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Introduction

This Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) has been prepared in support of the examination
phase for the proposed Gatwick Northern Runway Project (NRP). The Application was made by
Gatwick Airport Limited (the Applicant) to the Secretary of State for the Department for Transport
(the Secretary of State) pursuant to Section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (PA 2008).

The Application comprises alterations to the existing northern runway which, together with the
lifting of the current restrictions on its use, would enable dual runway operations. It also includes
the development of a range of infrastructure and facilities which, with the alterations to the
northern runway, would enable an increase in the airport's passenger throughput capacity. This
includes substantial upgrade works to certain surface access routes which lead to the airport. A
full description of the Proposed Development is included in ES Chapter 5: Project Description
(Doc Ref. 5.1).

SoCGs are an established means in the planning process of allowing all parties to identify and
focus on specific issues that may need to be considered during the Examination. The purpose
and possible content of SoCG is detailed in the Department for Communities and Local
Government’s guidance entitled ‘Planning Act 2008: examination of applications for development
consent’ (2015), stating:

“A statement of common ground is a written statement prepared jointly by the applicant
and another party or parties, setting out any matters on which they agree. As well as
identifying matters which are not in real dispute, it is also useful if a statement identifies
those areas where agreement has not been reached. The statement should include
references to show where those matters are dealt with in the written representations or
other documentary evidence.”

The SoCGs between the Applicant and the local authorities comprises several documents, to
which this document is one. The Statement of Commonality provides details of the structure and
status of the SOoCG between all the relevant Interested Parties, including the local authorities.
Naturally, the level of detail across the suite of SOCG varies to reflect the nature and complexity
of the matter, as well as the position between the parties.

This document solely relates to matters between the Applicant and East Sussex County Council.
A summary of the meetings and correspondence that has taken place between the parties is
detailed in Appendix 1 of this document.

The engagement between the parties across the breadth of matters is ongoing. Therefore, the
SoCG is an evolving document and the detailed wording within it is still being discussed in detalil
between the parties. Future iterations will be submitted at each deadline; and both parties reserve
the right to supplement the matters identified as discussions progress, to ensure it is
comprehensive and up to date.

This SoCG has been produced to confirm to the Examining Authority (ExA) where agreement has
been reached between the parties, and where agreement has not (yet) been reached, and is
presented in a tabular form. This SOoCG does not seek to replicate information that is available
elsewhere, either within the Application and/or Examination documents, referring out where
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appropriate. The terminology used within the SoCG to reflect the status between the parties is
either:

= “Agreed” to indicate where a matter has been resolved to the satisfaction of the parties.

= “Not Agreed” to indicate a final position where parties cannot agree.

= “Under discussion” to indicate where matters are subject of on-going discussion with the aim
to either resolve or refine the extent of disagreement between the parties.

=  “No longer pursuing” where the stakeholder no longer pursues an interest in the matter.

1.1.8 It can be assumed that any matters not specifically referred to in Section 2 of this SoCG are not
of material interest or relevance to East Sussex County Council; and therefore, have not been the
subject of any discussions between the parties, or have been previously discussed and
addressed through the DCO process. As such, those matters should be assumed to be agreed,
unless otherwise raised in due course by any of the parties.

1.1.9 Crawley Borough Council has also submitted a separate submission at Deadline 5 on behalf of
the Joint Local Authorities on ‘Capacity and Operations’ and ‘Forecasting and Needs’ matters.
Where applicable in relation to the below current position, across all areas, please refer to these
documents.The versions of the SoCGs submitted at Deadline 9 reflect the discussions
between parties since the previous versions submitted into the Examination at Deadline 5.
This has allowed for substantive updates from both parties until 12 August 2024 (when the
JLAs returned comments on their updated position). Following receipt of those comments
and in view of the timescales of the examination, the Applicant has only provided updates
to such matters where considered necessary/helpful in view of its previous stated
response, including by reference to its closing submissions and/or where engagement has
enabled matters to be further progressed (including through the Section 106 Agreement).
Therefore updated commentary has not been provided for all matters.

1.1.10 Furthermore, updates to the SoCGs at Deadline 9 have been prepared in parallel with
negotiations on the Section 106 Agreement. Whilst the parties have endeavoured to
ensure the positions reflected in this SoCG reflect the agreement now reached, the parties
prepared a joint statement to confirm the effect of the agreed s106 Agreement on resolving
a number of issues which have been raised in the examination. The matters set out below
by both parties should be read within the context of the joint position statement prepared
by the Applicant and the JLAs submitted as part of their respective Deadline 9
submissions and their respective closing submissions submitted at Deadline 9 where
applicable to the topic in question.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2 Current Position
2.1. Agricultural Land Use and Recreation
2.1.1 Table 2.1 sets out the position of both parties in relation to agricultural land use and recreation matters.

Table 2.1 Statement of Common Ground — Agricultural Land Use and Recreation Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
There are no issues relating to Agricultural Land Use and Recreation in this Statement of Common Ground.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Page 5

Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0



LONDON
GATWICK

Air Quality

"

2.2.

G

221

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

Table 2.2 sets out the position of both parties in relation to air quality matters.

Table 2.2 Statement of Common Ground — Air Quality Matters

the Environmental Statement
do not provide a realistic
worst-case assessment.

understand the Assessment Scenarios sub-section of the chapter.
Paragraph 13.5.23 includes a bullet point list of assessment scenarios,
including scenarios covering 2029 for both the construction and operation
of the proposed development. Paragraph 13.5.24 provides further detalil
for the 2029 scenarios, noting there are two assessment scenarios for this
year. Additional information is provided in paragraph 13.5.25 which
reiterates that there are two separate scenarios for operational and
construction situations, due to limitations within the traffic modelling.
Paragraph 13.5.26 then provides information on a slow fleet transition
case (SFT) relating to airline fleet assumptions, referencing 2029 as the
first full year of opening, 2032 as an interim year and 2038 a design year.
For the 2032 scenario, no mention is made that some construction works
will still be ongoing (See ES Appendix 5.3.3: Indicative Construction
Sequencing).

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is welcomed that GAL propose to
provide further information at the next air quality TWG. This matter will
remain under discussion until this TWG has been held.

Updated Position (Deadline 3): Please note: For all air quality matters
further information has been provided by the Applicant at Deadline 1,
including a 567 page technical note on air quality and a new version of
Environmental Statement air quality figures. This information is currently
being reviewed and means that ESCC is unable to update the resolution
status or otherwise on air quality matters within the PADDS. This will be
completed and submitted to the EXA at Deadline 3 and separately in
further communications with the Applicant. This applies to all points herein
for air quality.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets out in paragraph
3.7.7 of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air
quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3
(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This
Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide

range of technical matters. The Joint Local Authorities have also
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004].
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review.

scenarios, airfield construction and surface access (highways)
construction. Further detail is contained in Report 7.4 of the
Transport Assessment. The construction scenarios assume the
peak construction traffic flows applied to the first year of airfield
(2024) and surface access (2029) construction which is a
conservative assumption since emissions and background
concentrations are anticipated to improve in future years.

As set out in paragraph 13.5.53 of ES Chapter 13: Air Quality, the
2029 surface access construction scenario represents years
2029-2032, during which there will be an overlap with the
operation of the Project. The 2029 surface access construction
scenario is a combined scenario considering the contribution from
both construction and operational traffic over this period to
represent a realistic worst case assessment.

GAL proposes to set out the model scenarios and provide that
summary at TWGs to be arranged for Q1 2024.

Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL has set out the model
assessment scenarios within Appendix D of the Supporting Air
Quality Technical Notes to the SoCGs (Doc Ref. 10.4).

Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant notes that the
JLAs have provided a submission on air quality at Deadline 3.

The Applicant will review this submission and respond
accordingly.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to
Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will
respond at Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4
[REP4-053].

Transport
Assessment [AS-079]

ES Chapter 13 Air
Quality [APP-038]

Appendix D of the
Supporting Air
Quality Technical
Notes to the SoCGs

[REP1-050]

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions [REP5-

073]

Reference | Matter | Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position | Signposting Status
Baseline
2.2.1.1 The scenarios assessed in Document 5.1, Chapter 13 Several clarifications are required to Traffic modelling has been undertaken for two construction ES Report 7.4 Agreed

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Without a response from the Applicant further progress cannot be made.

It is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next
Examination Deadline.

Updated position 12 August 2024

The Council confirm agreement to this matter.

Updated Position (July 2024): This matter can be marked as
‘agreed’ following consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local
authorities on the technical queries at the July TWG.

22.1.2 Air quality Further clarity is needed on the baseline information that has been used to | Section 13.7 of ES Chapter 13: Air Quality provides details of Section 13.7 of ES Agreed
assess air quality. baseline environment. A robust assessment presenting Chapter 13 Air
reasonable worst case effects has been provided in line with best | Quality [APP-038]
Updated position (Deadline 1): The concern is that the most up to date practice guidance and data.
year of baseline information has not been used which may have increased Appendix A:
confidence in the air quality assessment. Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome an | Response to West
updated position or response from ESCC against this SoCG item, | Sussex Joint Local
Updated position (Deadline 5): Gatwick Airport Limited (GAL) sets out in | or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer | Authorities — Air
paragraph 3.7.7 of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] | pursuing’. Quality to The
that the air quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Applicant’s
Deadline 3 (Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a Response to
This Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide | response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at Deadline 4
range of technical matters, including baseline air quality. Without a Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Submissions [REP5-
response from GAL further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that | Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to 073]
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline. Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38).
Updated Position (July 2024): This matter can be marked as
‘agreed’ following consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local
authorities on the technical queries set out at Deadline 5 [REP5-
073
2.2.1.3 Air quality Further clarity needed is needed on the air quality assessment scenarios; | ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air ES Chapter 13 Air Agreed
how air quality will be monitored, evaluated and reported to local quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and | Quality [APP-038]
authorities, as well as the robustness of the air quality model that has airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local
been used. councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case | Appendix D of the
effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and Supporting Air
Updated position (Deadline 1): The query relates to how air quality available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the Quality Technical
monitoring data will be used to identify where air quality outcomes are Proposed Development would not be significant. Notes to the SoCGs
worse than assessed in the EnS, what the triggers would be used to [REP1-050]
identify the need for further mitigation and what the mitigation would be. GAL engaged with key stakeholders through the topic working
This could be addressed as part of the AQAP that GAL committed to groups and during such engagement, efforts were made to gain Schedule 1 and
provide in the Air Quality TWG in December 2023. agreement with local authorities on key modelling points. Appendix 5 of the
Methodology transparency has been demonstrated and model Draft Section 106
files and results were provided to the TWG via email on 18th Agreement [REP2-
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 2023. 004]
of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 7
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quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3
(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This
Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide
range of technical matters. The Joint Local Authorities have also
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004].
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without a response from
the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline.

GAL has worked with Local Authorities over many years to fund
air quality monitoring to understand air quality locally. As part of
the Project, a commitment will be made in the draft Section 106
agreement to the continuation of current monitoring and additional
monitoring at several proposed sites (Chapter 13 Figure 13.1.12)
using mixture of monitoring types, including another DEFRA
equivalent reference monitor (reference MCERTS monitor) and
indicative MCERTS monitoring equipment to be able to monitor
key pollutants of concern. Compared to current monitoring, this
approach increases the spatial and temporal collection of
monitoring data to allow detailed assessment of ambient air
quality. The approach is considered proportionate given the cost
of monitoring equipment and the results of the ES which show
there are no significant effects being predicted.

The draft Section 106 agreement includes commitment to
monitoring of air quality at current and proposed monitoring sites
against relevant air quality standards. Results will be reported to
the local authorities.

Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL will provide a draft Outline
AQAP to the LAs with the intention of submitting the Outline
AQAP into the Examination in due course. GAL has also set out
the model scenarios within Appendix D of the Supporting Air
Quality Technical Notes to the SoCGs (Doc Ref. 10.4).

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a
draft Air Quality Action Plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of Draft
Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The document sets out
measures and monitoring commitments related to air quality and
odour management to be undertaken by GAL which are secured
under the DCO or s106 Agreement. The Applicant looks forward
to receiving ESCC'’s feedback on the draft AQAP.

The Applicant notes that the JLAs have provided a submission on
air quality at Deadline 3. The Applicant will review this submission
and respond accordingly.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to
Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will
respond at Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4
[REP4-053].

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions [REP5-
073]

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated Position (July 2024): This matter can be marked as
‘agreed’ following consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local
authorities on the technical queries at the July TWG.

Assessment Methodology
2221 Lack of sensitivity analysis Document 5.1, Chapter 12 Paragraph 12.8.6 of the traffic and transport The range of interventions to improve sustainable travel has been | Chapter 12 of the Not agreed
on the anticipated modal chapter sets out a variety of measures to produce the modal shift tested to inform the mode share commitments reported in the Transport
shift, and the associated air assumed with the proposed development. Within the assumptions, there Application. The mode share commitments within the Surface Assessment [APP-
quality impacts. are controls on on-site parking numbers, parking charges and forecourt Access Commitments document represent the position GAL is 037
access charges. There is insufficient sensitivity analysis on these figures, | confident it can achieve, based on the modelling of mode choice
including the impact on air quality if they are not achieved. and transport network operation. ES Chapter 13 Air
Quality [APP-038]
Updated position (Deadline 1): The applicant response has not provided | With regard to off-airport parking, the assumptions in the future
sensitivity testing in relation to air quality. Therefore, uncertainty remains baseline is set out in paragraph 12.6.74 of ES Chapter 12 (APP- Appendix F of the
for air quality as to how sensitive predictions presented are to the success | 037) (“Off-airport parking capacity held constant and occupancy Supporting Air
of mode shift. Additionally, whilst there are provisions to monitor mode capped at 87.5% of capacity, after which any off-airport parking Quality Technical
shift it is unclear what actions would be taken if mode shift was not demand is assumed to divert to on-airport car parks”). Table Notes to the SoCGs
identified and what air quality triggers would be used. 12.3.2 provides a further explanation: "The number of off-airport [REP1-050]
parking spaces is assumed to remain constant in the modelling,
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 | as GAL is not able to enforce against unauthorised off-airport car | Schedule 1 and
of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air parking sites and therefore cannot assume this reduction for the Appendix 5 of the
quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3 purposes of modelling.” Draft Section 106
(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This Agreement [REP2-
Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide Conservative assumptions have also been built into the air quality | 004]
range of technical matters. The Joint Local Authorities have also assessment to reduce uncertainty in any future scenario such as
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. background values being frozen to 2030 and no improvements in | Appendix A:
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without a response from aircraft emissions being accounted for in the air quality modelling. | Response to West
the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that Sussex Joint Local
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline. The assessment of air quality is measured against the relevant air | Authorities — Air
quality standards. The draft Section 106 agreement includes Quality to The
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council continues to consider that commitment to monitoring of air quality at current and proposed Applicant’s
this information would assist in understanding the air quality risks monitoring sites against relevant air quality standards. Results will | Response to
associated with modal shift targets were not achieved. As this is unlikely be reported to local authorities. Deadline 4
to be provided at this stage, this increases the importance of an EMG Submissions [REP5-
framework. In the event that an EMG approach is not possible, further Updated position (Deadline 1): A sensitivity test with the 073]
safeguards could be adopted in an AQAP or similar. conservative assumption that there are no improvements in
emissions beyond 2030 has been provided a Deadline 1, within
Appendix F of the Supporting Air Quality Technical Notes to
the SoCGs (Doc Ref. 10.4). The draft Outline AQAP will be
provided to the LAs by 26" March (to align with Deadline 2), with
the intention of submitting the outline version into the Examination
in due course taking account of any feedback received.
Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a
draft Air Quality Action Plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of the Draft
Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The document sets out
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 9
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measures and monitoring commitments related to air quality and
odour management to be undertaken by GAL which are secured
under the DCO or s106 Agreement. The Applicant looks forward
to receiving ESCC’s feedback on the draft AQAP.

The Applicant notes that the JLAs have provided a submission on
air quality at Deadline 3. The Applicant will review this submission
and respond accordingly.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to
Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38).

Updated Position (July 2024): The Applicant has responded to
the JLASs’ Introduction for a proposal for Environmentally Managed
Growth at Appendix B of The Applicant’s Response to Deadline
4 Submissions (Doc Ref 10.38) submitted at Deadline 5 and The
Applicant's Response to Deadline 5 Submissions - Response
to JLA's EMG Framework Paper [REP6-093] submitted at
Deadline 6. Together, these submissions detail why the Applicant
considers an EMG framework is neither necessary nor
appropriate for the Project.

Assessment
2231 Missing figures and the lack Missing figures and the lack of clear study area information makes it The wider study area used for all assessment scenarios is ES Chapter 13 Air Not agreed

of clear study area difficult to understand traffic changes in the different scenarios. This in detailed in Section 13.5.5 to Section 13.5.10 of ES Chapter 13: Air | Quality [APP-038]

information makes it difficult turn makes it difficult to understand if effects predicted at receptors are Quality. The wider study area includes all roads and airport

to understand traffic changes | reasonable over the not the actual roads meeting the ARN criteria (e.g. sources within the 11 km by 10 km domain centred on the airport ES Air Quality

in the different scenarios. Appendix 13.6.1 Figure 2.3.1). This figure should be provided to illustrate plus the Affected Road Network (ARN) defined by the transport Figures Part 1 -5

This in turn makes it difficult | the affected road network. No further information on the road traffic air data using the Institute of air Quality Management (IAQM) and [APP-066, REP1-018,

to understand if effects quality study was identified in ES Appendix 13.4.1: Air Quality Environmental Protection UK (EPUK) guidance. APP-068, APP-069,

predicted at receptors are Assessment Methodology. However, reference to the above missing APP-070]

reasonable over the figure is made within this ES Appendix document, suggesting it has been Model files and results were provided to the TWG via email 18"

construction and operational | missed in the collation of this ES Appendix. August 2023 which include the study area modelled.

phases. Appendix A:
Updated position (Deadline 1): We welcome the commitment of GAL to | GAL is happy to liaise with the councils on further clarification Response to West
provide further information. The information requested is the full ARN requested on the study area. Sussex Joint Local
shown on a figure for each of scenarios modelled. With the ARNS Authorities — Air
showing locations with increased traffic flows within the ARN as red and Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL has provided an updated Quality to The
locations with decreases in traffic flows as green. ARN figure at Deadline 1, contained within the ES Air Quality Applicant’s

Figures (Doc Ref. 5.2). Response to
Updated Position (Deadline 3): Please note: For all air quality matters Deadline 4
further information has been provided by the Applicant at Deadline 1, Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant notes that the Submissions (Doc
including a 567 page technical note on air quality and a new version of JLAs have provided a submission on air quality at Deadline 3. Ref. 10.38).
Environmental Statement air quality figures. This information is currently
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 10
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000846-5.2%20ES%20Air%20Quality%20Figures%20-%20Part%205.pdf
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being reviewed and means that ESCC is unable to update the resolution
status or otherwise on air quality matters within the PADDS. This will be
completed and submitted to the ExA at Deadline 3 and separately in
further communications with the Applicant. This applies to all points herein
for air quality.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7
of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air
quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3
(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This
Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide
range of technical matters. Without a response from the Applicant further
progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that further progress can be
made before the next Examination Deadline.

Position as of 12 August 2024: It is still not possible to look at each
individual scenario ARN to understand if the scenarios and the changes in
traffic and pollutant concentrations for each scenario are logical.

The Applicant will review this submission and respond
accordingly.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to
Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38).

Updated Position (July 2024): This matter has been discussed
in consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local authorities on
the technical queries at the July TWG. This item is not agreed.
The applicant has provided sufficient information through the ES
to all parties for a full and thorough review of technical air quality
and transport data. The single ARN was used which incorporated
all links screened into the assessment for each scenario. This
approach allows the same receptors to be reported for every
assessment year and scenario. The approach to screening traffic
and creating the ARN was agreed with the local authorities during
modelling specific TWG meeting prior to the assessment being
carried out.

2.2.3.2 Transport modelling

There is a concern about the project’s impacts on additional car journeys
to the airport via Ashdown Forest which is an area of European Ecological
Importance, SAC, and a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). As a
consequence, there is a need for GAL to consider these impacts in
respect of air quality and nitrogen deposition issues as part of their
modelling work.

