between 6 and 7am. Arrival paths clash with the current departure route affecting our area, 
resulting in both easterly departures and westerly arrivals. We reiterate our complete 
opposition to more aircraft noise and pollution than is currently experienced. 

 



	

	

Directional preference 

Any increase in the proportion of easterly flights over our area is completely unacceptable.  
The burden we currently shoulder is unacceptable and we vehemently oppose any increase 
in such flights over our area.  We therefore strongly oppose any change to the current 
regime.  If there were no ‘westerly preference’ scheme, Ealing would have departure noise 
50% of the time instead of the current 30% plus of the time.  We therefore oppose any 
change to the current ‘westerly preference’ operation for the airport.  This in part reflects 
Heathrow’s recognition that departure noise is louder than landing noise.   

Runway alternation patterns  

Looking further ahead, the new Runway 3 (if built) would be so close to the existing north 
runway that, even if there is alternation on departure, the flight paths from each would 
always be audible to Ealing residents (when there are departures over our area).  

With Ealing subject to excessive aircraft noise already, increasing this burden for our area 
would be unacceptable. We must have proper immutable periods in a day where there is no 
aircraft noise. We also seek clarity on how the runway alternation proposals link in with the 
proposed changes to future airspace use.  

Night flights 

EFRA reiterates its position of a total night flight ban between 11pm and 6am and a gradual 
reduction of movements between 6-7am.  

Surface access 

We believe that the National Policy document’s requirement of increasing surface access by 
transport means other than cars to at least 50% by 2030 and 55% by 2040 is woefully 
inadequate. Car journeys to Heathrow contribute substantially to air pollution.  The number 
of flights projected to fly in and out of Heathrow under an expanded airport is 750,000 by 
2040, almost twice as many as today. Not only is the requirement of between 50 and 55% 
too low today – with this number of additional planes and passengers we should expect a 
huge overall increase in car journeys. It is not just about available car parking. Many 
passengers are simply being dropped off.  

Conclusion 

We emphatically reject any expansion at Heathrow that affects EFRA residents negatively. 
Everything we know about air and noise pollution today speaks against an expansion of 
Heathrow and aircraft movements more generally.  

 

 

 


