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Introduction and s ummary  
 
British Airports Authority (BAA) is developing proposals for a new third runway and s ixth 
terminal to Heathrow, to the north of the A4 Bath Road, and south of the M4.  

 
By way of background, the history of  the development of these proposals, and of  responses to 
previous consultations , is recapitulated.  Current policy and action are  summari sed , leading to 
the recent government decision to support expansion .  Planning permission will however still 
be needed.  The issues having a bearing on whether o r not the proposed new runway and 
terminal should go ahead are then analysed .  These are listed  on the previous page  (opposite ) , 
and summarised below .  Possible mitigating measures and other scenarios are examined, 
including the need for continuing provision for worship and mission.  Alternatives to expansion 
are appraised.   In conclusion, policy po sitions are proposed .  Further advice that may be 
needed is indicated . 
 
 
Summary of i ssues  
Air traffic is predicted to expand ;  the government wishes to provide for this.  Heathrow has 
greatly expanded ;  five terminals are now in use.  BAA regards Heathrow a s having a valuable 
óhubbingô role, a means of connection for travellers passing through.  The pressure on 
terminals has been eased by  Terminal 5, and óHeathrow Eastô is to replace T1 & 2 ; but the 
runways remain congest ed.   A third runway and sixth termina l would bring business benefits 
as well as more runway capacity ï though the economic benefits of óhubbingô are doubted. 

 
There would be severe human, community , amenity, heritage and spiritual  impacts from  
further development.  The village of Sipson would  be destroyed and  its 700 homes demolished, 
displacing the whole  population.  Harmondsworth, Longford, Harlington and Cranford would be 
seriously affected ;  the latter two of these  might become uninhabitable.  It is no longer 
proposed to  demolish  St Maryôs Church, Harmondsworth ï the new runway will pass just to the 
north ï but it might still have to close, and low - flying aircraft are likely to render St Peter & St 
Paul Harlington and St Dunstan Cranford unuseable .  This would mean  the loss of three ancient 
churches, severing their connections with communities ï and with loved -ones buried in their 
graveyards .  The semi - rural setting  of Harmondworth would be damaged ; and a much larger 
area of west and south London  would be affected by noise and air pollution.  The government 
has said  these will be controlled, but the noise impact is not yet verifiable , and the control of 
air pollution may be  un enforceable.  

 
Greenhouse gas emissions from air traffic would  not be reduced.  Improvements  in  efficiency 
are planned ;  but a 50% cut ï not increase ï in traffic would still be needed to match  the UKôs 
planned 80% reduction s by 2050.  The government  is proposing only that  aviation emissions 
are reduced back to 2005  levels  ï well above the 1990 baseline.  T hat would mean oth er 
sectors having to make  at least  89%  cuts ï likely to prove  una ttainable . This paper argues  that  
the fight against climate change makes it essential for air travel t o be controlled and limited.  
 
 
History of this paper  
The writer was originally  asked by  the Joint Operations Team to submit a briefing paper to   
Senior Staff, on the Dioceseôs position in relation  to expansion of Heathrow Airport.   This paper 
was then submitted to the Diocesan Bishopôs Council on 11 November 2008.  Council adopted 
its conclusi ons, and resolved that it be presented for consideration by Diocesan Synod           
on 12 March 2009.  

 
The paper has now been revised for presentation to Synod, acknowledging  developments in the 
interim.  In particular, the governmentôs decision in favour of development is taken account of, 
with reactions to it; and a new page has been inserted on the advice of the newly established 
Committee on Climate Change.  The summary above has been added.  A major overhaul  to the 
footnotes  has also been necessary .  The conclusions (page 28) remain the same, except that 
mention is now included of the village of Longford, alongside the impact on Harmondsworth.  
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Background  
 
The photograph on the front  panel of this report is of St Peter and  St Paul Harlington, viewed 
fr om the west.   The eastern end of the  new third runway would lie  just over the churchyard 
boundary, behind the camera.  Aeroplanes would ascend and descend low over the tower,   
even closer to the ground over the western churchyard , seen in this image.  

 
A sketch map  is included, opposite.  
 
 
2002 -2003  
The government and BAA first proposed a third  runway in 2002 .  At the time,  this was treated 
within the Diocese as  primarily a matter for the Diocesan Advisory Committee , which had a 
duty to report on  the most o bvious impact , viz  the demolition of St Mary Harmondsworth .  
Most of Harmondsworth village centre  would also have gone .  The threat to St Maryôs was 
raised with the Ven Christopher Chessun, then Archdeacon of Northolt, by the Bishop of 
London , and  by the A rchdeacon with Brian Cuthbertson as DAC Secretary.   

 
The DAC decided to oppose the runway ; a response letter was submitted to the government, 
followed by a report by Peter Aiers, David Brown and Brian Cuthbertson.  The Bishop wrote     
the  Foreword.  
 
 
200 5 
The DAC wr ote again in opposition in 2005, in response to consultation on BAAôs masterplan.   
 
 
2006  
In December 2006, following further press coverage, Brian Cuthbertson, on behalf of the Care 
of Churches Team and advised by Luther Pendragon, published a letter in The Times .  

 
The letter point ed out that BAAôs own studies showed that development of the airport ówithin 
existing limitsô was feasible, whereas the government still proposed to proceed with a new 
third runway and sixth terminal, resulting in mu ch greater impact.  
 
 
2007 -2008  
Since that time, more developed proposals have been published by the government and 
consulted upon.  

 
The area designated for the runway has been moved further north ;  its length has been 
extended.  The boundary  now just misses  most  of Harmondsworth  village.  However , the 
runway itself  aligns  directly with Harlington (the distance between the church and the eastern 
end of the runway being about one third of the runwayôs length), and also with St Dunstanôs 
Church Cranford, which stands further away to the east but would also be severely impacted.  
The village of Sipson would be demolished in its entirety, displacing all its residents.  

 
A response for the Diocese was submitted by the Bishop of Willesden, after consulting 
internally .  Coming in effect from the Diocese not the DAC, a wider range of factors w as 
surveyed ;  the stance taken  was one of balanced and principled comment .  Concerns were 
boldly  expressed, especially the effects on Harlington and Cranford ;  while  the potential ben efits 
of development to London were recognised.  

 
In May 2008, the Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr Rowan Williams, issued a message of support 
to the óMake a Noise Carnivalô, in opposition to BAAôs expansion plans.   
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