Updated position (Deadline 1): ESCC wish to consider this matter
further.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7
of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air
quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3
(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This
Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide
range of technical matters. Without a response from the Applicant further
progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that further progress can be
made before the next Examination Deadline.

Position as of 12 August 2024: Based on AECOM'’s agreement to this
issue ESCC no longer wish to pursue 2.2.3.2 and mark the matter as
agreed.

The HRA submitted as part of the Application (APP-134)
considers the assessment of effects at Ashdown Forest.

The HRA assessment takes into account NOx concentrations,
nitrogen deposition and acid deposition with respect to changes in
air quality during operation of the Project.

Agreement has been reached with Natural England on the method
used for the HRA assessment and Natural England’s Relevant
Representations detail that no further information is required with
regard to the HRA assessment.

Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome an
updated position or response from ESCC against this SoCG item,
or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer
pursuing’.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to
Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38).

ES Appendix 9.9.1
Habitats Regulation
Assessment Parts 1

[APP-134]

ES Appendix 9.9.1
Habitats Regulation
Assessment Parts 2

[APP-135]

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions [REP5-
073].

Agreed
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Updated Position (July 2024): This matter can be marked as
‘agreed’ following consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local
authorities on the technical queries at the July TWG.

2.2.3.3 Air quality assessment Further information is required on receptor locations and results to be able | All modelled sensitive receptors are presented in the ES Appendix | ES Appendix 13.6.2 Agreed

to link scenarios and results to specific receptor locations. For example, 13.6.2 and associated figures. Table 2.1.1 presents human Air Quality Receptors

the air quality assessment notes the potential for likely significant affects receptor locations and Table 2.4.1 presents ecological receptor [APP-160]

at receptors in the Ashdown Forest SPA/SAC; however, ESCC do not locations. Results at sensitive receptors are presented in the

have information on the location of the receptors or the size of the impact. | results appendices. ES Appendix 13.9.1
Air Quality Results

Updated position (Deadline 1): Better presentation of the data would be | The HRA submitted as part of the Application considers the Tables and Figures

appreciated here — at present, finding the modelled impact on any assessment of effects at Ashdown Forest. Part 1 to 6 [APP-162

particular site involves mapping the list of receptors then looking up the APP-163, APP-164,

results in multiple documents. This is raised (and addressed) in row 2.47. | Figures presented as part of the HRA assessment show changes | APP-165, APP-166,

in NOx, NHs and nitrogen deposition compared to the critical load | APP-167]

Updated Position (Deadline 3): Please note: For all air quality matters and level.

further information has been provided by the Applicant at Deadline 1,

including a 567 page technical note on air quality and a new version of Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant provided receptor | ES Appendix 9.9.1

Environmental Statement air quality figures. This information is currently tables for each local authority at Appendix B of the Supporting Habitats Regulation

being reviewed and means that ESCC is unable to update the resolution Air Quality Technical Notes to Statements of Common Assessment Parts 1

status or otherwise on air quality matters within the PADDS. This will be Ground [REP1-050] submitted at Deadline 1. The Applicant notes | [APP-134]

completed and submitted to the EXA at Deadline 3 and separately in that the JLAs have provided a submission on air quality at

further communications with the Applicant. This applies to all points herein | Deadline 3. The Applicant will review this submission and ES Appendix 9.9.1

for air quality. respond accordingly. Habitats Regulation
Assessment Parts 2

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 | Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a [AP-135]

of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at

quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3 Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Appendix B of the

(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to Supporting Air

Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will Quality Technical

range of technical matters. Without a response from the Applicant further | respond at Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 | Notes to the SoCGs

progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that further progress can be [REP4-053]. [REP1-050]

made before the next Examination Deadline.

Updated position (July 2024): This matter can be marked as Appendix A:

Position as of 12 August 2024: Based on AECOM'’s agreement to this ‘agreed’ following consultation with AECOM on behalf of the local | Response to West

issue ESCC no longer wish to pursue 2.2.3.3 and mark the matter as authorities on the technical queries at the July TWG. Sussex Joint Local

agreed. Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions [REP5-
073].

Mitigation and Compensation
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001846-10.4%20Supporting%20Air%20Quality%20Technical%20Notes%20to%20SoCGs.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000990-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.6.2%20Air%20Quality%20Receptors.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000992-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.9.1%20Air%20Quality%20Results%20Tables%20and%20Figures%20-%20Part%201.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000993-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.9.1%20Air%20Quality%20Results%20Tables%20and%20Figures%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000994-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.9.1%20Air%20Quality%20Results%20Tables%20and%20Figures%20-%20Part%203.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000995-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.9.1%20Air%20Quality%20Results%20Tables%20and%20Figures%20-%20Part%204.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000996-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.9.1%20Air%20Quality%20Results%20Tables%20and%20Figures%20-%20Part%205.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000997-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.9.1%20Air%20Quality%20Results%20Tables%20and%20Figures%20-%20Part%206.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000964-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%209.9.1%20Habitat%20Regulations%20Assessment%20Report%20-%20Part%201.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000965-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%209.9.1%20Habitat%20Regulations%20Assessment%20Report%20-%20Part%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001846-10.4%20Supporting%20Air%20Quality%20Technical%20Notes%20to%20SoCGs.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002561-10.38%20Appendix%20A%20-%20Response%20to%20West%20Sussex%20Joint%20Local%20Authorities%20-%20Air%20Quality.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002561-10.38%20Appendix%20A%20-%20Response%20to%20West%20Sussex%20Joint%20Local%20Authorities%20-%20Air%20Quality.pdf
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2241 Operational monitoring
should be agreed during the

examination.

Document 5.1, Chapter 13 Operational monitoring will be crucial to
understand if measured air quality is following modelled prediction. There
is no information in either the air quality chapter or the Surface Access
Commitments document on how air quality data will be reviewed to check
that changes are in-line with predictions, nor what measures would be
taken if a significant adverse deterioration occurred.

Updated position (Deadline 1): This does not address the issue raised —
how air quality data will be reviewed and measures that would be taken if
monitoring results deviated from modelled predictions.

Whilst there are provisions to monitor air quality from GAL it is unclear
what actions would be taken if greater changes in air quality occur than
predicted in the ES and what air quality triggers would be used to identify
this. This could be addressed as part of the AQAP that GAL committed to
provide in the Air Quality TWG in December 2023.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7
of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air
quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3
(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This
Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide
range of technical matters. The Joint Local Authorities have also
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004].
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without a response from
the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline.

Position as of 12 August 2024: Discussions are ongoing concerning
operational air quality monitoring.

The Council will review any updated AQAP following Deadline 8. In
relation to national planning policy mitigation is not only needed in relation
to significant effects but to mitigate negative effects (See ANPS paragraph
5.29).

This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the
aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality
regardless of significance.

Measures that will be in place through the construction of the
Project including mitigation and monitoring of dust are detailed in
Section 5.8 of the ES Appendix Construction Period Mitigation
and are included in the Code of Construction Practice, to be
secured under a Requirement of the DCO.

The ES Appendix Carbon Action Plan (APP-091) sets out
outcomes that GAL is committing to deliver for key airport
operational and construction emissions sources. Commitments on
surface access emissions are set out in ES Appendix Surface
Access Commitments (APP-090).

Measures and monitoring commitments will be secured via the
DCO and updated draft Section 106 agreement. The
commitments will provide suitable monitoring to allow for the local
authorities to carry out their LAQM requirements.

Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL will provide a draft Outline
AQAP to the LAs by 26" March (to align with Deadline 2), with the
intention of submitting the Outline AQAP into the Examination in
due course taking account of any feedback received.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a
draft air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of the Draft
Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The document sets out
measures and monitoring commitments related to air quality and
odour management to be undertaken by GAL which are secured
under the DCO or s106 Agreement.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to
Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will
respond at Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4
[REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): The Applicant is continuing to
engage with the Local Authorities on the drafting of the Section
106 Agreement.

Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13 Air

Quality [APP-038]

ES Appendix 5.4.2;
Carbon Action Plan

[APP-091

ES Appendix 13.8.1:
Air Quality

Construction Period
Mitigation [APP-161]

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of Construction

Practice (REP1-021])

ES Appendix 5.4.1:
Surface Access
Commitments [APP-
090

Schedule 1 and
Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-

004]

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc
Ref. 10.38).

Not agreed
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000831-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2013%20Air%20Quality.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000920-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.2%20Carbon%20Action%20Plan.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000991-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.8.1%20Air%20Quality%20Construction%20Period%20Mitigation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001818-5.3%20Code%20of%20Construction%20Practice%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000919-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000919-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
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The Applicant has submitted a revised Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] at Deadline 6, including a revised draft air
quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5.
2.2.4.2 Air quality actions are split Document 5.1, Chapter 13 Paragraph 13.9.3 states that the operational This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES Section 13.9 of ES Not agreed
cross multiple documents. A | phase mitigation measures are set out in two documents: the Carbon Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the Chapter 13 Air
single Air Quality Action Plan | Action Plan and the Surface Access Commitments. This makes it difficult aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality Quality [APP-038]
is needed to identify measures that focus on air quality improvement. This approach | regardless of significance.
differs from previous discussions, where a draft Air Quality Action Plan ES Appendix 5.4.2:
was provided in 2022, Measures and monitoring commitments will be secured via the Carbon Action Plan
DCO and updated draft Section 106 agreement. The [APP-091]
Updated position (Deadline 1): This response does not align with the commitments will provide suitable monitoring to allow for the local
commitment provided by GAL in the December 2023 Air Quality TWG to authorities to carry out their LAQM requirements. ES Appendix 13.8.1:
provide an AQAP. Please can GAL confirm this response is out of date. Air Quality
Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL will provide a draft Outline Construction Period
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Joint Local Authorities have AQAP to the LAs by 26" March (to align with Deadline 2), with the | Mitigation [APP-161]
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004]. intention of submitting the Outline AQAP into the Examination in
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without a response from due course taking account of any feedback received. ES Appendix 5.3.2:
the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that Code of Construction
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline. Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a Practice (REP1-021])
draft air quality action plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of the Draft
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council will review any updated Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The document sets out ES Appendix 5.4.1:
AQAP following Deadline 8. In relation to national planning policy measures and monitoring commitments related to air quality and Surface Access
mitigation is not only needed in relation to significant effects but to mitigate | odour management to be undertaken by GAL which are secured Commitments [APP-
negative effects (See ANPS paragraph 5.29). under the DCO or s106 Agreement. 090]
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at Schedule 1 and
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4- Appendix 5 of the
053]. Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-
Updated position (July 2024): The required scope of the AQAP | 004]
under the Draft DCO Section 106 Agreement [REP6-063] has
been updated and the draft AQAP has also been updated in
response to comments made by the JLAs. The JLAs have
provided further comments on the AQAP Deadline 7 [REP7-103],
the Applicant will respond on these matters at Deadline 8.
2.2.4.3 Operational reporting, Information is needed on how sensitive predictions are to modal shift ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air ES Chapter 13 Air Not Agreed
mitigation and uncertainty objectives, and the impact on air quality if these are not achieved. quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and | Quality [APP-038]
airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local
Updated position (Deadline 1): The applicant response has not provided | councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case ES Chapter 7.4
sensitivity testing in relation to air quality. Therefore, uncertainty remains effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and Transport
for air quality as to how sensitive predictions presented are to the success | available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the Assessment [AS-079]
of mode shift. Additionally, whilst there are provisions to monitor mode Proposed Development would not be significant.
shift it is unclear what actions would be taken if mode shift was not ES Appendix 5.4.1:
identified and what air quality triggers would be used. The mode share commitments within the Surface Access Surface Access
Commitments (SACs) document represent the position GAL is
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002729-10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement%20-%20Version%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002729-10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement%20-%20Version%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002869-DL7%20-%20JLA%20-%20Response%20to%20Applicant%20D6%20submissions.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000831-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2013%20Air%20Quality.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000920-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.2%20Carbon%20Action%20Plan.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000991-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.8.1%20Air%20Quality%20Construction%20Period%20Mitigation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001818-5.3%20Code%20of%20Construction%20Practice%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000919-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000919-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000831-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2013%20Air%20Quality.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001267-PD006_Applicant_7.4%20Transport%20Assessment%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
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Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7
of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air
quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3
(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This
Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide
range of technical matters. The Joint Local Authorities have also
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004].
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without a response from
the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline.

Position as of 12 August 2024: Council continues to consider that an
EMG framework would be beneficial to avoid any unexpected adverse air
quality outcomes. In the event that an EMG approach was not possible
further safeguards could be adopted in an AQAP or similar.

confident it can achieve, based on the modelling of mode choice
and transport network operation. Further details are provided in
Chapter 7 of the Transport Assessment. The range of
interventions to improve sustainable travel has been tested to
inform the mode share commitments reported in the Application.
The SAC also includes a section on GAL'’s further aspirations,
which includes more ambitious mode share targets which we it be
working towards, but it has set the committed mode shares
explicitly to ensure that the core surface access outcomes set out
in Environmental Statement are delivered. The SAC contains
measures to monitor and ensure that the mode commitments are
met.

Conservative assumptions have also been built into the air quality
assessment to reduce uncertainty in any future scenario such as

background values being frozen to 2030 and no improvements in
aircraft emissions being accounted for in the air quality modelling.

The assessment of air quality (APP-038) is measured against the
relevant air quality standards. The draft Section 106 agreement
includes commitment to monitoring of air quality at current and
proposed monitoring sites against relevant air quality standards.
Results will be reported to local authorities.

Updated position (Deadline 1): A sensitivity test with the
conservative assumption that there are no improvements in
emissions beyond 2030 has been provided a Deadline 1, within
Appendix F of the Supporting Air Quality Technical Notes to
the SoCGs (Doc Ref. 10.4). The draft Outline AQAP will be
provided to the LAs at Deadline 1 with the intention of submitting
the Outline AQAP into the Examination in due course taking
account of any feedback received.

Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant notes that the
JLAs have provided a submission on air quality at Deadline 3.
The Applicant will review this submission and respond
accordingly.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to
Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will
respond at Deadline 6 to the JLAs’ review submitted at Deadline 4
[REP4-053].

Commitments [APP-

090]

Appendix F of the
Supporting Air
Quality Technical
Notes to the SoCGs

[REP1-050]

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc
Ref. 10.38)
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Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant has responded to
the JLAS’ Introduction for a proposal for Environmentally Managed
Growth at Appendix B of The Applicant’s Response to Deadline
4 Submissions (Doc Ref 10.38) submitted at Deadline 5 and The
Applicant's Response to Deadline 5 Submissions - Response
to JLA's EMG Framework Paper [REP6-093] submitted at
Deadline 6. Together, these submissions detail why the Applicant
considers an EMG framework is neither necessary nor
appropriate for the Project.

2244 Operational reporting,

mitigation and uncertainty

Further information is needed to understand how air quality will be
monitored, evaluated, and reported to local authorities. A process is also
needed to review actions in the event that air quality deviates for the worst
from modelled predictions.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Whilst there are provisions to monitor air
quality from GAL it is unclear what actions would be taken if greater
changes in air quality occur than predicted in the ES and what air quality
triggers would be used to identify this. This could be addressed as part of
the AQAP that GAL committed to provide in the Air Quality TWG in
December 2023.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Joint Local Authorities have
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004].
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without a response from
the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline.

Position as of 12 August 2024: No update required as covered in row
2.2.4.2

ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air
quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and
airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local
councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case
effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and
available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the
Proposed Development would not be significant. As such, taking
into account embedded mitigation, no other mitigation is required
as a result of the project.

This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the
aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality
regardless of significance.

The draft Section 106 agreement sets out the mechanism for
monitoring air quality (NO2, PM10 and PM2.5) and the impacts
from the Proposed Development, to identify and manage any new
exceedances of the National Air Quality Standards occur as a
result of airport activity

GAL has worked with Local Authorities over many years to fund
air quality monitoring to understand air quality locally. As part of
the Project, a commitment will be made in the draft Section 106
agreement to the continuation of current monitoring and additional
monitoring at several proposed sites (Chapter 13 Figure 13.1.12)
using mixture of monitoring types, including another DEFRA
equivalent reference monitor (reference MCERTS monitor) and
indicative MCERTS monitoring equipment to be able to monitor
key pollutants of concern. Compared to current monitoring, this
approach increases the spatial and temporal collection of
monitoring data to allow detailed assessment of ambient air
quality. The approach is considered proportionate given the cost

Section 13.9 and
Section 13.10 of ES
Chapter 13 Air

Quality [APP-038]

Schedule 1 and
Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-
004]

Covered in Row
2.2.4.2
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of monitoring equipment and the results of the ES which show
there are no significant effects being predicted.

Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL will provide a draft Outline
AQAP to the LAs by 26" March (to align with Deadline 2), with the
intention of submitting the Outline AQAP into the Examination in
due course taking account of any feedback received.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a
draft Air Quality Action Plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of the Draft
Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The document sets out
measures and monitoring commitments related to air quality and
odour management to be undertaken by GAL which are secured
under the DCO or s106 Agreement.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-
053].

2.245

Operational reporting,

mitigation and uncertainty

A combined operational air quality management plan has not been
prepared to draw together measures presented elsewhere with a specific
focus on local air quality. Providing one would provide more clarity on the
proposed package of measures.

Updated position (Deadline 1): This response does not align with the
commitment provided by GAL in the December 2023 Air Quality TWG to
provide an AQAP. Please can GAL confirm this response is out of date.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Joint Local Authorities have
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004].
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without a response from
the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline.

Position as of 12 August 2024: No update required as covered in row
22.4.2

ES Chapter 13: Air Quality has provided an assessment of air
quality impacts from all related sources (road vehicles, aircraft and
airport sources) following the methodology agreed with the local
councils. A robust assessment presenting reasonable worst case
effects has been provided in line with best practice guidance and
available data. The assessment concludes that the impact of the
Proposed Development would not be significant. As such, taking
into account embedded mitigation, no other mitigation is required
as a result of the project.

This notwithstanding, the assessment in Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13: Air Quality sets out the proposed measures with the
aim of reducing the airport contribution to local air quality
regardless of significance.

Measures and monitoring commitments will be secured via the
DCO and updated draft Section 106 agreement. The
commitments will provide suitable monitoring to allow for the local
authorities to carry out their LAQM requirements.

Updated position (Deadline 1): GAL will provide a draft AQAP to
the LAs at Deadline 1 with the intention of submitting the outline
version into the Examination in due course.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a
draft Air Quality Action Plan (AQAP) at Appendix 5 of the Draft

Section 13.9 of ES
Chapter 13 Air

Quality [APP-038]

ES Appendix 5.3.2:
Code of Construction

Practice [REP1-021]

ES Appendix 5.4.2:
Carbon Action Plan

[APP-091]

ES Appendix 13.8.1:
Air Quality

Construction Period
Mitigation [APP-161]

ES Appendix 5.4.1:
Surface Access
Commitments [APP-
090]

Schedule 1 and
Appendix 5 of the
Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP2-

004]

Covered in Row
2.2.4.2
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000831-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2013%20Air%20Quality.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001818-5.3%20Code%20of%20Construction%20Practice%20(Clean)%20-%20Version%202.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000920-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.2%20Carbon%20Action%20Plan.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000991-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2013.8.1%20Air%20Quality%20Construction%20Period%20Mitigation.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000919-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000919-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001901-D2_Applicant_10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement.pdf
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Section 106 Agreement [REP2-004]. The document sets out
measures and monitoring commitments related to air quality and
odour management to be undertaken by GAL which are secured
under the DCO or s106 Agreement.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant will respond at
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-
053].

Other

2251

Using the application

documents, is not possible to
relate the figures to the

results set out in the
appendices tables

Document 13.6.2 The receptor tables include most of the expected
information, including a receptor ID reference. However, the tables (e.g.
Table 2.1.1 and Table 2.4.1) do not identify which figure the receptor listed
is shown, as would be typically expected, to allow readers to move
between the appendix, chapter and figures. However, as receptors are not
labelled by ID this is therefore not possible in this ES. The reader needs to
plot the grid references provided to understand where a receptor is.

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is welcomed that GAL propose to
provide further information.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7
of their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air
quality matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3
(Appendix A) [REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This
Appendix of air quality queries prepared by AECOM included a wide
range of technical matters. The Joint Local Authorities have also
submitted a detailed review of the Air Quality Action Plan [REP2 -004].
Please see REP4-053 for this detailed review. Without a response from
the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It is anticipated that
further progress can be made before the next Examination Deadline.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The point concerning receptors on
figures being made was that members of the public and people without
access to shapefiles will not be able to follow the information within the ES
without improved figures. The Applicant suggests that Table 2.1.1 can be
used in conjunction with figures (e.g. 2.1.4) as the tables include the grid
references of the receptors. However, this is incorrect as the figures do
not include labelled grid lines. Without this the reader cannot use the grid
references in the tables to locate receptors. The reader needs to enter the
grid reference information from the receptor table into a third party tool or
use a map with grid lines to enable them to link the two elements of the
ES. The reader should not need to undertake additional work to
understand the ES.

It is proposed that results tables are provided to the local authority
to set out the requested information.

Updated position (Deadline 1): The updated receptor tables
have been provided at Deadline 1, contained in Appendix B of
the Supporting Air Quality Technical Notes to the SoCGs (Doc
Ref. 10.4).

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant notes that the
JLAs have provided a submission on air quality at Deadline 3.
The Applicant will review this submission and respond
accordingly.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at
Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to
Deadline 4 Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will
respond at Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4
[REP4-053].

Updated Position (July 2024): Table 2.1.1 of ES Appendix
13.6.2: Air Quality Receptors [APP-160] provides details of the
modelled human receptor locations, corresponding to ES
Appendix 13.6.2, Figures 2.1.1 to 2.1.5 contained in the ES Air
Quality Figures (Part 4) [APP-069]. Table 2.1.1 provides X
(Easting) and Y (Northing) grid reference coordinates which can
be used by the public and Interested Parties to access receptor
locations. The ES is therefore not incomplete.

Appendix B of the
Supporting Air
Quality Technical
Notes to the SoCGs

[REP1-050].

Appendix A:
Response to West
Sussex Joint Local
Authorities — Air
Quality to The
Applicant’s
Response to
Deadline 4
Submissions (Doc
Ref. 10.38)

Not Agreed
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2.3. Capacity and Operations
231 Table 2.3 sets out the position of both parties in relation to capacity and operations matters.

Table 2.3 Statement of Common Ground — Capacity and Operations Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position ‘ Gatwick Airport Limited Position Sighposting Status

Please see the joint Statement of Common Ground prepared in relation to Capacity and Operations (Doc Ref. 10.1.18).

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.4. Climate Change
2.4.1 Table 2.4 sets out the position of both parties in relation to climate change matters.

Table 2.4 Statement of Common Ground — Climate Change Matters

are lacking in consistency in the way they are articulated in that some are
missing an ‘impact.” They have a cause e.g. ‘increased flooding’ and an
‘event’ e.g. flooding of electrical equipment’ but no end ‘impact’ e.g.
resulting in increased maintenance requirements OR resulting in
operational downtime. This result is what should determine the
consequence rating and the approach taken could have led to an
underestimation of risk.

within the 'Climate Change Impact' column and in Appendix 15.8.1
(Climate Change Resilience Assessment) (APP-187) within Table
2.1.1 in the 'Climate Change Impact' column. Risk ratings would not
change following a clarification of specific impacts and therefore no
material impact on the assessment will arise.

040]

Table 2.1.1 of Appendix
15.8.1 Climate Change
Resilience

Assessment [APP-187]

Reference | Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
Baseline
24.1.1 BEIS 2023 GHG intensity Document 16.9.2 (table 3.2.1) It is assumed that this is referring to Document 5.3 Table 3.2.1. This | Tables 15.8.5 and Agreed
factors are not used as a data states that 15.8.6 of ES Chapter 15
source for the Future For the Green Book Supplementary Guidance, BEIS (2023) emission - conversion factors for future baseline emissions are based on Climate Change [APP-
Baseline. factors are used, contradicting the BEIS (2022) GHG intensity factors BEIS 2022 factors; and 040
stated in Table 3.2.1. - future grid electricity is based on BEIS 2023 Green Book
Supplementary Guidance for valuation of energy use and
Updated position (Deadline 1): The response provided by GAL is greenhouse gas emissions.
satisfactory.
The Green Book Supplementary Guidance document differs from
the main emissions factor dataset frequently used for GHG
accounting. It is used as it provides an indication of the likely rate of
future grid decarbonisation. The 2023 version of the Green Book
Supplementary Guidance was used as it provided the most up-to-
date dataset on likely future grid decarbonisation.
Carbon factors (for converting consumption to GHG emissions)
were taken from the Corporate Accounting dataset produced by
BEIS for 2022.
Table 15.8.5 and 15.8.6 are contained within ES Chapter 15 and do
not make reference to BEIS carbon factors.
Assessment Methodology
There are no matters relevant to the assessment methodology for this topic in this Statement of Common Ground.
Assessment
2431 Inconsistency and lack of Document 5.1 (tables 15.8.5 and 15.8.6) The anticipated impacts of climate change are provided for all risks | Tables 15.8.5 and Agreed
detail in some climate impact identified within the CCRA. In Chapter 15 of the ES (Climate 15.8.6 of ES Chapter 15
statements. The climate impact statements (detailed in Table 15.8.5 and Table 15.8.6) | Change) (APP-040) this is included within Tables 15.8.5 and 15.8.6 | Climate Change [APP-
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Updated position (Deadline 1): There is a lack of consistency in the way
there are articulated. Whilst we agree that risk ratings would not change, a
consistent approach is good practice and necessary to fully understand
the potential impacts.

Whilst there are different approaches to undertaking climate change risk
assessments, and further detail and clarity around impact statements
would be helpful, the Applicant’s assessment of operational impacts does
constituent a robust assessment that meets the planning requirements
and the work undertaken is consistent with the relevant local council’s
policies regarding climate change.

Updated Position (Deadline 3): Note- this has been deleted as has
been addressed in the SoCG.

Mitigation and Compensation

of the Climate Change Resilience Assessment and the Urban Heat Island
Assessment. Climate scenarios contain uncertainty in both emissions
scenarios and the modelling process itself. Therefore, whilst the
assessment does not raise any ‘significant’ climate risks, it should identify
further measures that can increase asset resilience in the design,
construction and operational phases.

Updated position (Deadline 1): It is acknowledged that the Applicant
has outlined mitigation and adaptation measures for the project in the
report and appendixes, in addition to referencing existing policies and
plans in place at GAL.

heading of ‘further mitigation’) as no significant risks were identified
within the assessment which would require mitigation that is not
already embedded within the Project. However, mitigation
measures are included within relevant chapters/documents. The
Code of Construction Practice (Appendix 5.3.2) (APP-082) includes
an overview of relevant mitigation measures. This document is
referenced within Chapter 15 of the ES (Climate Change) (APP-
040). The Gatwick Airside Operations Adverse Weather Plan (GAL,
2021) sets out additional measures that should be followed during
other extreme weather events. The Outline Climate Resilience
Design Principles captured within the Design and Access statement
(APP-257) detail how elements of the design have been developed
to account for climate change adaptation and would be
implemented at the time of construction.

Code of Construction

Practice [REP1-021]

Table 15.8.4 and 15.9.1
of ES Chapter 15
Climate Change [APP-

040]

Design and Access
Statement Volume 5

APP-257]

2441 Mitigation measures are Document 15.5.2 This statement in Paragraph 3.2.3 of Appendix 15.5.2 (APP-186) Paragraph 3.2.3, Agreed
needed to reduce the impact Urban Heat Island Assessment is not specific to the project, but Paragraph 3.3.2 and
of Urban Heat Island (UHI) The UHI Assessment states that ‘mitigation of UHI is essential to ensure refers to the UHI effect in urban centres more generally. The Section 3.3 of Appendix
effect. future resilience as the climate changes’ and that that project could specific evaluation for the project is included in Section 3.3 15.5.2 Urban Heat
‘exacerbate the increase in UHI effect’ but does not propose any specific ‘Evaluation of the Project’ (APP-186). It is not expected that the Island Assessment
mitigation measures, e.g. additional vegetation or water bodies could be Project could create a new UHI effect. However, increased APP-186]
proposed at this stage to minimise impacts. impervious surface cover and buildings alongside projected climate
change-induced increases in temperature could exacerbate the
Updated position (Deadline 1): It is acknowledged that the Applicant will | increase in the UHI effect.
monitor UHI. It's also recommended that where feasible and appropriate
additional UHI mitigation measures are incorporated. It is noted in Paragraph 3.3.2 of Appendix 15.5.2: Urban Heat Island
Assessment (APP-186) that the risks associated with the UHI effect
Updated Position (Deadline 3): This concern has been addressed. (which were assessed as medium) should be monitored.
2.4.4.2 Climate change (impacts) Additional mitigation / adaptation measures need to be considered as part | Further adaptation measures are not formally identified (under the Appendix 5.3.2 The Agreed

Gatwick Northern Runway Project

Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0

Page 21



https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000869-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%2015.5.2%20Urban%20Heat%20Island%20Assessment.pdf
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000839-ES%20Chapter%2015%20Climate%20Change.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-001052-7.3%20Design%20and%20Access%20Statement%20-%20Volume%205.pdf
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However, greater consideration of uncertainty would be welcomed, as ES Appendix 5.2.3
would a section drawing together planning and possible mitigation An additional summary of mitigation measures/commitments made | Mitigation Route Map
measures — at present these are presented across multiple documents. in relation to mitigation can be found in ES Appendix 5.2.3 [APP-078]

Mitigation Route Map.

Additionally, several mitigation measures are already embedded
within the project. These are detailed within Table 15.8.4 and 15.9.1
in Chapter 15 of the ES (Climate Change).

Other

There are no other matters relevant to this topic in this Statement of Common Ground.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.5. Construction
251 Table 2.5 sets out the position of both parties in relation to construction matters.

Table 2.5 Statement of Common Ground — Construction Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Sighposting Status

There are no matters relating to Construction in this Statement of Common Ground.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 23
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2.6. Cumulative Effects and Interrelationships
2.6.1 Table 2.6 sets out the position of both parties in relation to cumulative effects and interrelationships matters.

Table 2.6 Statement of Common Ground — Cumulative Effects and Interrelationships Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Sighposting Status

There are no issues relating to Cumulative Effects and Interrelationships within this Statement of Common Ground.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 24
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2.7. Draft DCO and Explanatory Memorandum

27.1

Table 2.7 sets out the position of both parties in relation to DCO Draft and Explanatory Memorandum matters.

Table 2.7 Statement of Common Ground — Draft DCO and Explanatory Memorandum Matters

Reference | Matter | Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
There are no matters relating to the Draft DCO and Explanatory Memorandum in this Statement of Common Ground.

2.8. Ecology and Nature Conservation

2.8.1 Table 2.8 sets out the position of both parties in relation to ecology and nature conservation matters.

Table 2.8 Statement of Common Ground — Ecology and Nature Conservation Matters
Reference | Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
Baseline

There are no matters relevant to the baseline for this topic in this Statement of Common Ground.

Assessment Methodology

There are no matters relevant to the assessment methodology for this topic in this Statement of Common Ground.

Assessment

2.8.3.1

Biodiversity net gain

The wider biodiversity net gain impacts on environmental designated areas

The impact of the Project on designated areas such as Ashdown

ES Chapter 9

The Applicant

impacts in the county, such as the Ashdown Forest, need to be considered. Forest are considered within ES Chapter 9 Ecology and ES Ecology and Nature believes this
Appendix 9.9.1 Habitats Regulations Assessment Report. Conservation [APP- matter to be
Updated position (Deadline 1): Need for ESCC to consider and assess 034] agreed.
this further. Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome an
updated position or response from ESCC against this SoCG item, ES Appendix 9.9.1 Agreed
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant sets of in paragraph 3.7.7 of | or confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer Habitat Regulations
their Response to Deadline 3 Submissions [REP4-031] that the air quality pursuing’. Assessment Report
matters submitted by the Joint Local Authorities at Deadline 3 (Appendix A) Part 1 [APP-134]
[REP3-117] will be responded to by Deadline 5. This Appendix of air quality | Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has provided a
queries prepared by AECOM included a wide range of technical matters. response to the air quality matter submitted by the JLAs at Appendix A:
Without a response from the Applicant further progress cannot be made. It | Appendix A: Response to West Sussex Joint Local Authorities | Response to West
is anticipated that further progress can be made before the next — Air Quality to The Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4 Sussex Joint Local
Examination Deadline. Submissions (Doc Ref. 10.38). The Applicant will respond at Authorities — Air
Deadline 6 to the JLAS’ review submitted at Deadline 4 [REP4-053]. | Quality to The
Position as of 12 August 2024: Whilst the Council welcome and Applicant’s
acknowledge that additional information has been provided, we have been Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant would appreciate Response to
unable to find specific reference to environmentally designated areas in confirmation from ESCC as to whether this issue has been resolved | Deadline 4
East Sussex, notably Ashdown Forest. We remain concerned over the following review of the Applicant’s response submitted at Deadline Submissions (Doc
impacts arising from the NRP operation and associated activities on East 6. Ref. 10.38)
Sussex.
Updated position (August 2024): The impact of the project on
Updated position 21 August 2024: designated sites, including Ashdown Forest, is fully assessed in ES
The Council note the comments made by the applicant on 19 August 2024, | Chapter 9 Ecology and Nature Conservation [APP-034] and ES
in relation to the ‘Appropriate Assessment’, that has concluded that no Appendix 9.9.1 Habitats Regulations Assessment Report [REP3-
adverse effect on integrity for either site was reached. We also note that this | 043, REP3-045]. The conclusion of this work was to screen in
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000827-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%209%20Ecology%20and%20Nature%20Conservation.pdf
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conclusion with respect to effects on Ashdown Forest SPA/SAC was
supported by Natural England at section 2.8.3.2 in their Statement of
Common Ground with the Applicant.” Therefore the Council agree that this
matter has been addressed.

Ashdown Forest Special Protection Area (SPA) and Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) on the basis of potential effects from changes
in air quality. Following Appropriate Assessment, a conclusion of no
adverse effect on integrity for either site was reached. This
conclusion with respect to effects on Ashdown Forest SPA/SAC
was supported by Natural England at section 2.8.3.2 in their
Statement of Common Ground with the Applicant.

Mitigation and Compensation

There are no matters relevant to mitigation and compensation for this topic in this Statement of Common Ground.

Other

There are no other matters relevant to this topic in this Statement of Common Ground.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0
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2.9. Forecasting and Need
29.1 Table 2.9 sets out the position of both parties in relation to forecasting and need matters.

Table 2.9 Statement of Common Ground — Forecasting and Need Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position ‘ Gatwick Airport Limited Position Sighposting Status

Please see the joint Statement of Common Ground prepared in relation to Forecasting and Need (Doc Ref. 10.1.19).

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 27
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2.10. Geology and Ground Conditions
2.10.1 Table 2.10 sets out the position of both parties in relation to geology and ground conditions matters.

Table 2.10 Statement of Common Ground — Geology and Ground Conditions Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status

There are no issues relating to Geology and Ground Conditions within this Statement of Common Ground.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 28
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Table 2.11 sets out the position of both parties in relation to greenhouse gases matters.

Table 2.11 Statement of Common Ground — Greenhouse Gases Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Sighposting Status
Baseline
There are no issues relating to the baseline in this Statement of Common Ground.
Assessment Methodology
2.11.2.1 Carbon calculations do Document 16.9.1 (table 2.1.1), 16.9.2 (table 2.1.1) and 16.9.4 The assessment does not seek either to develop a Corporate n/a Agreed
not include well to-tank Reporting Account (which is informed by the GHG Corporate
(WTT) emissions, which Not accounting for WTT is honcompliant with the globally recognised GHG | Protocol Standard) nor a Whole Life Carbon Appraisal for the
is not aligned to the GHG | Protocol Corporate Accounting standard, referenced in the GHG ES Project - the methodology has been developed to allow for the
Protocol Standard Methodology in Section 16.4.18, where scope 3 emissions were included. | assessment of impact, and doing this within the context of the
mentioned in the Furthermore, this also contradicts the GHG ES Methodology referenced contextualisation exercise that forms part of the assessment. It is
Environmental Statement | under Section 16.4.24, which states “GHG factors are drawn from a range | not debated that Well-to-tank emissions arise in the supply chain
methodology. of national and international sources. Where these factors are expected to | for fuels and methodologies for estimating these (as an uplift to
change over the duration of the Project then a time-based factor is used, direct emissions) are well established.
based on estimating the extent and rate at which the factor will change.
This estimation process draws on industry standards, industry-specific However, the approach adopted is based on the assessment
guidance, and a range of other UK and government policy and strategy process which is contextualising emissions against a) the UK
documents.” Additionally, the approach taken goes against the UK carbon budget and b) the Jet Zero Strategy. The context for Jet
Government’s carbon accounting methodology from BEIS (2022)1, which | Fuel usage is specifically challenging due to the proportion of this
recommends that “Well-to-tank (WTT) fuels conversion factors should be fuel that is imported from outside the UK (approximately 70% in
used to account for the upstream Scope 3 emissions associated with recent years [Ref 1]) and as a result WTT emissions would
extraction, refining and transportation of the raw fuel sources to an predominantly fall outside the scope of the UK carbon budgets and
organisation’s site (or asset), prior to combustion.” WTT emissions the Net Zero commitment. Additionally the aviation strategy set out
represent a significant portion of fuel emissions (around 20%) and need to | in Jet Zero does not include WTT within the main emissions
be accounted for. calculation methodology. For these reasons WTT has been
excluded from the aviation impact assessment. For consistency
Updated position (Deadline 1): Under the IEMA GHG Assessment across the assessment methodology it has also been removed
methodology used in the ES, the Applicant must update the assessment from other aspects of the GHG assessment.
to evidence that exclusions are <1% of total emissions and where all such
exclusions total a maximum of 5%. Ref 1: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/petroleum-
chapter-3-digest-of-united-kingdom-energy-statistics-dukes
Additionally, GAL should recognise the potential impact of emissions
stemming from airport operations at least qualitatively for the sake of Updated position (April 2024)
transparency. This acknowledgment aligns with one of the key principles It is acknowledged that the inclusion of WTT for Construction,
of GHG accounting. ABAGO, and Surface Access would be useful for contextualisation
against the UK Carbon Budgets. The WTT emissions for these will
Updated Position (Deadline 3): Excluding WTT is noncompliant with the | be calculated and provided at Deadline 4.
globally recognised GHG Protocol Corporate Accounting Standard, the
UK Government’s carbon accounting methodology and the IEMA GHG Updated position (July 2024)
Assessment methodology used in the ES [Chapter 16 of the ES, APP041].
Under the IEMA GHG Assessment methodology used in the ES, the
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Applicant must update the assessment to evidence that exclusions are
<1% of total emissions and where all such exclusions total a maximum of
5%.

Updated position (Deadline 5): In Deadline 4, the Applicant has
provided WTT estimates for construction, ABAGO, surface access, and
aviation. These updates increase the total emissions from the project
between 2018 and 2050 by 3,978,000 tCO2e, representing a 19.83%
increase.

To contextualise these emissions against the carbon budget, the Applicant
references DUKES 2023 Chapter 3: Oil and Oil Products, estimating that
around 36% of WTT aviation emissions occur within the UK boundary.
Using this justification, the Applicant compares only this portion of aviation
WTT emissions to the carbon budget, along with the WTT emissions from
construction, ABAGO, and surface access.

The Applicant then presents only the net impact, stating it accounts for
0.649% of the UK's 6th carbon budget, without displaying the total future
impact of the airport as done in the ES.

The Applicant should further forecast the percentage impact on future
estimated carbon budgets using the CCC projections to estimate the
project's impact on future carbon budgets to understand if it is
decarbonising in line with the estimated net zero trajectory.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The CCC's balanced net zero pathway
serves as a guide for governments and institutions aiming to assess and
determine strategies for achieving net zero emissions. While these
guidelines are not legally binding, they illustrate the necessary carbon
reductions to meet the legally binding net zero mandate set by the
amended Climate Change Act.

Furthermore, the IEMA GHG Assessment guidance, which the Applicant
uses for its evaluation, recommends contextualising a project's emissions
by referencing the UK carbon budgets and net zero trajectory. This
approach is considered good practice.

