This is a call for action against expansion of Heathrow airport
There are millions of people in community and voluntary groups in London and we can make a difference if you take action now and forward this email to every contact you have
Expansion at Heathrow could affect you with serious aircraft noise problems
See the details further down this email and the arguments to consider for objections 
 

You can help by doing the following.
Click on this link:  www.stopheathrowexpansion.com  to see details and use the links
and information there to SIGN THE PETITION and to EMAIL YOUR RESPONSE
 

This map is from the Evening Standard - see the associated article attached.  It shows one school that had no noise problems but would be severely affected by a 3rd runway.

	Will your home, childrens' school or workplace suffer high noise impact if the plans go ahead ?

The Government proposes to use both existing runways all the time with no alternation at 3pm.  What difference would that make to your lives or for the friends you have living under the flight paths ?

Do you believe Heathrow expansion is really necessary and the right thing to do ?
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We have until 27th February to tell the Government that it should not happen.
1. The Government wants to build a new satellite airport to the north of Heathrow with a 3rd runway and a sixth terminal.
2. Noise will be serious, for the first time, for those living, working or learning in Kensington, Earls Court, Hammersmith, Stamford Brook, Chiswick, Acton, South Ealing, Brentford, Osterly and Heston.  Other areas to the north and south of those will be affected, as in the map.
3. There will be more aircraft noise for people in boroughs south of the Thames and more take-off routes.
4. Many hundreds of homes and several communities will be eliminated between the A312 and the M25.
5. The Government has not consulted people who will get serious noise problems, only those living nearest to the airport.  Under pressure from the local Council they have agreed recently to consult residents in Hammersmith but have decided, bizarrely, to continue to ignore those who will live closer than that to the third runway.

Please read on and forward this to everyone you know.
 

Some arguments are given below that you might consider for your response to the Department for Transport at the address  heathrowconsultation@dft.gsi.gov.uk 

 

It will be a great help if you write to your MP.  You can do that easily by clicking on the following link :- www.upmystreet.com/commons/l/
However, you can consider the Government's consultation papers and assess the proposals for yourself. 
They can be seen or requested through this link :-
  www.dft.gov.uk/consultations/open/heathrowconsultation/
 

POINTS TO CONSIDER 

· runway alternation should be maintained for the benefit of those living under the existing flight paths

· the recent crash at Heathrow is a reminder of the danger inherent in having long low glide paths over densely populated areas and that danger increases with 700,000 flights a year compared with 480,000 now  

· CO2 emissions projected for Heathrow will render government targets for reductions in emissions impossible 

· aviation could account for 100% of the UK’s carbon allocation by 2050 in a climate stabilisation scenario 

· the third runway will create noise for homes, schools and workplaces not previously affected by aircraft noise 

· additional people under the new flight path may become ill (ashma, stress, distress, etc) costing local businesses and the NHS more than the 5 billion pound Heathrow return on investment planned over the next 70 years 

· over 50m people a year being driven to Heathrow will result in increased pollution and road congestion 

· the potential switch from air to rail for journeys up to three hours has not been considered 

· the Government has ignored the opportunities to manage aviation growth by relevant charges and taxes 

· Stephen Nelson, BAA's C/E, refuses to say if a fourth runway and a seventh terminal will be required 

· over 35 per cent of passengers landing at Heathrow are just switching planes to fly out again 

· only 40% of the passengers at Heathrow are business people 

· the 2003 aviation White Paper pledged that the runway would only go ahead if it resulted in "no net increase" to the size of the area around Heathrow affected by 57 decibels of aircraft noise, the level deemed to mark "the onset of significant community annoyance". But the new Government noise study (NASE) suggests that significant annoyance starts at around 50 decibels. 

· the Government is depending too much in its predictions on the switch by airlines to quieter aircraft 

· there is no hard evidence that the UK economy will suffer without Heathrow expansion 

· 78% of businesses in London oppose the third runway according to the London Chamber of Commerce 

· National Air Traffic Control has not yet announced where the new flight paths over London would have to be with three runways operational at Heathrow 

· the GLA Mayor, Assembly Members and the Mayoral candidates all oppose this increased capacity at Heathrow airport - it is a genuine cross party issue

See on the 'stopheathrowexpansion' web site the meetings that you can attend and do come to the rally at Central Hall Westminster 7pm 25 February.
 

Please respond to this opportunity to prevent the quality of life for millions of Londoners being adversely affected by the plans, which seem to be driven by the Spanish owned BAA.
 

We must act before February 27th.
 

Meanwhile, just click your email 'Forward' button, delete the 'From: To:' bits at the top of the message, put in your own comment and send it to your family and friends, your organisation's members and any suitable email lists you have.
 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Shadow of Heathrow hangs over school  Elizabeth Hopkirk, Evening Standard 29 January 2008
A primary school headteacher has told of her fears for her pupils' education and health if a third runway is built at Heathrow. Under the expansion plans, planes would fly over Featherstone Primary School every 90 seconds - so low the noise could force teachers to stop speaking. The playground would be even noisier. The school, in Southall, is one of about a dozen in west London which could be affected by serious aircraft noise. 

It is three miles from the airport, but existing flightpaths skirt around it. The expansion would bring it within the so-called "57-decibel contour", meaning it would be subjected to noise levels described as "highly annoying" in the Government's own studies. 

Headteacher Kate Bailey said the school had not been asked for its views by the Government, which is conducting a public consultation exercise on the proposals. "Our pupils will suffer because the noise will suspend lessons - at times they may not be able to hear what the teacher is saying - and their playtimes will be interrupted, which means less fun and poor social skills," she said. "The stress on staff trying to teach with so much noise also has to be taken into consideration."