In addition, for aviation emissions, the Applicant uses the entirety of the
Jet Zero High Ambition Scenario budget to demonstrate alignment with
the net zero trajectory. However, the Applicant does not allocate the

budget proportionally based on GAL's size. Therefore, it would be more
appropriate for the Applicant to estimate how much of the Jet Zero High
Ambition Scenario budget should be allocated to GAL and then use this

The quantification for net impact of the Project, including WTT, at
a level of 0.649% has been presented as this informs the
assessment of significance.

Including WTT within the evaluation of emissions across the whole
airport would include the contribution to carbon budgets as follows:

. Fourth carbon budget: 0.171% (vs 0.144% presented in
ES)

. Fifth carbon budget: 0.161% (vs 0.139% presented in ES)
. Sixth carbon budget: 3.383% (vs 3.136% presented in ES)

This incorporates the assumption relating to the proportion of
aviation fuel imported to the UK.

The CCC projections do not reflect the level that future budgets
will actually be set at. On this basis there is no appropriate detail
which would support an assessment against carbon budgets
beyond 2038.

Updated position (Deadline 9): Please see the Applicant’s final
position with respect to this issue please within the greenhouse
gases section of the Applicant’s Closing Submission (Doc Ref.
10.73).

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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allocation as a benchmark to determine if future emissions are within the
allocated budget.

2.11.2.2 It is not clear how or if Document 16.9.4, section 1.2.3 The modelling process estimated fuel consumption from aviation, n/a Agreed
GAL converted CO2 and that this was then converted to estimated tCOze using the
emissions from aircraft to | This states that “The estimation of GHG emissions arising from aircraft is appropriate conversion factor. All aviation emissions within the ES
CO2e. based on estimating fuel consumption for each of the four use categories, | are reported to reflect tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent (tCOze).
and then using an appropriate CO2 emissions factor per unit of fuel to
model total CO2e emissions”. It is not clear if a conversion was
undertaken from CO2 to CO2e as this would impact the aviation
emissions by around a 0.91% increase BEIS (2023)1. Therefore, if not
accounted for, this would increase aviation GHG emissions by
approximately 48,441 tCO2e in 2028 in the most carbon-intensive year
where 5.327 MtCO2e was estimated to be released (Table 5.2.1)
2.11.2.3 It is not clear if Document 16.9.1 Electricity has not specifically been modelled within the ES Chapter 16: Agreed
construction electrical construction assessment - which has focused on energy use in the | Greenhouse Gases
energy consumption Calculations or an estimate on electrical energy use during construction form of diesel-fuelled vehicles. While it is reasonable to expect APP-041]
emissions were should be calculated as part of the construction GHG Assessment. some electricity use on-site during construction for site
considered in the ES Without this, the energy-related emissions in the ES for construction are accommodation this is expected to be minor in scale relative to
potentially underreported. other emissions sources. At this stage the assessment has sought
to adopt a conservative approach on energy use during
Updated position (Deadline 1): Under the IEMA GHG Assessment construction by assuming all plant is diesel-powered. In practice it
methodology used in the ES, the Applicant must update the assessment is likely that some construction activities will be undertaken using
to evidence that exclusions are <1% of total emissions and where all such | electric plant, potentially powered through a green power tariff or
exclusions total a maximum of 5%. equivalent, that would result in lower emissions than from diesel-
powered plant.
Additionally, GAL should recognise the potential impact of emissions
stemming from airport operations at least qualitatively for the sake of Updated position (April 2024)
transparency. This acknowledgment aligns with one of the key principles We intend to provide further analysis to inform the application of
of GHG accounting. cut-off rules within the assessment (the referenced 1% and 5%
values) as part of a submission relating to whole life carbon at
Updated position (Deadline 5): Its not clear if energy-related emissions Deadline 4.
for construction were updated in the Applicants Deadline 4 response. Can
the Applicant confirm or provide a justification why this was not done? The impact associated with airport operations are quantified within
the Environmental Statement within the assessment of Airport
Position as of 12 August 2024: This is acknowledged and the matter is Buildings and Ground Operations (ABAGO).
now closed.
Updated Position (July 2024)
Energy-related emissions for construction have not been updated.
The inclusion of electricity use is unlikely to materially change
reported GHG emissions. As explained previously, reported
construction emissions represent a ‘worst case’ scenario based on
the assumption that all plant is diesel-based. Indeed, it’s very likely
that some construction activities may use electrically powered
plant and thus reported construction emissions are likely to be
slightly overestimated. What proportion of plant is electric is not
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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known, and when contextualising construction emissions against
the CCC carbon budgets their contribution is small — less than
0.1% (see Table 16.9.4 of Chapter 16 of the ES).

The Carbon Action Plan (APP-091) notes GAL's commitment, to
adopt the principles and processes set out in PAS 2080: 2023
Carbon management in infrastructure and buildings (as amended).
As part of this, Gatwick commit to develop and implement
measures to prevent, reduce and remediate GHG emissions
arising from the construction of the Northern Runway Project. This
includes Measure CN29: “Enforce the use of low or zero carbon
construction generators and construction plant equipment (e.g.
lighting, back-up and off grid power units), unless demonstrated as
not possible”.

Updated position (Deadline 9): Please see the Applicant’s final
position with respect to this issue please within the greenhouse
gases section of the Applicant’s Closing Submission (Doc Ref.
10.73).

2.11.24 Carbon emissions Assessment of carbon impacts: The assessment does not seek either to develop a Corporate Table 5.3.1 of ES Not Agreed
Reporting Account (which is informed by the GHG Corporate Appendix 16.9.1
The environmental statement does not calculate well-to-tank Protocol Standard) nor a Whole Life Carbon Appraisal for the Assessment of
emissions (WtT), which is noncompliant with the globally Project - the methodology has been developed to allow for the Construction
recognised GHG Protocol Corporate Accounting Standard and assessment of impact, and doing this within the context of the Greenhouse Gas
goes against the UK Government’s carbon accounting contextualisation exercise that forms part of the assessment. It is Emissions [APP-191]
methodology (BEIS, 2022). Using WtT emissions methodology not debated that Well-to-tank emissions arise in the supply chain
would raise GHG emissions associated with aviation by for fuels and methodologies for estimating these (as an uplift to
approximately 20.77%. direct emissions) are well established.
It is not clear if a conversion was undertaken from CO2 to CO2e
for aviation emissions, which would result in a 0.91% increase in | However, the approach adopted is based on the assessment
all aviation emissions (BEIS, 2023). This needs to be clarified. process which is contextualising emissions against a) the UK
Further clarity is required on whether embodied carbon from carbon budget and b) the Jet Zero Strategy. The context for Jet
construction materials has been considered in the assessment. Fuel usage is specifically challenging due to the proportion of this
fuel that is imported from outside the UK (approximately 70% in
Updated position (Deadline 1): Under the IEMA GHG Assessment recent years1) and as a result WTT emissions would
methodology used in the ES, the Applicant must update the assessment | Predominantly fall outside the scope of the UK carbon budgets and
to evidence that exclusions are <1% of total emissions and where all such | the Net Zero commitment. Additionally the aviation strategy set out
exclusions total a maximum of 5%. in Jet Zero does not include WTT within the main emissions
calculation methodology. For these reasons WTT has been
Additionally, GAL should recognise the potential impact of emissions excluded from the aviation impact assessment. For consistency
stemming from airport operations at least qualitatively for the sake of across the assessment methodology it has also been removed
transparency. This acknowledgment aligns with one of the key principles | from other aspects of the GHG assessment.
of GHG accounting. The modelling process estimated fuel consumption from aviation,
and that this was then converted to estimated tCOze using the
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated position (Deadline 5): In Deadline 4, the Applicant has
provided WTT estimates for construction, ABAGO, surface access, and
aviation. These updates increase the total emissions from the project
between 2018 and 2050 by 3,978,000 tCO2e, representing a 19.83%
increase.

To contextualise these emissions against the carbon budget, the Applicant
references DUKES 2023 Chapter 3: Oil and Oil Products, estimating that
around 36% of WTT aviation emissions occur within the UK boundary.
Using this justification, the Applicant compares only this portion of aviation
WTT emissions to the carbon budget, along with the WTT emissions from
construction, ABAGO, and surface access.

The Applicant then presents only the net impact, stating it accounts for
0.649% of the UK's 6th carbon budget, without displaying the total future
impact of the airport as done in the ES.

The Applicant should further forecast the percentage impact on future
estimated carbon budgets using the CCC projections to estimate the
project's impact on future carbon budgets to understand if it is
decarbonising in line with the estimated net zero trajectory.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The CCC's balanced net zero pathway
serves as a guide for governments and institutions aiming to assess and
determine strategies for achieving net zero emissions. While these
guidelines are not legally binding, they illustrate the necessary carbon
reductions to meet the legally binding net zero mandate set by the
amended Climate Change Act.

Furthermore, the IEMA GHG Assessment guidance, which the Applicant
uses for its evaluation, recommends contextualising a project's emissions
by referencing the UK carbon budgets and net zero trajectory. This
approach is considered good practice.

In addition, for aviation emissions, the Applicant uses the entirety of the
Jet Zero High Ambition Scenario budget to demonstrate alignment with
the net zero trajectory. However, the Applicant does not allocate the
budget proportionally based on GAL's size. Therefore, it would be more
appropriate for the Applicant to estimate how much of the Jet Zero High
Ambition Scenario budget should be allocated to GAL and then use this
allocation as a benchmark to determine if future emissions are within the
allocated budget.

appropriate conversion factor. All aviation emissions within the ES

are reported to reflect tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent (tCOze).

Updated position (April 2024)
Please refer to the response at Row 2.11.2.1.

Updated position (July 2024)
Please refer to the response at Row 2.11.2.1.

Updated position (Deadline 9): Please see the Applicant’s final
position with respect to this issue please within the greenhouse
gases section of the Applicant’'s Closing Submission (Doc Ref.
10.73).

Assessment

There are no issues relating to the baseline in this Statement of Common Ground.

Mitigation and Compensation

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.11.41 GAL does not identify the
risks associated with
using carbon offset

schemes.

Document 5.4.2, Section 1.14

This states that, "In 2016/17, we achieved 'Level 3+ - Neutrality' status
under the Airport Carbon Accreditation scheme, which is a global carbon
management certification programme for airports (Ref 1.1). GAL has been
working hard to reduce carbon emissions under GAL's control (from a
1990 baseline) and offset the remaining emissions using internationally
recognised offset schemes." The scientific community has identified
various risks around using offsetting schemes to claim net zero or carbon
neutrality. GAL should specifically state which offset scheme they intend
to use so research can be conducted into the trustworthiness of the
scheme.

Updated position (Deadline 1): The response does not address the
concerns raised.

GAL should offer clarity regarding the offset schemes it intends to employ,
enabling the verification of their credibility.

Updated Position (Deadline 3): GAL should state if they comply with the
Airport Carbon Accreditation Offset Guidance Document which specifies
the type of offsetting Schemes that need to be used. In addition, and
where reasonably practical, GAL should seek to utilise local offsetting
schemes that can deliver environmental benefits to the area and local
community around the airport. Offsets should align with the following key
offsetting principles i.e. that they should be:

e additional in that would not have occurred in the absence of the project
e monitored, reported and verified

e permanent and irreversible

¢ without leakage in that they don'’t increase emissions outside of the
proposed development

e Have a robust accounting system to avoid double counting and

e Be without negative environmental or social externalities.

Updated position (Deadline 5): Addressed.

The Carbon Action Plan commits Gatwick to a transition through
carbon neutrality and towards Net Zero, and Absolute Zero, over
time. It is entirely appropriate within this framework to consider the
use of a range of market mechanisms at such stages are as
appropriate - and this includes the use of REGOs as part of this.
The Carbon Action Plan notes GAL's commitments to use
internationally recognised offsetting schemes (CAP Para 1.1.4).
Within the CAP GAL also commits to investment in carbon
removal mechanisms in preference to commonly used offsetting
mechanisms.

Updated position (April 2024)

At Gatwick today, through its Airport Carbon Accreditation Level
4+, the Applicant buys offsets covering residual Scope 1 and 2
GHG emissions (as well as business travel).

In order for the Applicant to maintain its ACA certification, any
offsets — removal and/or reduction — must be bought from
schemes accredited by the ACA.

ACA is the only global, airport-specific carbon standard which
relies on internationally recognised methodologies. It provides
airports with a common framework for active carbon management
with measurable goalposts. The programme is site-specific
allowing flexibility to take account of national or local legal
requirements, whilst ensuring that the methodology used is always
robust

Details of Level 4+ available on the ACA website:
https://www.airportcarbonaccreditation.org/about/7-levels-of-
accreditation/

With a view to achieving Net Zero for Scope 1 and 2 GHG
emissions by 2030 (under both its existing Decade of Change
commitments, and the equivalent under the Carbon Action Plan as
part of the Project), the Applicant is in the process of transitioning
from use of carbon reduction offsets to carbon removal offsets
instead (as the use of carbon removal offsets would not meet the
definition of Net Zero). For 2023, GAL purchased 25% removal
offsets and 75% reduction offsets.

Furthermore, the Applicant is investigating the development of a
local removal project, independent of the Project. Any such project
will need to be accredited by the ACA.

ES Appendix 5.4.2
Carbon Action Plan

APP-091]

No longer
pursuing
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2.11.4.2 GAL indicates it is relying | Document 5.4.2 (section 3.1.2) The Carbon Action Plan commits Gatwick to a transition through ES Appendix 5.4.2 Agreed
upon Renewable Energy carbon neutrality and towards Net Zero, and Absolute Zero, over Carbon Action Plan
Guarantees of Origin This states "For emissions that occur outside the Gatwick Airport site time. It is entirely appropriate within this framework to consider the | [APP-091]
("REGQ") to achieve its boundary where GAL can make an impact, we have already taken action, | use of a range of market mechanisms at such stages are as
Net Zero and Zero such as electing to purchase 100% Renewable Energy Guarantees of appropriate - and this includes the use of REGOs as part of this.
Carbon commitments. Origin ("REGQ") electricity since 2013 and installing 22 charging points for | The Carbon Action Plan notes GAL's commitments to use
However, purchasing airport ground operation vehicles in 2019 (Ref. 1.6)." internationally recognised offsetting schemes (CAP Para 1.1.4).
REGO certificates does Within the CAP GAL also commits to investment in carbon
not necessarily reduce The guidelines for the UK Government Streamlined Energy and Carbon removal mechanisms in preference to commonly used offsetting
emissions from grid Reporting (SECR) advise, "Where organisations have entered into mechanisms.
electricity consumption to | contractual arrangements for renewable electricity, e.g. through Power
Zero. Purchase Agreements or the separate purchase of Renewable Energy Updated position (April 2024)
Guarantees of Origin (REGOs), or consumed renewable heat or transport | The assessment incorporates a range of different emissions
certified through a Government Scheme and wish to reflect a reduced sources, some of which are not addressed within SECR, which is
emission figure based on its purchase, this can be presented in the intended for use as a corporate reporting methodology.
relevant report using a "market-based" reporting approach. It is
recommended that this is presented alongside the "location based" grid- GAL already provides reporting in line with its SECR requirements
average figures and in doing so, you should also look to specify whether within its corporate Annual Report, and a breakdown of the
the renewable energy is additional, subsidised and supplied directly, number, and type of offsets that have been retired within their
including on-site generation, or through a third party.” Decade of Change Performance Summary 2033.
Updated position (Deadline 1): The response does not address the
concerns raised and the guidance quoted.
Aligned with SECR, GAL's reporting should clearly delineate the
distinction between market-based emission factor reporting and localised
values for REGOs. This clarity is essential to identify the extent of
potential residual emissions stemming from electrical energy use.
Updated Position (Deadline 3): Aligned with SECR, GAL's reporting
should clearly delineate the distinction between market-based emission
factor reporting and localised values for REGOs. This clarity is essential to
identify the extent of potential residual emissions stemming from electrical
energy use. GAL should offer clarity regarding the offset schemes it
intends to employ, enabling the verification of their credibility.
Updated position (Deadline 5): Addressed.
2.11.4.3 Use of offsets and off-site | Use of offsets and off-site renewable generation, including the following The Carbon Action Plan commits Gatwick to a transition through ES Appendix 5.4.2 Agreed
renewable generation three points. carbon neutrality and towards Net Zero, and Absolute Zero, over Carbon Action Plan
e The environmental statement suggests reliance upon Renewable | time. It is entirely appropriate within this framework to consider the | [APP-091]
Energy Guarantees of Origin (REGO) certificates to achieve net use of a range of market mechanisms at such stages are as
zero emissions. REGOs do not guarantee that additional appropriate - and this includes the use of REGOs as part of this.
renewable generation will be brought online to match demand. The Carbon Action Plan notes GAL's commitments to use
Guidance in the UK Government’s Streamlined Energy and internationally recognised offsetting schemes (CAP Para 1.1.4).
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Carbon Reporting (SECR) should be followed to accurately report
emissions from electricity consumption.

e The Environmental Statement describes use of carbon offsets.
Various risks have been identified by the scientific community
around offsetting schemes. GAL should specifically state which
offset scheme they intend to use so research can be conducted
into the robustness of the scheme.

e The Environmental Statement assumes that the Government’s Jet
Zero Strategy will ensure aircraft emissions remain compatible
with the UK’s net-zero targets. Recent developments call this
assumption into question, most notably advice from the Climate
Change Committee in their 6th Budget Report. Further sensitivity
analysis should be undertaken, exploring scenarios where uptake
of Sustainable Aviation Fuels and electric aviation take place at
slower rates or, in the latter case, fail to achieve commercial
uptake.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Aligned with SECR, GAL's reporting
should clearly delineate the distinction between market-based emission
factor reporting and localised values for REGOs. This clarity is essential to
identify the extent of potential residual emissions stemming from electrical
energy use.

GAL should offer clarity regarding the offset schemes it intends to employ,
enabling the verification of their credibility.

Updated position (Deadline 5): Addressed.

Within the CAP GAL also commits to investment in carbon
removal mechanisms in preference to commonly used offsetting
mechanisms.

It is for government to respond, annually, to the reports of the
CCC. In its most recent report (2023), the Government Response
included the following:

“We will monitor progress against our emissions reduction
trajectory on an annual basis from 2025, with a major review of the
Strategy and delivery plan every five years. The first major review
will be in 2027, five years after publication of the Strategy in 2022.

The Jet Zero Strategy sets out details on how the aviation sector
can achieve net zero without government intervening directly to
limit aviation growth. DfT analysis shows that in all modelled
scenarios we can achieve our net zero targets by focusing on new
fuels and technology, rather than capping demand, with knock-on
economic and social benefits.

If we find that the sector is not meeting the emissions reductions
trajectory, we will consider what further measures may be needed
to ensure that the sector maximises in-sector reductions to meet
the UK’s overall 2050 net zero target.”

The NRP application accords with government policy. As set out in
the Government’s Response, aviation expansion (explicitly
including the NRP) will not compromise the Government’s
commitment to the UK’s net zero trajectory.

Other
21151 Failure to consider risks Document 5.1, Chapter 16 Section 16.12.3 states, "Given the overarching | It is for government to respond, annually, to the reports of the ES Chapter 16: Agreed
raised by the Climate contribution to emissions arise from aviation, and the policy context in the | CCC. In its most recent report (2023), the Government Response | Greenhouse Gases
Change Committee, UK the reflects the Jet Zero Strategy (Department for Transport, 2022), it included the following: [APP-041]
which warns that the UK is concluded that the overall impacts arising from the Project are not so
Jet Zero policy is non significant that the Project would have a material impact on the ability of “ . . . . .
_ _ _ ) ) ) We will monitor progress against our emissions reduction
compliant with the UK's Government to meet its carbon reduction targets, including Carbon trajectory on an annual basis from 2025, with a major review of the
net zero trajectory, and Budgets. On this basis the overall assessment concludes that the Project Strategy and delivery plan every five years. The first major review
the cumulative effects of | has a Minor Adverse Not Significant impact.” This is not a safe will be in 2027, five years after publication of the Strategy in 2022.
airport expansion plans. assumption to make, for two reasons.
The Jet Zero Strategy sets out details on how the aviation sector
First, modelling for Jet Zero did not include all current UK airport ‘?ar.' act_ue_ve net zero without 9°Yemme”t mtervenmg directly to
: " limit aviation growth. DfT analysis shows that in all modelled
expansion plans, most notably additional runways at both Heathrow and i _ _
: . . : _ scenarios we can achieve our net zero targets by focusing on new
GAL. The assumptions on airport capacity used to inform the modelling . .
fuels and technology, rather than capping demand, with knock-on
are therefore out of date. - : ]
economic and social benefits.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Second, the Government’s advisory body for climate change, the Climate

Change Committee (CCC), issued concerns around airport expansion as

part of their 6th budget report (June 2023). Specifically, they stated that:

e The Jet Zero strategy had a "Reliance on nascent technology.
The Jet Zero Strategy approach is high risk due to its reliance on
nascent technology — especially rapid SAF uptake and aircraft
efficiency savings — over the period up to the Sixth Carbon
Budget. The Government does not have a policy framework in
place to ensure that emissions reductions in the aviation sector
occur if these technologies are not delivered on time and at
sufficient scale.
e They have concerns around “Airport expansion. The Committee's

Sixth Carbon Budget Advice recommended no net expansion of
UK airports to ensure aviation can achieve the required pathway
for UK aviation emissions.3 Since making this recommendation
the Committee has noted that airports across the UK have
increased their capacities and continue to develop capacity
expansion proposals. This is incompatible with the UK's Net Zero
target unless aviation's carbon-intensity is outperforming the
Government's pathway and can accommodate this additional
demand. No airport expansions should proceed until a UK-wide
capacity management framework is in place to annually assess
and, if required, control sector CO2 emissions and non-CO2
effects.

Given these factors, the ES has not complied with the IEMA (2022) GHG
Assessment significance guidance and has come to the wrong conclusion.
In alignment with the IEMA (2022) GHG Assessment significance
guidance, the Project should be considered Major Adverse, which is
defined as "the Project's GHG impacts are not mitigated or are only
compliant with do-minimum standards set through regulation, and do not
provide further reductions required by existing local and national policy for
projects of this type. A project with major adverse effects is locking in
emissions and does not make a meaningful contribution to the UK's
trajectory towards net zero."

Updated position (Deadline 1): We acknowledge the Applicant's
assessment has been undertake with consideration to the Jet Zero high
ambition trajectory and that this trajectory is representative of
government's current 'budget’ for aviation to contribute to net zero. On this
basis it could be considered to align with the approach set out by IEMA.

The UK Government response does not represent the UK-wide capacity
management framework suggested by the CCC. ESCC agrees with the

If we find that the sector is not meeting the emissions reductions
trajectory, we will consider what further measures may be needed
to ensure that the sector maximises in-sector reductions to meet
the UK’s overall 2050 net zero target.”

The NRP application accords with Government policy. As set out
in the Government’s Response, aviation expansion (explicitly
including the NRP) will not compromise the Government’s
commitment to the UK’s net zero trajectory.

It is considered within the assessment that Jet Zero, and the
underlying modelling carried out by UK Government as part of this,
provides a more comprehensive cumulative assessment of
aviation emissions than could be carried out by the Applicant. This
is noted in ES Paragraph 16.10.4 that references the IEMA
Guidance noting that “The inappropriateness of undertaking a
cumulative appraisal (other than by contextualising against Carbon
Budgets) is reflected in the IEMA guidance. This guidance notes
that ‘effects from specific cumulative projects...should not be
individually assessed, as there is no basis for selecting any
particular (or more than one) cumulative project that has GHG

7 n

emissions for assessment over any other’.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project

Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0

Page 37




G

LONDON
GATWICK

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

CCC'’s view that Jet-Zero's reliance on nascent technology unproven at
scale remains fundamentally unsafe.

Updated Position (Deadline 3): To monitor and control GHG emissions
during the project construction and operation it is suggested a control
mechanism to similar to the Green Controlled Growth Framework
submitted as part of the London Luton Airport Expansion Application, is
provided. Implementing such a framework would make sure that the
Applicant demonstrates sustainable growth while effectively managing its
environmental impact. Within this document, the Applicant should define
monitoring and reporting requirements for GHG emissions for the
Applicant’s construction activities, airport operations and surface access
transportation. Similar to the London Luton Airport Green Controlled
Growth Framework, emission limits and thresholds for pertinent project
stages should be established. Should limits occur, the Applicant must
cease project activities. Where appropriate the Applicant should undertake
emission offsetting in accordance with the Airport Carbon Accreditation
Offset Guidance Document to comply with this mechanism.

2.11.52

If the Applicant does not
provide infrastructure or
services to help
decarbonise surface
transport emissions it
may have the potential to
result in the
underreporting of the
Proposed Development’s
impact on the climate.
The full impact of the
Proposed Development
on the government
meeting its net zero
targets cannot be
identified.

The Applicant should provide infrastructure within the Airport to support
the anticipated uptake of electric vehicles and provide electric vehicle
charging infrastructure.

Additionally, to support this movement, the Applicant should support a
Green Bus Programme such as the expansion of the network of hydrogen
buses used in the Gatwick/Crawley area into Mid Sussex with
accompanying infrastructure.

Updated Position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has demonstrated in
Deadline 3 that it is committed to providing charging infrastructure for
electric vehicles used to access the Airport (both passenger and staff) to
facilitate the use of ultra-low and zero emission vehicles for those journeys
that are made by car. The Applicant is also committed to investing £1m to
Metrobus in hydrogen buses for the local network.

The Transport Assessment [AS-079] and the Surface Access
Commitments (SAC) [APP-090] set out how the Applicant’s
commitments to sustainable travel are binding under the DCO.

An updated version of ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface Access
Commitments [REP3-028] has been submitted at Deadline 3
which adds further detail to Commitment 12. Under Commitment
12A GAL shall produce a strategy for providing charging
infrastructure for electric vehicles used to access the Airport (both
passenger and staff) to facilitate the use of ultra-low and zero
emission vehicles for those journeys that are made by car.

Achieving the modes shares set out will significantly reduce
surface transport emissions. We are continuing to invest in
charging infrastructure for passengers and staff within a wider
strategy for EVs on the campus as part of our Decade of Change
programme independent of the DCO. This includes a partnership
with Gridserve to provide an electric vehicle charging forecourt on
airport, completed in early 2024. Our passenger valet parking
service also offers an EV charging service. For operational
vehicles there is a programme underway to deliver the Applicant’s
and third party airfield EV charging requirements.

The Applicant has invested or pledged over £1m to Metrobus in
hydrogen buses for the local network serving the airport and
continues to support the transition to ultra low or zero emission

Transport
Assessment [AS-079]

Surface Access
Commitments [APP-

090]

Surface Access
Commitments —

Version 2 [REP3-029]

Agreed
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vehicles in local bus services and in the Applicant’s own surface
transport fleet.

Decarbonisation of all surface transport is a matter for
Government policy and the Applicant cannot mandate that all
surface access journeys are by zero emission vehicles ahead of
meeting those policy targets.

Updated position (July 2024)
It is considered this matter can be marked as ‘agreed’.
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Table 2.12 sets out the position of both parties in relation to health and wellbeing matters.

Table 2.12 Statement of Common Ground — Health and Wellbeing Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
Baseline
There are no issues relating to the baseline for this topic within this Statement of Common Ground.
Assessment Methodology
2.12.2.1 Health Impact Assessment | A Health Impact Assessment should outline population health impacts for ES Chapter 18: Health and Wellbeing sets out the study areas in | ES Chapter 18: Health
East Sussex and appropriate mitigation proposed and provided to protect Section 18.4, paragraph 18.4.8. East Sussex is part of the ‘Six and Wellbeing [APP-
population health and any impact on local services and infrastructure. Authorities Area’. These are local level effects that are 043
summarised at paragraph 18.11.9, with measures to reduced Agreed
Updated position (Deadline 1): Acknowledging that there is not a statutory | adverse impacts and increase beneficial effects discussed in the
duty on the applicant to undertake a specific HIA. However, in the case of respective sections of section 18.8 that deal with each of these
this project, given the size, length of construction, proximity to communities | determinants of health.
and far reaching disruption as well as ongoing operational increase in
activity on completion we would strongly recommend an HIA be carried out | ypdated Position (April 2024):
for East Sussex and each affected LA area. This would ensure that the local | The Applicant's position that ES Chapter 18: Health and
health impacts for each area can be clearly identified and communicated. Wellbeing [APP-043] is a full Health Impact Assessment as set
Without independent HIA's it is not possible to understand the health out in detail in the Applicant's Response to Actions from Issue
impacts on each of the populations. The health impacts will vary greatly Specific Hearing 3: Socio-economics [REP1-064] Action Point 6.
across the authority areas, and so it is important that this is made clear and | s chapter 18: Health and Wellbeing [APP-043] includes ward
presented transparently rather than integrated within the existing level data [APP-207] and analysis, including in relation to
environmental statement chapter. inequalities. Mitigation and enhancement measures relating to
health inequalities are set out in Table 18.7.1.
Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC remain concerned over the health
impacts of the NRP on East Sussex communities. Despite the applicants Updated position (July 2024):
response we still remain concerned that an HIA that covers all affected local The Applicant and their consultant's share the Local Authority’s
authorities will not enable the health impacts to be fully realised at an concern for the health and wellbeing of the local communities,
Inalietelsl el EULTEHE) alts including those in East Sussex. For this reason, there has been
a comprehensive HIA and a detailed consideration of mitigation
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council would like to thank the and opportunities for community benefits. The geographic
applicant for the detailed explanation in response to their concerns raised at reporting of the assessment by impact related study area rather
deadline 5. The Council confirm that they agree that the assessment has than by individual local authority is a proportionate approach that
been proportionate and appropriate and therefore no longer wish to pursue is the norm for reporting results in HIA and EIA. Where a local
1) EHEEER, IS ERETHED G20 6 e ¢ reselves) authority is represented within a study area, that local authority
can read the assessment as being relevant to it. The study areas
are set out in ES Chapter 18 Health and Wellbeing [APP-043]
(pdf ages 25 to 27) and throughout the assessment section
(Section 18.8) for each determinant of health. East Sussex
comprises one of the counties within the ‘Six Authorities Area’.
The assessment findings are based on the local evidence base
for each local authority, not an average. Similarly, the results are
not an averaged effect that relies on multiple local authorities to
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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be assessed together to avoid significant adverse effects.
Adverse effects would not become more or less significant if a
local authority was to be considered individually. Examples of
the individual local authority evidence bases include: ES
Appendix 18.5.1 Health Baseline Trends, Priorities and
Vulnerable Groups [APP-206], which summaries public health
indicators and relevant points in relation to the East Sussex
Health and Wellbeing Strategy and Joint Strategic Needs
Assessment; and ES Appendix 18.5.2 Health and Wellbeing
Baseline Data Tables [APP-207], which sets out detailed data
tables of indicators for East Sussex. This detailed local evidence
is considered appropriate and proportionate to assessing the
sensitivity of the relevant East Sussex populations and the
potential for likely significant effects due to the Project. A
standalone HIA for each of the local authorities would simply
result in a high degree of duplication, running to several
thousand pages. It would not change the conclusion, with which
UKHSA and OHID agree [RR-4687], that the Project should not
result in any significant adverse effects to public health. This
includes that there is not the potential for significant adverse
effects on population health in East Sussex due to the Project.
The realisation of beneficial effects across a wide area, including
East Sussex, is not limited in any way by not having 6 to 12
separate comprehensive HIAs. We suggest that this is marked
as agreed.

Assessment

There are no issues relating to the assessment for this topic within this Statement of Common Ground.

Mitigation and Compensation

2.12.41 Noise and vibration impacts | The noise and vibration impacts on health and well-being of local ES Chapter 18: Health and Wellbeing sets out the assessment ES Chapter 18: Health | Agreed
on local communities communities need further consideration and appropriate mitigation of noise and vibration effects in Section 18.8, paragraph 18.8.91 | and Wellbeing [APP-
measures need to be identified. There is a need to consider vulnerable to 18.8.226. The health assessment is informed by ES Chapter 043]
groups within this, that may be more affected by the impacts of noise (and 14: Noise and Vibration. The ES Chapter 18 assessment
vibrations). specifically considers noise and vibration effects to vulnerable ES Chapter 14: Noise
groups. ES Chapter 18, Table 18.7.1: Mitigation and and Vibration [APP-
Updated position (Deadline 1): See response to 2.16. Need for ESCC to Enhancement Measures explains that measures have 039]
consider further before providing a response. specifically been included to promote health equity by supporting
uptake of the Noise Insulation Scheme for local vulnerable ES Appendix 14.9.10
Updated position (Deadline 5): We acknowledge that the ‘health groups. The Noise Insulation Scheme (NIS) is set out in ES Noise Insulation
assessment’ considers the critical health impacts related to noise and Appendix 14.9.10, and paragraph 4.1.15 discusses the specific Scheme [APP-180]
vibration and its effects to vulnerable groups and that this is communicated | measures to support vulnerable groups.
via the Environmental Statement. However, clarification on whether the
assessments have been specifically undertaken in relation East Sussex or if | Updated Position (April 2024):
this has been considered more broadly would be appreciated. The Applicant would welcome an updated position or response
from ESCC against this SoCG item, or confirmation if this item
can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer pursuing’.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Position as of 12 August 2024: Whilst we remain concerned about the
health of local communities and the potential of them being affected by the
NRP, we acknowledge the Applicant’s updated position. We understand
that East Sussex has been considered specifically, and that the applicant
states “that there is not the potential for significant adverse noise related
health effects for populations in East Sussex due to the Project”. For this
reason we are minded to agree this matter.

Updated position (July 2024):

ES Chapter 18 Health and Wellbeing [APP-043] paragraph
18.8.107 confirms that the health and wellbeing effects from
changes in noise and vibration due to the project have been
assessed for the geographic population of communities in the
ES Chapter 14: Noise and Vibration [APP-039] zone of
influence, (more than 20 km from the airport and beyond this for
overflights). This zone of influence is discussed at paragraph
14.11.7 [APP-039] and is has been identified based on the
spatial extent of likely effects, which in general is the area within
which noise levels above the LOAEL are expected. The largest
of these are for air noise and are the 2032 with Project Leq, 16
hour 51 dB and Leq, 8 hour night contours shown in Figures
14.9.1 and 14.9.9 [APP-064]. These LOAEL contours do not
extend to East Sussex. Regard has been given to East Sussex
populations where appropriate, for example in relation to
potential for effects associated with supplementary metrics
including Lmax shown in Figure 14.9.27 [APP-047], and
overflights from the northern runway shown in Figure 14.9.30
[APP-047]. The conclusion is that there is not the potential for
significant adverse effects on population health in due to the
Project, including in East Sussex. East Sussex have been part of
the technical discussions though the Noise Topic Working Group
as described in ES Chapter 14: Noise and Vibration [APP-039].
East Sussex has been considered specifically, as with other
administrative areas, however the noise assessment is
presented by the study areas relevant to impact extents. It can
however be confirmed that there is not the potential for
significant adverse noise related health effects for populations in
East Sussex due to the Project. We suggest that this is marked
as agreed.

Other

There are no other issues relating to this topic within this Statement of Common Ground
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2.13. Historic Environment
2.13.1 Table 2.13 sets out the position of both parties in relation to historic environment matters.

Table 2.13 Statement of Common Ground — Historic Environment Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Sighposting Status |
There are no issues relating to Historic Environment within this Statement of Common Ground. ‘
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2.14. Landscape, Townscape and Visual

2141 Table 2.14 sets out the position of both parties in relation to landscape, townscape and visual matters.

Table 2.14 Statement of Common Ground — Landscape, Townscape and Visual Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status

Baseline

There are no other issues relating to the baseline in this Statement of Common Ground.

Assessment Methodology

There are no other issues relating to the assessment methodology in this Statement of Common Ground.

Assessment
2.14.3.1 Dark skies policy Clarification is required on how the proposal aligns with dark skies policy No new flight paths are proposed. The High Weald Area of Section 8.9 and Table | No longer
outlined in local protected landscape strategies e.g. High Weald, South Outstanding Natural Beauty Management Plan 2019 — 2024 8.8.1 of ES Chapter 8 | pursuing
Downs National Park. includes Objective OQ4: ‘To protect and promote the perceptual Landscape,
qualities...dark skies. ES Chapter 8 includes an assessment of Townscape and
Updated position (Deadline 1): Need for ESCC to consider further effects on the High Weald AONB special qualities including the Visual Resources
before providing a response. perceptual qualities of dark skies. The increase in overflights at up | [APP-033]
to 7,000 feet, compared to the future baseline scenario in 2032, is
Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC has considered the applicants estimated to be up to approximately 20% during daytime and up
response and notes ‘whilst an adverse effect on the perception of dark to 10% during nightime, which is considered to result in minor
night skies is identified it is not considered to constitute significant harm to | adverse effects (see Table 8.8.1). Whilst an adverse effect on the
this perceptual quality’. Therefore we agree that this will no longer be perception of dark skies is identified it is not considered to
pursuing this matter. constitute significant harm to this perceptual quality. ES Chapter 8

considers the influence that a slight intensification of the massing
of built form and concentration of lighting visible at night within the
predominantly urban townscape of the airport within the setting of
the High Weald AONB would result in Minor adverse effects.
South Downs Local Plan 2014 to 2033 includes Objective 1: ‘To
conserve and enhance the landscapes of the National Park’ and
Strategic Policy SD8: Dark Night Skies. Any increase in lighting at
Gatwick Airport would not affect the SDNP due to lack of
intervisibility. The only possible effect on the perception of dark
night skies is due to visible lights on overflying aircraft in clear
weather conditions. The increase in overflying aircraft at less that
7000 ft above local ground level would range from 6% to 16%
which equates to between 0.2 and 1.8 aircraft a day which is
considered to result in minor adverse effects (see Table 8.8.1).
Approximately half of the aircraft which currently overfly the SDNP
are non-Gatwick. Whilst an adverse effect on the perception of
dark night skies is identified it is not considered to constitute
significant harm to this perceptual quality.

Updated Position (April 2024):

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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The Applicant would welcome an updated position or response
from ESCC against this SoCG item, or confirmation if this item
can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer pursuing’

Mitigation and Compensation

There are no other issues relating to mitigation and compensation in this Statement of Common Ground.

Other

There are no other issues relating to topic in this Statement of Common Ground.
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2.15. Major Accidents and Disasters
2.15.1 Table 2.15 sets out the position of both parties in relation to major accidents and disasters matters.

Table 2.15 Statement of Common Ground — Major Accidents and Disasters Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status

There are no issues relating to Major Accidents and Disasters within this Statement of Common Ground.
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Table 2.16 sets out the position of both parties in relation to noise and vibration matters.

Table 2.16 Statement of Common Ground — Noise and Vibration Matters

Transition Case.

These are presented in 71 figures in the ES relating to air noise impacts
with the data tabulated in Appendix 14.9.2. LPAs have been given access
to an air noise web viewer to download air noise contours. This is
considered a suitable set of noise modelling scenarios to allow the ES as
written to describe the likely significant effects of the Project.

Updated position (July 2024)

ES Table 14.9.7 provides population estimates for day and night noise
contours for 2019 and with the Project for 2029, 2032, 2038 and 2047
illustrating that populations affected above LOAEL are highest in 2032 and
hence that noise levels are highest in this assessment year. Table 3.2
within the Environmental Statement Addendum — Updated Central Case
Aircraft Fleet Report (JES Addendum - Updated Central Case Aircraft
Fleet Report [REP4-004]) confirms this position for the updated central
case fleet. The series of tables ES Appendix 14.9.2 provide further detail
for each assessment year, and the air noise figures for each assessment
year also depict this. Table 14.9.8 within the Noise and Vibration ES
Chapter 14 and Table 3.3 within the ES Addendum — Updated Central
Case Aircraft Fleet Report [REP4-004]- shows the increases in the areas
of the various noise contours in each assessment year, that are greatest in
2032 indicating the largest noise increases in this year. Hence 2032 will
have the greatest noise impacts and the highest noise levels and-is
therefore used to determine the extent of noise mitigation required,
including the contour areas for the noise insulation scheme zones. The
impacts in 2029, 2038 and 2047 will -be lower than in 2032, and the ES
(which includes the Updated Central Case Aircraft Fleet Report Addendum
[REP4-004) reports the likely significant impacts of the project, providing

ES Appendix 14.9.2:
Air Noise Modelling

APP-172]

ES Addendum —
Updated Central Case
Aircraft Fleet Report

REP4-004]

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
Baseline
2.16.1.1 Only 2032 assessment The assessment of air noise only covers 2032 as it is identified as The noise modelling method is summarised in Section 2 of Appendix ES Noise and Agreed
year is assessed as a the worst-case. 14.9.2 and was explained in a CAA ERCD presentation and slide deck Vibration Figures Part
worst-case hand out to the TWG on 7th June 2022. 1 [APP-063]
Updated position (Deadline 1): All assessment years (2029, 2032,
2038 and 2047) should be covered in the assessment to understand | GAL engaged with the LPAs before and after the PEIR to discuss and ES Noise and
temporal effects on the local population explain the scenarios modelled and reported in the ES. These comprise: Vibration Figures Part
2 [APP-064]
Updated position (Deadline 5): From the Applicant’s position — e 8 metrics - Leq 16 hr, Leq 8 hr night, N65 day, N60 night, Lden,
confirming that the assessment years listed should be covered - it LNight, Lmax and overflights; ES Noise and
appears this matter has been resolved, and therefore this matter can e 5 assessment years — 2019, 2029, 2032, 2038 and 2047 Vibration Figures Part
be agreed. e 2 Fleet transition scenarios, the Central Case and Slower 3 [APP-065]
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sufficient information for the impacts in each year to be understood and to
confirm that the reting mitigation which is proposed is based on the worst-
case and will be adequate to mitigate effects in all assessment years.

2.16.1.2 Assurances that areas of | Air noise relates to noise from aircraft in the air, or departing or The ES provides a full assessment of air noise across East Sussex. ES Chapter 14 Noise | Agreed
East Sussex below 7,000 | arriving on a runway, generally assessed to a height up to 7,000 feet and Vibration [APP-
feet have been included in | above ground level. 039]
the air noise modelling
work
2.16.1.3 No details on the 92-day It is difficult to understand what has been modelled and how fleet Tables of aircraft movements by aircraft type for each noise assessment Supporting Noise and | Agreed
summer average aircraft transition would occur without provision of aircraft fleets. case (ie year, metric, fleet) will be provided to the TWG. Vibration Technical
fleet for each scenario are Notes to Statements
provided Updated position (Deadline 5): Agreed - now that aircraft fleets Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided full details of | of Common Ground,
have been provided. the aircraft types modelled each year in Supporting Noise and Vibration | Appendix F - Aircraft
Technical Notes to Statements of Common Ground, Appendix F - Fleets for Noise
Aircraft Fleets for Noise Modelling [REP3-071]. Modelling [REP3-071]
Assessment Methodology
2.16.2.1 Clarification on estimated | There is a need for assurances on the accuracy and reliability of the Overflight mapping overs the area Gatwick aircraft overfly below 7,000 at Not Agreed
overflight mapping estimated overflight mapping, and we will require East Sussex to be least once every 24 hours on an average summer day/night. This includes | ES Chapter 14: Noise
included as part of this. parts of East Sussex. The methodology is described in AS Appendix and Vibration [APP-
14.9.2 and follows CAA guidance. 039]
Updated position (Deadline 1): Overflight maps are only provided
for 2019 and are too coarse to draw any meaningful information from | Updated Position (April 2024): Overflight mapping is provided for the
them. worse case assessment year 2032. The resolution of the mapping was
increased from the PEIR to the ES in response to this comment.
Updated position (Deadline 5): 2032 is not the worst-case year in Updated position (July 2024)
terms of overflights. Overflight figures should be provided for all 2032 is the year with the greatest proportion of increased overflights at
assessment scenarios. Northern runway departures should be 19% rounded up to 20% for the assessment. See ES Chapter 14: Noise
included in overflights so impacts can be understood in areas close and Vibration [APP-039] Table 14.7.1. Under CAP1616 guidance noise
to the airport. The Deadline 1 position identifies that figures are still effects in the vicinity of an airport are assessed in terms of modelled noise
too coarse to draw any meaningful information from so this has not levels, and overflights are considered as supplementary metrics to
been addressed. Overflight figures should show aircraft below 4,000 | illustrate changes beyond the noise contours. Effects close to the airport
feet as noise contours are most affected by aircraft movements should therefore be assessed in terms of the noise contours provided not
below 4,000 feet. overflights. CAP1616 requires overflights to be assessed up to 7,000 ft.
Noise effects from aircraft at any height are assessed by noise contours.
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council disagree that
overflights should only be assessed up to 7,000 feet. CAP1616a Updated position (Deadline 9)
explicitly states: This partial quote from para 1.8 of CAP1616a is under the heading Leq
“Change sponsors should portray LAeq, 16 hours noise exposure Contours and relates to Leq contours.
contours as a means of explaining noise impacts for airports where
the proposed option is likely to result in a change in traffic patterns or AL Vit sl e A L0 Test s Selaeie @ e entslen ol Lase
traffic volumes or fleet mix below 4,000 feet” contours because aircraft operating above this altitude are unlikely to affect
It goes on to state: the size or shape of LAeq contours, and are therefore also unlikely to
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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“The height of 4,000 feet was selected as the criterion for LAeq
contours because aircraft operating above this altitude are unlikely to
affect the size or shape of LAeq contours”

As such, provision of overflights up to 7,000 feet does not provide
necessary information to supplement the air noise assessment based
on LAeq noise effects.

The Council would like to be able to contextualise the impact of
additional aircraft movements through provision of relevant overflight
contours as follows:

. for aircraft movements below 4,000 feet.

. provided as contours calculated from 100mx100m grids.
. include aircraft movement associated with the northern
runway.

result in changes to significant adverse effects as determined by WebTAG.
However, for the largest airports, the population noise exposure
information required for input to WebTAG may extend to areas where
aircraft are above 4,000 feet.

Paragraphs 1.40 to 1.44 are under the heading Overflights give guidance
on overflight. Paragraph 1.10 begins: The CAA publication CAP 1498
Definition of Overflight...CAP1498 defines overflights up to 7,000 ft as
portrayed in Figure 2 of CAP1616a. Indeed paragraph 1.44 of CAP1616a
gives an example of an overflight at 5,000ft.

The discussion on 4,000ft in CAP1616 is discussing that usually (except
for the largest airports) Leq contours will illustrate significant effects that
usually arise from aircraft below 4,000 ft. This is why overflights are a
useful way to illustrate lesser effects from aircraft that are higher ie up to
7,000 ft that do not generally contribute to the Leq contour plotted.

The Applicant has followed the CAA’'s CAP1616 and CAP 1489 guidance
and mapped overflights to the correct height so as to best illustrate effects
beyond Leq contours.

Flights from the northern runway are included on the main runway as
explained in ES Appendix 14.9.2 Air Noise Modelling [APP-172], and given
that the purpose of overflight mapping is not to portray effects close to the
airport for which Leq contour are used (and ES Figure 14.9.30 is used), but
rather to portray effects beyond the Leq contours, this was considered a
reasonable approximation.

CAP1616 has no requirement to map to a 100m grid.

2.16.2.2 No assessment criteria is
provided for the
assessment of effects on

non-residential receptors

Assessment criteria based around the LOAEL and SOAEL focuses
on noise effects at residential receptors. Non-residential receptors
should be considered on a case-by-case basis with assessment
criteria defined depending on the non-residential use.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Paragraph 14.4.76 [APP-039]
states: “For non-residential buildings specific noise assessment
criteria are used where significant noise increases are expected
above the threshold levels described above, with reference to their
particular use, design and circumstances”.

No specific noise assessment criteria for non-residential receptors
are defined. Additionally, the assessment of non-residential receptors
is included in secondary noise metrics, which the Applicant identifies
are not for identifying significant effects and are for context only.

The methodology for assessing non-residential receptors is summarised in
ES para 14.4.76. Non-residential noise sensitive receptors include:
Educational facilities (schools, colleges, nurseries) doctors medical
centres, hospitals, auditoria (concert halls, theatres, sound recording and
broadcasting studios), places of worship, offices, museums, community
and village halls, courts, libraries, hotels etc. Noise assessment criteria for
these can be drawn from various guidelines and in all cases are Leq 16 hour
50dB or 55dB. Noise change criteria for significant effects are in all cases
3dB or more. Hence, it is reasonable to use the residential Leq 16 nr 51dB
LOAEL as a scoping threshold for non-residential receptors. As noted in
ES para 14.4.76 for non-residential buildings, sensitivity to noise tends to
depend not just on the building use, but also its construction and other
factors. Therefore, where noise levels above the scoping criterion are
identified they are assessed in a case by case basis.

ES Chapter 14: Noise
and Vibration [APP-

039]

Applicant's Response

to ExQ1 - Noise and
Vibration [REP3-101]

Agreed
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Updated position (Deadline 5): It is noted that the Applicant has
provided detailed non-residential screening criteria in The Applicant's
Response to ExQ1 - Noise and Vibration [REP3-101]. The criteria
are not agreed as it contains an error and criteria for schools is
based on measured noise data at a school near London Luton
Airport and is applicable at that location only.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council accept the use of
Luton Airport’s non-residential screening criteria, which has been
tested through DCO examination.

Construction noise has been modelled at all buildings regardless of use.
The residential daytime and where relevant night-time LOAEL was used to
scope impacts at all receptors including non-residential. Paragraphs
14.9.17 to 14.9.43 identify various schools, churches, open spaces, hotels
and offices where these could be exceeded and Table 14.9.4 identified
mitigation and on a case by case basis where impacts are likely.

Non-residential receptors were considered in assessing the worst affected
properties for baseline surveys, with measurements carried out and used
to characterise the ambient noise levels at non-residential receptors in two
of the 13 Noise Sensitive Receptor Areas used in the ground noise
assessment. Ground noise has been modelled at all buildings regardless
of use. The residential LOAELSs were used to scope impacts at all
receptors including non-residential. Appendix 14.9.3 provides predicted
noise levels at schools, offices, a care home and an aquatic centre and
assesses impacts where relevant on a case by case basis.

The air noise assessment provides modelled noise levels at non-
residential properties to scope impacts above the residential LOAELSs.
Figure 14.9.32 (Doc Ref. 5.2) shows 50 noise sensitive community
buildings (21 schools, one hospital, 18 places of worship and 7 community
buildings) for which noise levels are predicted and assessed. The seven
Community Representative Locations chosen to describe impacts in more
detail in para 14.9.150 to 14.9.158 are non-residential (6 schools and one
care home).

Road traffic noise has been modelled at all buildings regardless of use.
The residential LOAELs were used to scope impacts at all receptors
including non-residential. Noise changes in the Riverside Garden Park
have been assessed in detail. Potential noise impacts at two hotels and
the Gatwick Airport Police Station are assessed on a case by case basis.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided a further
response on this including criteria for non-residential receptors and a full
description of how they have been assessed in The Applicant's
Response to ExQ1 - Noise and Vibration (Doc Ref 10.16), question
NV.1.7.

Updated position (July 2024)

The error in The Applicant's Response to ExQ1 - Noise and Vibration
[REP3-101]. in relation to noise change at schools above Leq 16 nr 63dB is
not relevant because as noted in the Applicant’s response to ExA question
NV.1.7 the largest increase in air noise at any school is Laeq1shr 1.4dB in
2032 with the Project compared to the 2032 baseline, which is not
significant.
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2.16.2.3 The assessment switches | The assessment should cover both properties and population and be | When considering the wider effects populations are estimated, for example | n/a Not agreed
between discussing consistent when identifying significant effects to aid their with air noise where up to say 28,000 people may be exposed, to the
properties and population | understanding. nearest 100 from postcode databases. Where smaller number are
depending on whether affected and individual properties are counted the numbers of properties
noise is between LOAEL Updated position (Deadline 1): The ES should contain information are reported to give more detail.
and SOAEL (population) on both properties and population
or above SOAEL
(properties) Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has not addressed
this request for additional information
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Applicant has not addressed
this request for additional information
2.16.2.4 No attempt has been Context is provided to the assessment of ground noise through Paragraph 14.4.79 of the ES explains: The assessment of significance is Para 14.4.79 of ES Not agreed
made to expand on the consideration of the secondary LAmax, overflight, Lden and Lnight based primarily on the predicted levels and changes in the primary noise Chapter 14: Noise
assessment of likely noise metric; however, no conclusions on how this metric relates to metrics and the factors described above, but additional noise metrics (the and Vibration [APP-
significant effects through | likely significant effects have been made so the use of secondary secondary noise metrics) are used to provide more detail on the changes 039
the use of secondary metrics in terms of the overall assessment of likely significant effects | that would arise.
noise metrics. is unclear. ES Appendix 14.9.3
Updated Position (April 2024): For ground noise the change in number of | Ground Noise
Updated position (Deadline 1): Supplementary noise metrics Lmax events above 65dB in the day and 60dB at night has also been used | \odelling [APP-173]
should be used supplement the primary metric assessment to identify | in addition to Leq levels in some cases in arriving at the overall
likely significant effects. assessment of significance. For example in the Charlwood, Riverside
Horley, Bonnetts Lane, and Lowfield Heath Assessment Areas as
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant does not discussed in Section 8 of ES Appendix 14.9.3 Ground Noise Modelling
demonstrate a consistent approach to assessing likely significant [APP-173]
effects. ESCC'’s position remains that secondary metrics should be
used to identify likely significant effects. ESCC would also request Updated position (July 2024)
that the Applicant sets out their methodology for identifying likely Since Lmax is a secondary metric, there are no specific criteria for
significant effects due to Lmax events above 65dB in the day and significance but the change in numbers of Lmax events above the day and
60dB at night. night thresholds are considered using professional judgment to understand
how changes in Laeq may be perceived. In some cases (Charlwood Road
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Applicants response relates to e Lgeyitele izt Assessmer?t ) the e 17 the nu.mb.ejrs @
. . . . . Lmax events above thresholds simply confirms that there is a significant
ground noise; however, ESCC is concerned with how air noise will . . - .
» ) ) effect which has already been identified by the change in Laeq levels. In the
SHEE! e BRI [ESUC's EElion e 4 BReene 21 MEts Bonnets Lane assessment area, the reduction in Lmax events helps to
should be used to identify likely significant effects confirm that the effect is minor. Within the Lowfield Heath assessment
area, the increase in the numbers of Lmax events above thresholds is used
to confirm that changes in Laeq Of 1 dB are significant at properties where
the Laeq is close to SOAEL (these properties would otherwise be
considered to have a minor adverse effect according to para 14.4.93 of the
ES).
Updated position (Deadline 9)
Apologies. The Applicant has followed CAP1616 guidance on assessing
significant air noise effects.
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2.16.2.5 No details of the noise It is difficult to have any confidence in the noise model without any CAA ERCD gave a presentation to the TWG on 7th June 2022 on the ES Appendix 14.9.2 Not agreed
modelling or validation provision of the assumptions and limitation that have been applied in | ANCON model and its validation, and it was discussed at the TWG. The Air Noise Modelling
process are provided the validation of the noise model and production of noise contours. slide deck provided for this meeting included SEL and Lmax levels from APP-172]
the Gatwick NTK and how they are used to validate the model every year.
Updated position (Deadline 1): Details of the validation and noise Further information has been added to the ES Appendix 14.9.2 Section 2.1 Appendix G -
modelling processes should be submitted along with any noise model | describing the air traffic forecasts used, the distribution across routes and | Response to the
assumptions and limitations runways, flight dispersion adopted, height and speed profiles, source terms | j| As’ Comments at
for next generation aircraft and the ANCON model and referring to ECRD Deadline 4 on the
Updated position (Deadline 5): ECRD Report 2002 does not Report 2002: Noise Exposure Contour for Gatwick Airport 2019 for further | Noise and Vibration
contain the information requested. The information is important to details. Technical Notes
understand the aircraft noise contours has not been provided by the [REP5-079].
Applicant. The information was initially requested after the ESCC ERCD has been producing noise contours for Gatwick airport using the
review of the PEIR and the Applicant has not fulfilled the request. ANCON model since 1988 including annual contours every year. Up until
2015 the contours were produced for the DfT, and since then they have
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Applicant has provided been carried out for GAL. ERCD has a team who maintain the model and
information on the validation of the Boeing 737-800 aircraft only calibrate it for Gatwick Airport using thousands of data points every year.
[REP5-079]. The issue regarding the lack of information on air noise | ANCON is used on other UK airports as well as for international studies,
model validation was raised at ISH9 and the Applicant responded and is considered the most accurate tool available to model noise from
that the data was confidential to the CAA and could not be released. | Gatwick Airport. it is strongly refuted that it is difficult to have confidence in
The JLAs have since contacted the CAA who stated they would the noise model based on the information provided.
release the data with the consent of the Applicant. The following
information was requested: Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant refers back to the various
i) the results of statistical analysis of SEL and LAmax data for reports on the ANCON model including the following extracts from ANCON
individual aircraft at each monitoring location that feed into the model and referring to ECRD Report 2002: Noise Exposure Contour for
validation process at Gatwick along with a figure showing the Gatwick Airport 2019 referenced above:
monitoring locations on a map.
And: 2.1 Noise contours were calculated with the UK civil aircraft noise model
ii) a comparison of the measured SEL and LAmax data against | ANCON (version 2.4), which is developed and maintained by ERCD on
predicted levels for each aircraft. We would like to see this behalf of the DfT. A technical description of ANCON is provided in R&D
information for all aircraft that make up 75% of the noise energy at Report 9842 (Ref 5). The ANCON model is also used for the production of
the airport. annual contours for Heathrow and Stansted airports, and a number of
other UK airports.
2.2 ANCON is fully compliant with the latest European guidance on noise
modelling, ECAC.CEAC Doc 29 (Fourth edition), published in December
2016 (Ref 6). This guidance document represents internationally agreed
best practice as implemented in modern aircraft noise models. The fourth
edition introduced some minor changes to the modelling of start-of-roll
noise, which were incorporated in the 2017 software update to ANCON
(version 2.4).
Updated position (July 2024)
The information on the ANCON model validation is provided in Annex a of
10.38 Appendix G - Response to the JLAs’ Comments at Deadline 4
on the Noise and Vibration Technical Notes [REP5-079].
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Updated position (Deadline 9)

In ISH9 The Applicant explained how a mass of noise measurements are
used by ERCD to calibrate the Gatwick model each year, and that a
sample of that has been shared with the noise Topic Working Group last
year. The Applicant did not say this noise measurement data is
confidential to the CAA. This would have contacted the explanation he
was providing that some of it has been shared. The Applicant actually said
(See Recording of ISH9 Day 1 Part 2; 30 July 2024) time: 1:18:25) ‘The
databases that sit behind that are in fact confidential to the CAA’. That
database is the core of the model that it uses to predict SEL and Lmax
noise levels. Termed the Aircraft Noise Performance database, ERCD has
confirmed this is confidential and will not be released to the JLAs.

Since Deadline 8, ERCD has shared with the Applicant their analysis of
165,000 noise measurements carried out at 20 Noise and Track Keeping
monitors around Gatwick in 2018 and 2019 used to validate the noise
ANCON noise model that has been used for this Project. The Applicant
understands ERCD has now supplied this dataset to the JLAs. The
Applicant trusts this now puts an end to concerns that the ANCON model
is not properly validated for this study. The Applicant has been clear from
the start that the ANCON model is fully validated and is the best model for
the Project.

2.16.2.6 No details of measured Measured Single Event Level and LASmax noise data should be CAA ERCD gave a presentation to the TWG on 7th June 2022 on the ES Appendix 14.9.2 Not agreed

Single Event Level or provided for individual aircraft variants as it is key information used ANCON model and its validation, and it was discussed at the TWG. The Air Noise Modelling

LASmax noise data from when defining the aircraft noise baseline. slide deck provided for this meeting included SEL and Lmax levels from APP-172]

the Noise-Track-Keeping the Gatwick NTK and how they are used to validate the model every year.

are provided Updated position (Deadline 1): Details of the validation and noise Further information has been added to the ES Appendix 14.9.2 Section 2.1 Appendix G -
modelling processes should be submitted along with any noise model | describing the air traffic forecasts used, the distribution across routes and Response to the
assumptions and limitations runways, flight dispersion adopted, height and speed profiles, source terms | jL_As’ Comments at

for next generation aircraft and the ANCON model and referring to ECRD Deadline 4 on the
Updated position (Deadline 5): The requested information should Report 2002: Noise Exposure Contour for Gatwick Airport 2019 for further | Noise and Vibration
formally be submitted and should include Lmax and SEL data for all | details. Technical Notes
aircraft that were validated. There is no dispute on the use of [REP5-079].
ANCON to model air noise, but it is important that sufficient ERCD has been producing noise contours for Gatwick airport using the
information is provided such that it can be understood how aircraft ANCON model since 1988 including annual contours every year. Up until
fleets are transposed into noise contours. This information has been | 2015 the contours were produced for the DfT, and since then they have
requested since the PEIR and the Applicant has not yet provided been carried out for GAL. ERCD has a team who maintain the model and
what is important and relevant information that underpins the air calibrate it for Gatwick Airport using thousands of data points every year.
noise assessment. ANCON is used on other UK airports as well as for international studies
and is considered the most accurate tool available to model noise from
Position as of 12 August 2024: see row 2.16.2.5 for ESCCs Gatwick Airport. it is strongly refuted that it is difficult to have confidence in
position on this matter. the noise model based on the information provided.
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Updated position (July 2024)
ECRD Report 2002 is available on the Gatwick Airport website:
https://www.gatwickairport.com/company/reports/noise-reports.html
Details of the fleets have been provided and accepted. With regards to
model validation, further information model validation is provided in 10.38
Appendix G - Response to the JLAs’ Comments at Deadline 4 on the
Noise and Vibration Technical Notes [REP5-079].
Updated position (Deadline 9)
See row 2.16.5.2
Assessment
2.16.3.1 Lack of detail on noise Concerned that the impacts of noise on East Sussex communities The ES provides a full assessment of noise impacts in East Sussex. ES Chapter 14 Noise Not agreed
impacts for East Sussex has not been adequately addressed and assessed, and that and Vibration [APP-
appropriate mitigations will not be in place. Since the PEIR the resolution of the Overflight modelling has been 039
increased to allow the overflight mapping grid size to be reduced from 3km
Updated position (Deadline 1): Overflight maps are only provided to 1km. Section 2.2 of ES Appendix 14.9.2 Air Noise Modelling explains Appendix G -
for 2019 and are too coarse to draw any meaningful information from | the methodology. GAL considers the mapping of overflight numbers across | Response to the
them. East Sussex and elsewhere to give a good indication of how overflight JLAs’ Comments at
number will change. Deadline 4 on the
Updated position (Deadline 5): 2032 is not the worst-case year in Noise and Vibration
terms of overflights. Overflight figures should be provided for all Table 14.12.1 provides details of overflights changes expected at Technical Notes
assessment scenarios. Northern runway departures should be Landscape Assessment locations in East Sussex, including Ashdown [REP5-079].
included in overflights so impacts can be understood in areas close Forest.
to the airport. The Deadline 1 position identifies that figures are still
too coarse to draw any meaningful information from so this has not Updated Position (April 2024):
been addressed. Overflight figures should show aircraft below 4,000 | ES Figures 14.6.18 and 14.9.31 and Table 14.12.1 all provide overflight
feet as noise contours are most affected by aircraft movements information for East Sussex in 2032 not only 2019.
below 4,000 feet.
Updated position (July 2024)
Position as of 12 August 2024: see row 2.16.2.1 for ESCCs ECRD Report 2002 is available on the Gatwick Airport website:
position on this matter. https://www.gatwickairport.com/company/reports/noise-reports.html
Details of the fleets have been provided and accepted. With regards to
model validation, further information model validation is provided in 10.38
Appendix G - Response to the JLAs’ Comments at Deadline 4 on the
Noise and Vibration Technical Notes [REP5-079].
2.16.3.2 Identification of population | It is not clear what population is exposed to changes in noise above For air noise, Tables 14.9.10 and 14.9.11 of ES Chapter 14 give the Paragraphs 14.9.102 to | Not agreed
exposed to noise above SOAEL and between LOAEL and SOAEL in Table 14.9.10 and populations predicted to have various changes in noise from across 9 14.9.104 and Tables
SOAEL and between 14.9.11. ranges. Only noise levels above LOAEL are reported. Paragraphs 14.9.10 and 14.9.11 of
LOAEL and SOAEL 14.9.102 to 14.9.104 describe where these significant changes are ES Chapter 14 Noise
Updated position (Deadline 1): Table 14.9.10 and Table 14.9.11 expected. 40 have changes above 3dB all above SOAEL. 40 have and Vibration [APP-
should be updated to show population exposed to changes in noise changes of 1dB above SOAEL. These are the 80 properties significantly 039]
between LOAEL and SOAEL and above SOAEL affected by the Project.
Section 8.1 of ES
Appendix 14.9.3
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Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 54



https://www.gatwickairport.com/company/reports/noise-reports.html
https://www.gatwickairport.com/company/reports/noise-reports.html
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000832-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2014%20Noise%20and%20Vibration.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000832-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2014%20Noise%20and%20Vibration.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002567-10.38%20Appendix%20G%20-%20Response%20to%20the%20JLAs%E2%80%99%20Comments%20at%20Deadline%204%20on%20the%20Noise%20and%20Vibration%20Technical%20Notes.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000832-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2014%20Noise%20and%20Vibration.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-000832-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2014%20Noise%20and%20Vibration.pdf

G

LONDON
GATWICK

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant should revisit Table
14.9.10 and Table 14.9.11 as they do not show population exposed
to changes in noise between LOAEL and SOAEL and above SOAEL.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council would like to see an

updated version of Chapter 14 where this matter could be addressed.

For ground noise the changes in noise and whether they are above LOAEL
and/or SOAEL are described in the Section 8.1 of ES appendix 14.9.3
across each of the 12 noise sensitive receptor areas.

Updated Position (April 2024): The changes above LOAEL and above
SOAEL are clearly identified and these tables do not need revising.

Updated Position (July 2024)

Paragraphs 14.9.102 to 14.9.105 report there are 80 properties above
SOAEL with noise increases and where they are. This equates to
approximately a population of 240. Table 14.10 gives the noise changes in
terms of populations. Since this table is only for populations above LOAEL
subtracting the 240 described in the following paragraphs as above
SOAEL gives the number between LOAEL and SOAEL.

Similarly for night-time paragraph 14.9.116 reports approximately 30
properties (90 people) with noise increase above SOAEL. Since Table
14.11 is only for populations above LOAEL subtracting the 90 described in
the following paragraphs as above SOAEL gives the number between
LOAEL and SOAEL

Updated position (Deadline 9)
As discussed above the information is adequately provide in the ES
Chapter.

Ground Noise

Modelling [APP-173]

2.16.3.3

Properties that are newly
exposed to noise levels
exceeding the SOAEL are
not identified Paragraph
14.9.98 of the
Environmental Statement
Chapter 14 Noise and
Vibration states that there
would be reduced
movements on the main
runway resulting in Minor
Beneficial effects

It is important to identify how many properties are newly exposed to
noise levels exceeding the SOAEL to determine compliance with the
first aim of the ANPS.

It is not clear is these Minor Beneficial effects would continue through
the project lifespan when more capacity is taken up and the main
runway may return to current intensity of operations.

Updated position (Deadline 1): This information should be provided
in the ES so it is clear and understandable.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The requested information should
be clearly provided by providing a detailed assessment of all
assessment years so noise effects can be understood throughout the
lifespan of the project.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council would like to see an
updated version of Chapter 14 where this matters could be
addressed.

The increase in the population within SOAEL with the Project compared to
without the Project in the noisiest year, 2032, can be seen by subtracting
the population in Table 14.6.5 (baseline) from those in Table 14.9.7 (with
Project). For both day and night, central case fleet and slower transition
fleet this gives a population of approximately 100 people.

All properties forecast to be above SOAEL with the Project in the noisiest
year, 2032, with the slower transition fleet will be offered the Inner Zone
noise insulation package consistent with the policy requirement to avoid
significant adverse effects on health and quality of life.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided Supporting
Noise and Vibration Technical Notes to Statements of Common
Ground, Appendix F - Aircraft Fleets for Noise Modelling [REP3-071]
which gives the numbers of aircraft modelled in each assessment year by
type and runway.

The minor beneficial effects would be expected to continue because the
way the airport operated in dual runways would continue and the additional
numbers of flights after the worst case assessment year of 2032 with the
Project is small as noted Table 14.7.1 as follows. In the day an increase of

Tables 14.9.5 and
14.9.7 of ES Chapter
14 Noise and
Vibration [APP-039]

Supporting Noise and
Vibration Technical
Notes to Statements
of Common Ground,
Appendix F - Aircraft
Fleets for Noise
Modelling [REP3-071]

Not agreed
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7 ATMs (from 976 in 2032) per day from 2032 to 2038 and an increase of
5 ATMs per day from 2038 to 2047. For night, no increase in ATMs from
2032 to 2047.

Updated position (July 2024)

The Applicant has provided the number of properties newly above SOAEL,
which is approximately 100, and confirmed that in all case the first aim of
the NPSE will be met by the provision of noise insulation with the Inner
Zone package.

Mitigation and Compensation

2.16.4.1 Capping of night flights to | Concern that the use of the northern runway will increase the That is the intention as secured through the DCO. As at present the Draft DCO [REP3-006] | Agreed
protect local communities | negative impacts of aircraft noise on local communities at night — Northern Runway will be used at night during maintenance of the main

impacting detrimentally on physical and mental health and wellbeing. | runway.

Night flights will need to be restricted / capped, and the Northern

Runway should not operate, between the hours of 23:00 and 06:00.

We need assurances that there are not dispensations that GAL can

routinely operate within this restricted night-time period,

notwithstanding use of aircraft at night for emergencies.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Paragraph 19 of Schedule 2 of the

DCO [APP-008] states: “The northern runway (Work No. 1) must not

be routinely used between the hours of 23:00 — 06:00 but may be

used between these hours where the southern runway (being the

airport’s main runway at the date this Order is made) is not available

for use for any reason”.

2.16.4.2 Slow fleet transition noise | There is no incentive to push the transition of the fleet to quieter Paragraph 14.2.44 described how the reference to Sharing the Benefits Section 3.2 of ES Not agreed
contour area limits aircraft technology. This means that the Noise Envelope allows for an | of aircraft noise emission reduction has been removed from the Appendix 14.9.5 Air

increase in noise contour area on opening of the Northern Runway. Government's Overarching Aviation Policy Statement in March 2023. We Noise Envelope
consulted on sharing the benefits through our Noise Envelope Group in Background [APP-

Updated position (Deadline 1): The Noise Envelope is not policy summer 2022. 175]

compliant. An illustration of sharing the benefits was discussed and is reported in
pages 165 to 175 of ES Appendix 14.9.9: Report on Engagement on the ES Appendix 14.9.9:

Sharing the benefits has not been removed from national aviation Noise Envelope. Report on

policy. GAL do not share any noise benefits from new aircraft Engagement on the

technology up to and around 2029 in the slower transition fleet case. | As communicated previously, GAL does not control airline fleet Noise Envelope [AS-
procurement and the airport sits within well-defined existing regulatory 023]

There should be no allowance for Noise Envelope limits to increase frameworks governing noise management, airport charges, slots and the

to give certainty to local communities on future noise levels. requirement to consult on noise related actions which could be operating ES Appendix 14.9.7:
restrictions. Airline feedback to the Noise Envelope Group also explained The Noise Envelope

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant's method for sharing | that many factors can influence fleet procurement, some of which could be | [APP-177]

the benefits is flawed as it allows for a substantial increase in noise | gutside of the airlines’ control. The York Aviation review of the PEIR for the

contour area in the 2032 daytime period over the 2019 baseline. Itis | | gcal Authorities noted ‘We consider that the fleet mix assumed in the

hard to understand how it can be justified that any benefits have Central Case for assessment is somewhat optimistic, particularly in the

been shared with the local community in this case. early years given the deferral of aircraft orders that has occurred during the
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ESCC'’s position maintains that there should be no allowance for any
increase in noise contour limits to provide certainty to communities
about noise they would experience in the future should the project be
consented.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The Applicant has still not modelled
284,987 ATMs in 2029 i.e. the baseline scenario where no growth in
the 2019 movements occurs, despite this approach being in line with
the Planning Inspectorate Scoping Report (para 2.3.13 Appendix
6.2.2 [APP-095]) which states:

“The ES should also give consideration to the prospect of a ‘no
development’ and ‘no growth scenario’ for comparative purposes and
in support of the justification for the Proposed Development in the
form that is to be presented in the DCO application”.

It is noted that the applicant failed to provide this information:

i) in its Scoping Response to PINS set out in 2.3.11 of
Appendix 6.2.3 [APP-096].
ii) In response to the Surrey Local Impact Report -

Appendix C: Noise and Vibration District and Borough
Profiles [REP1-100].

In the Applicant’s response — Updated position (July 2024) in
column 4 - (connected to the updated central case) it appears to be
using the forecast ATM movements in 2029 with 2019 technology,
which is the reverse of the question being asked here.

pandemic, but that the Slower Transition Case represents a robust worst
case’.

The reasons for adopting the Slower Transition Fleet noise contours areas
are given in ES Appendix 14.9.5 Air Noise Envelope Background at
Section 3.2.

It is not agreed that airspace change (which is a project in its own right and
subject to its own assessment) can reasonably be assessed in the ES.
Moreover, the noise impacts of more carbon emissions efficient aircraft
and legislative drivers for their adoption are not able to be predicted. An
appropriate review system with Secretary of State oversight and approval
is provided for so that those unknowns can be suitably managed in the
future. For further information on those matters please refer to sections
,6.5 and 6.6 of the Noise Envelope Document.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided further
explanation of the analysis of sharing the benefits in response to
Examining Authority’s question NV.1.9 in The Applicant's Response to
ExQ1 - Noise and Vibration (Doc Ref 10.16) which concludes: Following
the same methodology, the GAL analysis showed that in 2038 when the
Noise Envelope limits reduce, compared to the future 2038 baseline the
degree of sharing the benefits would be 50% to the industry (as growth)
and 50% to the community (as noise reduction) when measured in terms
of the area of the day LOAEL with the Slower Transition Fleet. For night-
time the degree of sharing the benefits would be 34% to the industry (as
growth) and 66% to the community (as noise reduction). It was noted that
in the early years after opening noise increases and there is a smaller
benefit to the community, and that the Central Case fleet had not been
assessed.

Updated position (July 2024)

The Applicant has provided an assessment of noise impacts for the
Updated Central Case fleet in ES Addendum - Updated Central Case
Aircraft Fleet Report [REP4-004] which is identified to be the most likely.
In oral evidence at ISH8 (summarised in The Applicant's Written
Summary of Oral Submissions ISH 8: Agenda Iltem 6 — Noise [REP6-
080]) and_in ES Appendix 14.9.7 The Noise Envelope - Version 3 —
Tracked [REP6-056] submitted at Deadline 6 the Applicant confirmed its
commitment to setting the noise envelope limits based on the Updated
Central Case fleet.

An illustration_of how the benefits of noise improvements is shared is
provided in ES Appendix 14.9.9 Report on Engagement on the Noise
Envelope [APP-179] pages 165 to 175 in respect of the slower transition
fleet. The methodology adopted is described fully in that appendix, and is
that referred to in the Inspector’s report on the Bristol Airport Planning
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Appeal Decision, Appeal Ref: APP/D0121/W/20/3259234, 2 February
2022. The Inspector in that decision considered sharing of the noise
benefit in terms of the proportion of the full potential reduction in LOAEL
and SOAEL contour areas possible due to fleet transition to quieter types,
which is then taken up by ATM growth and the amount of reduction which
is remaining. Page 168 of ES Appendix 14.9.9 provide a worked example
of the method used for the Bristol airport case.

Applied to this case, 2019 can be taken as the baseline starting point. -The
full potential reduction in LOAEL contour area in a given year, eq 2038, is
the difference between the contour area with the 2019 fleet and the
contour area with the fleet transitioned in the future baseline without the
Project. The extent of the difference in the contour area which is then
taken by ATM growth is the proportion of the benefit goes to the
airport/industry, with the remaining share going to the community. Page
173 of Appendix 14.9.9 gives the calculation for the slower transition fleet.
The results are reproduced in the table below along with the results of the
same calculation using the Updated Central Case noise contour areas
reported in ES Addendum - Updated Central Case Aircraft Fleet Report

[REP4-004].] and values for 2032 added.

Daytime Benefit Share Night Benefit Share
| % to Community % to Community
I 2032 2038 2032 2038
Slower Fleet Transition -15% 50% 13% 66%
Updated Central Case Fleet B1% 58% 50% 69%

The following calculations show how these percentages are calculated for
the Updated Central Case fleet (UCC) using the same methodology. The
calculations for 2038 Slower Transition Fleet (SFT) are in Appendix 14.9.9
on p173 day and 175 night.

2038 UCC Day:
2038 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 144.0

2038 Baseline Contour Area with UCC fleet = 101.7
NE limit=119.4

Full benefit available =144.0-101.7 = 42.3
Community benefit = 144.0-119.4 = 24.6

% share to community = 24.6/42.3 = 58%

2038 UCC Night:

2038 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 159.4
2038 Baseline Contour Area with UCC fleet = 123.4
NE limit = 134.6

Full benefit available = 159.4-123.4 = 36.2
Community benefit = 159.4-134.6 = 24.8

% share to community 24.8/36.2 = 69%
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2032 UCC Day:

2032 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 144.0
2032 Baseline Contour Area with UCC fleet = 116.5
NE Limit = 135.5

Full benefit = 144.0-116.5 = 27.5

Community benefit = 144.0-135.5 = 8.5

% share to community = 8.5/27.5 = 31%

2032 UCC Night:

2032 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 159.4
2032 Baseline Contour Area with UCC fleet = 134.5
NE Limit = 146.9

Full benefit available = 159.4-134.5 = 24.9
Community benefit = 159.4-146.9 = 12.5

% share to community = 12.5/24.9 = 50%

2032 STF Day:
2032 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 144.0

2032 Baseline Contour Area with STF fleet = 125.6
NE Limit = 146.7

Full available benefit = 144.0-125.6 = 18.4
Community benefit = 144.0-146.7 = -2.7

% share to community = -2.7/18.4 = -15%

2032 SFT Night:

2932 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 159.4
2032 Baseline Contour Area with STF fleet = 143.9
NE Limit = 157.4

Full available benefit = 159.4-143.9 = 15.5
Community benefit = 159.4-157.4 = 2.0

% share to community = 2.0/15.5 = 13%

The change made to the noise envelope limits to reflect the Updated
Central Case, increases the share of the benefits going to the community.

In 2019 the area of the Leg16 hr day contour was 136.0 and the area of
the Leqg 8 hr night contour was 159.4. With the noise envelope limits now
based on the Updated Central Case Leq, 16 hour day or Leq, 8 hour night
contours, for any year of operation the noise envelope ensures that air
noise contours do not exceed contour areas with one runway in 2019, and
that an amount of the benefit of technological improvements in noise is
always required to be shared.

As can be seen from the above, the extent to which the benefits of
improvements in noise performance are shared with the community -is
greater in 2038 than it is in 2032, and this is because in the early years
there is anticipated to be a greater increase in the number of ATM's, which
would be expected of any airport expansion project.
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The above summarises a calculation of how the benefits of improvements
in aircraft noise performance are shared. There are also significant wider
socio-economic benefits of the airport which arise from the point the
runway opens and which are relevant to the consideration of the benefits
of the Project as a whole.

2.16.4.3 Annual noise contour

limits

Noise contour area limits relate only to the 92-day summer period.
There should be additional noise contour area limits in place to
control growth during periods of the year outside the 92-day summer
period.

Updated position (Deadline 5): Current DfT night-time controls
apply to Gatwick for the summer and winter seasonal periods. The
DCO should include a commitment that these controls are retained
and maintained regardless of any future changes that may occur as a
result of consultation relating DfT night flight restrictions. Night-time
QC and movement limits for both summer and winter periods should
be reported. It is noted that the Applicant exceeded their summer
period night-time movement limit in 2023 so this information is
relevant and important to the Noise Envelope,

Updated position (Deadline 5): Current DfT night-time controls
apply to Gatwick for the summer and winter seasonal periods. The
DCO should include a commitment that these controls are retained
and maintained regardless of any future changes that may occur as a
result of consultation relating DfT night flight restrictions. Night-time
QC and movement limits for both summer and winter periods should
be reported. It is noted that the Applicant exceeded their summer
period night-time movement limit in 2023 so this information is
relevant and important to the Noise Envelope.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council’s position is that it is
essential there is a commitment in the DCO to retain and maintain
DfT night noise controls should DfT night noise controls or Gatwick’s
designated airport status change in future.

Gatwick with the NRP will also be subject to an overall annual ATM limit of
386,000 movements.

Updated Position (April 2024): The limits are set for the whole 24 hour
period by using 16 hour day and 8 hour night limits, and for the 92 day
summer season which is the noisiest time of year when noise impacts are
greatest. The convention for assessing and controlling noise from UK
airports over the 92 day summer season has been in place for many years,
both in DfT policy and CAA guidance primarily because UK airports tend to
be noisier in the summer months because of increased travel abroad in our
holiday season and also because in the summer when it is warmer
windows tend to be open more, increasing noise levels inside buildings.

Noise levels at Gatwick are highest in the summer. ES paragraph 14.9.138
notes that summer season Leqsnr contours are about 35% larger than
annual Lnight contours and summer season Leq s hr Night noise levels are
about 1.7dB higher than annual Lnight 8 hour noise levels.

Annual Lden and Lnight contours are provided for baseline and with Project
conditions in Section 14.6 and 14.9 of ES Chapter 14 to illustrate noise
changes over the whole year including the winter months. Section 4 of
Appendix 14.9.2 provides tables of annual Lden and Lnight. Figures 14.9.28
and 14.9.39 show annual Lden and Lnight contours. Para 14.9.136 to
14.9.139 discuss the changes in annual Lden and Lnight contours compared
to the changes in summer season Leq 16 hr and Leq 8 hour night
contours. Paragraph 14.9.139 concludes as follows. The increase in size
of the annual Lnignt contours in 2032 due to the Project compared to the
2032 base is 11-12%, which is slightly larger than the increase in the
summer Leq s nr NOiSe contours of 9%. The increase in area of the annual
day evening night Lgen Noise levels due to the Project in 2032 compared to
the 2032 base is 17% which is the same as the increase in the summer
daytime Leq16nr 51 dB contours in 2032. Overall, this suggests that any
seasonality in the way the extra capacity delivered by the Project is used
has little effect on noise levels across seasons. The Applicant therefore
concludes that there is no need to add annual noise contour limits to limit
noise impacts, and adding annual noise contours limits to the Noise
Envelope would add complexity that is not necessary to meet the purpose.

Updated position (July 2024)

ES Appendix 14.9.7
Noise Envelope [APP-

177]

Draft DCO [REP3-006]

Not Agreed
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Paragraph 2.1.31 of 10.49.4 The Applicant's Written Summary of Oral
Submissions ISH 8: Agenda Item 6 — Noise explains the Applicant
position that it does not consider it necessary to replicate these controls in
the DCO.

2.16.4.4 Flexibility of noise contour
area limits to account for
airspace redesign and

future aircraft technology

GAL wants flexibility to increase noise contour area limits depending
on airspace redesign and noise emissions from new aircraft
technology. If expansion is consented, any uncertainties from
airspace redesign or new aircraft technology should be covered
within the constraints of the Noise Envelope.

Updated position (Deadline 1): The Noise Envelope is not policy
compliant.

Sharing the benefits has not been removed from national aviation
policy. GAL do not share any noise benefits from new aircraft
technology up to and around 2029 in the slower transition fleet case.

There should be no allowance for Noise Envelope limits to increase
to give certainty to local communities on future noise levels.

Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant’s method for sharing
the benefits is flawed as it allows for a substantial increase in noise
contour area in the 2032 daytime period over the 2019 baseline. It is
hard to understand how it can be justified that any benefits have
been shared with the local community in this case.

ESCC’s position maintains that there should be no allowance for any
increase in noise contour limits to provide certainty to communities
about noise they would experience in the future should the project be
consented.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council’s response to sharing
the benefits is set out in row 2.16.4.2.

The Council maintain their position that there should be no allowance
for Noise Envelope contour limits to increase.

Paragraph 14.2.44 described how the reference to Sharing the Benefits of
aircraft noise emission reduction has been removed from the government’s
Overarching Aviation policy Statement in March 2023. We consulted on
sharing the benefits through our Noise Envelope Group in summer 2022.

An illustration of sharing the benefits was discussed and is reported in
pages 165 to 175 of ES Appendix 14.9.9: Report on Engagement on the
Noise Envelope.

As communicated previously, GAL does not control airline fleet
procurement and the airport sits within well-defined existing regulatory
frameworks governing noise management, airport charges, slots and the
requirement to consult on noise related actions which could be operating
restrictions. Airline feedback to the Noise Envelope Group also explained
that many factors can influence fleet procurement, some of which could be
outside of the airlines’ control. The York Aviation review of the PEIR for the
Local Authorities noted ‘We consider that the fleet mix assumed in the
Central Case for assessment is somewhat optimistic, particularly in the
early years given the deferral of aircraft orders that has occurred during the
pandemic, but that the Slower Transition Case represents a robust worst
case’.

The reasons for adopting the Slower Transition Fleet noise contours areas
are given in ES Appendix 14.9.5 Air Noise Envelope Background at
Section 3.2.

It is not agreed that airspace change (which is a project in its own right and
subject to its own assessment) can reasonably be assessed in the ES.
Moreover, the noise impacts of more carbon emissions efficient aircraft
and legislative drivers for their adoption are not able to be predicted. An
appropriate review system with Secretary of State oversight and approval
is provided for so that those unknowns can be suitably managed in the
future. For further information on those matters please refer to sections 6.5
and 6.6 of the Noise Envelope Document.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant has provided further
explanation of the analysis of sharing the benefits in response to
Examining Authority’s question NV.1.9 in The Applicant's Response to

Section 3.2 of ES
Appendix 14.9.5 Air
Noise Envelope
Background [APP-
175]

ES Appendix 14.9.9:
Report on
Engagement on the
Noise Envelope [AS-
023]

ES Appendix 14.9.7:
The Noise Envelope

APP-177]

ES Addendum -
Updated Central Case
Aircraft Fleet Report

REP4-004]

ES Appendix 14.9.9

Report on
Engagement on the
Noise Envelope [AS-

023

Not agreed
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ExQL1 - Noise and Vibration (Doc Ref 10.16) which concludes: Following
the same methodology, the GAL analysis showed that in 2038 when the
Noise Envelope limits reduce, compared to the future 2038 baseline the
degree of sharing the benefits would be 50% to the industry (as growth)
and 50% to the community (as noise reduction) when measured in terms
of the area of the day LOAEL with the Slower Transition Fleet. For night-
time the degree of sharing the benefits would be 34% to the industry (as
growth) and 66% to the community (as noise reduction). It was noted that
in the early years after opening noise increases and there is a smaller
benefit to the community, and that the Central Case fleet had not been
assessed.

Updated position (July 2024)

The Applicant has provided an assessment of noise impacts for the
Updated Central Case fleet in ES Addendum - Updated Central Case
Aircraft Fleet Report [REP4-004] which is identified to be the most likely.
In oral evidence at ISH8 (summarised in The Applicant's Written
Summary of Oral Submissions ISH 8: Agenda Iltem 6 — Noise [REP6-
080]) and_in ES Appendix 14.9.7 The Noise Envelope - Version 3 —
Tracked JREP6-056] submitted at Deadline 6 the Applicant confirmed its
commitment to setting the noise envelope limits based on the Updated
Central Case fleet._

An illustration_of how the benefits of noise improvements is shared is
provided in ES Appendix 14.9.9 Report on Engagement on the Noise
Envelope [APP-179] pages 165 to 175 in respect of the slower transition
fleet. The methodology adopted is described fully in that appendix, and is
that referred to in the Inspector’s report on the Bristol Airport Planning
Appeal Decision, Appeal Ref: APP/D0121/W/20/3259234, 2 February
2022. The Inspector in that decision considered sharing of the noise
benefit in terms of the proportion of the full potential reduction in LOAEL
and SOAEL contour areas possible due to fleet transition to quieter types,
which is then taken up by ATM growth and the amount of reduction which
is remaining. Page 168 of ES Appendix 14.9.9 provide a worked example
of the method used for the Bristol airport case.

Applied to this case, 2019 can be taken as the baseline starting point. -The
full potential reduction in LOAEL contour area in a given year, eq 2038, is
the difference between the contour area with the 2019 fleet and the
contour area with the fleet transitioned in the future baseline without the
Project. The extent of the difference in the contour area which is then
taken by ATM growth is the proportion of the benefit goes to the
airport/industry, with the remaining share going to the community. Page
173 of Appendix 14.9.9 gives the calculation for the slower transition fleet.
The results are reproduced in the table below along with the results of the
same calculation using the Updated Central Case noise contour areas

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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reported in ES Addendum - Updated Central Case Aircraft Fleet Report

[REP4-004].] and values for 2032 added.

Daytime Benefit Share Night Benefit Share
I % to Community % to Community
| 2032 2038 2032 2038
Slower Fleet Transition -15% 50% 13% 66%
Updated Central Case Fleet 1% 58% 50% 69%

The following calculations show how these percentages are calculated for
the Updated Central Case fleet (UCC) using the same methodology. The
calculations for 2038 Slower Transition Fleet (SFT) are in Appendix 14.9.9
on p173 day and 175 night.

2038 UCC Day:
2038 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 144.0

2038 Baseline Contour Area with UCC fleet = 101.7
NE limit=119.4

Full benefit available =144.0-101.7 = 42.3
Community benefit = 144.0-119.4 = 24.6

% share to community = 24.6/42.3 = 58%

2038 UCC Night:

2038 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 159.4
2038 Baseline Contour Area with UCC fleet = 123.4
NE limit = 134.6

Full benefit available = 159.4-123.4 = 36.2
Community benefit = 159.4-134.6 = 24.8

% share to community 24.8/36.2 = 69%

2032 UCC Day:

2032 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 144.0
2032 Baseline Contour Area with UCC fleet = 116.5
NE Limit = 135.5

Full benefit = 144.0-116.5 = 27.5

Community benefit = 144.0-135.5 = 8.5

% share to community = 8.5/27.5 = 31%

2032 UCC Night:

2032 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 159.4
2032 Baseline Contour Area with UCC fleet = 134.5
NE Limit = 146.9

Full benefit available = 159.4-134.5 = 24.9
Community benefit = 159.4-146.9 = 12.5

% share to community = 12.5/24.9 = 50%

2032 STFE Day:
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2032 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 144.0
2032 Baseline Contour Area with STF fleet = 125.6
NE Limit = 146.7

Full available benefit = 144.0-125.6 = 18.4
Community benefit = 144.0-146.7 = -2.7

% share to community = -2.7/18.4 = -15%

2032 SFT Night:

2932 Baseline Contour Area with 2019 fleet = 159.4
2032 Baseline Contour Area with STF fleet = 143.9
NE Limit = 157.4

Full available benefit = 159.4-143.9 = 15.5
Community benefit = 159.4-157.4 = 2.0

% share to community = 2.0/15.5 = 13%

The change made to the noise envelope limits to reflect the Updated
Central Case, increases the share of the benefits going to the community.

In 2019 the area of the Leg16 hr day contour was 136.0 and the area of
the Leq 8 hr night contour was 159.4. With the noise envelope limits now
based on the Updated Central Case Leq, 16 hour day or Leq, 8 hour night
contours, for any year of operation the noise envelope ensures that air
noise contours do not exceed contour areas with one runway in 2019, and
that an amount of the benefit of technological improvements in noise is
always required to be shared.

As can be seen from the above, the extent to which the benefits of
improvements in noise performance are shared_with the community -is
greater in 2038 than it is in 2032, and this is because in the early years
there is anticipated to be a greater increase in the number of ATM's, which
would be expected of any airport expansion project.

The above summarises a calculation of how the benefits of improvements
in aircraft noise performance are shared. There are also significant wider
socio-economic benefits of the airport which arise from the point the
runway opens and which are relevant to the consideration of the benefits
of the Project as a whole.

2.16.4.5

CAA to regulate the Noise
Envelope

To date, the CAA have not accepted a role regulating the Noise
Envelope. There is no mechanism for local authorities to review
Noise Envelope reporting, take action against breaches or review
any aspects of the Noise Envelope.

Updated position (Deadline 1): The Host Authorities should be part
of an independent group set up to regulate the Noise Envelope.

Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC maintain their position that
the Host Authorities should be part of an independent group set up to
regulate the Noise Envelope.

During consultation with the TWGs and the Noise Envelope Group (NEG)
in summer 2022 the local authorities were consulted on the concept and
make-up of a “Review Body” which would review and approve the outputs
from the noise envelope when it becomes active. GAL’s proposal for a
sub-committee of GATCOM was opposed by the LPAs. The suggestion of
having Local Authorities as the “Review Body” was also discussed during
the NEG meetings and there was concern on the part of Community
Representatives regarding there being a conflict of interest between
economic benefit in that some councils receive money from the Airport as
part of the S106 agreement but are impacted little by the noise from
airlines using the airport. There was no clear resolution on the issue within

ES Appendix 14.9.7:
The Noise Envelope

[APP-177]

Not agreed
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Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council maintain their position
that the Host Authorities should be part of an independent group set
up to regulate the Noise Envelope.

the NEG and GAL subsequently decided that the CAA would be best
placed to perform the function of Independent Reviewer as explained in ES
Appendix 14.9.7: The Noise Envelope. The Local Authorities can monitor
the outputs of the review process and in the case of a breach take
enforcement action as appropriate.

2.16.4.6 Adoption of an action plan | A breach would be identified for the preceding year, with an action As described in ES Appendix 14.9.7: The Noise Envelope, each year an ES Appendix 14.9.7: Not agreed
plan in place for the following year. Consequently, it would be two Annual Monitoring and Forecasting Report will be required to not only The Noise Envelope
years after a breach before a plan to reduce the contour area would report monitoring of last year’'s performance against the Noise Envelope APP-177]
be in place. limits but to forecast compliance 5 years ahead, so that noise control
measures can be planned an implemented in advance. The Noise Applicant's Response
Updated position (Deadline 1): Capacity restrictions are not Envelope, in Section 7.3, puts restrictions of further capacity declarationin | 15 Actions ISHS,
sufficient to prevent potential breaches and slot restriction measures | the event that an exceedance of the noise envelope is forecast. The Appendix A — Noise
should be adopted. approach ensures action is taken in a timely manner to require [REP6-087]
compliance, with the sufficient threat of capacity restrictions if a breach is
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant has not provided any | not remedied through the action plan measures within a reasonable time
information to support the use of forecasts to prevent contour limit period. This strikes an appropriate fair balance, for the in the unlikely event
breaches. ESCC maintain that forecasts are not reliable enough to of actual breach taking into account the purposefully forward-looking
prevent noise contour area limit breaches. An alternative forward- nature of the annual monitoring and forecasting approach.
looking method should be adopted that can be applied during
scheduling that can provide more confidence that breaches would Updated Position (April 2024):
not occur. The noise envelope covers the busiest three months of the year at which
there is currently little available capacity and close to 100% slot utilisation
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council support the JLAs over the operational day. From the point that the noise envelope is
submission for an Environmentally Managed Growth Framework introduced, GAL will treat the noise envelope limits as a scheduling
[REP4-050]. constraint such that there will be a link formed between it and the capacity
declaration. The allocation of new slots in any year is predicated on the
take-up of those slots not resulting in an exceedance of the noise
envelope. The ATM forecast will be processed through the noise model to
check it meets the noise envelope limit for the forecast capacity before the
slots are allocated. This should ensure the subsequent allocation and
take-up of those slots within the capacity declaration will not result in a
forecasted exceedance of the noise envelope limits. It is anticipated that
actual performance will track well to forecast performance, particularly as
those are refined against one another over time through the production of
the Annual Monitoring and Forecasting Reports, and this proposal is
therefore considered to be the most effective method to prevent breaches
arising.
Updated Position (July 2024)
The Applicant has provided a full description of how the noise envelope will
operate on a forward looking basis, beginning two years in advance of
operations from the NRP_commencing, so as to ensure the limits are nor
breached in 10.50.4 The Applicant's Response to Actions ISH8,
Appendix A — Noise [REP6-087] Note on how the Applicant will plan to
stay in the Envelope and why this will be effective. This approach is robust
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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and will ensure that capacity cannot be made available where there is a
forecast breach and that measures will be taken to prevent a breach
arising.
2.16.4.7 Capacity declaration This would not prevent new slots being allocated within the existing As described in ES Appendix 14.9.7: The Noise Envelope, each year an ES Appendix 14.9.7: Not agreed
restrictions as a means of | capacity and is not an effective means of preventing future noise Annual Monitoring and Forecasting Report will be required to not only The Noise Envelope
managing aircraft noise contour limit breaches if a breach occurred in the previous year. report monitoring of last year’s performance against the Noise Envelope [APP-177]
limits but to forecast compliance 5 years ahead, so that noise control
Updated position (Deadline 1): Capacity restrictions are not measures can be planned an implemented in advance. The Noise Applicant's Response
sufficient to prevent potential breaches and slot restriction measures | Envelope, in Section 7.3, puts restrictions of further capacity declarationin | (5 Actions ISHS.
should be adopted. the event that an exceedance of the noise envelope is forecast. The Appendix A — Noise
approach ensures action is taken in a timely manner to require [REP6-087]
Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC maintain their position on compliance, with the sufficient threat of capacity restrictions if a breach is
this matter. not remedied through the action plan measures within a reasonable time
period. This strikes an appropriate fair balance, for the in the unlikely event
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council maintain their position | of actual breach taking into account the purposefully forward-looking
on this matter. nature of the annual monitoring and forecasting approach.
Updated Position (April 2024):
Please see response immediately above.
Updated Position (July 2024)
The Applicant has provided a full description of how the noise envelope will
operate on a forward looking basis, beginning two years in advance of
operations from the NRP commencing, so as to ensure the limits are nor
breached in 10.50.4 The Applicant's Response to Actions ISHS,
Appendix A — Noise [REP6-087] Note on how the Applicant will plan to
stay in the Envelope and why this will be effective. This approach is robust
and will ensure that capacity cannot be made available where there is a
forecast breach and that measures will be taken to prevent a breach
arising.
2.16.4.8 Terms of Reference for The Terms of Reference for the noise envelope review should be During consultation with the TWGs and the Noise Envelope Group (NEG) ES Appendix 14.9.7: Not agreed
Noise Envelope review clearly defined and include a requirement for engagement and in summer 2022 the local authorities were consulted on the concept and The Noise Envelope
consultation with key stakeholders as part of the review process. make-up of a “Review Body” which would review and approve the outputs [APP-177]
from the noise envelope when it becomes active. GAL’s proposal for a
Updated position (Deadline 1): The Host Authorities should be part | sub-committee of GATCOM was opposed by the LPAs. The suggestion of
of an independent group set up to regulate the Noise Envelope. having Local Authorities as the “Review Body” was also discussed during
the NEG meetings and there was concern on the part of Community
Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC maintain their position that Representatives regarding there being a conflict of interest between
the Host Authorities should be part of an independent group set up to | economic benefit in that some councils receive money from the Airport as
regulate the Noise Envelope. part of the S106 agreement but are impacted little by the noise from
airlines using the airport. There was no clear resolution on the issue within
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council maintain their position | the NEG and GAL subsequently decided that the CAA would be best
on this matter. placed to perform the function of Independent Reviewer as explained in ES
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Appendix 14.9.7: The Noise Envelope. The Local Authorities can monitor
the outputs of the review process and in the case of a breach take
enforcement action as appropriate.
Other
2.16.5.1 Interpretation of the Paragraph 14.2.44 of the Environmental Statement Chapter 14 Noise | paragraph 14.2.44 of the ES described how the reference to Sharing the | ES Chapter 14 Noise Not agreed
Overarching Aviation and Vibration — sharing the benefits has been removed from the ES. | genefits of aircraft noise emission reduction has been removed from the and Vibration [APP-
Noise Policy This is a fundamental part of the Noise Envelope so it should be government’s Overarching Aviation policy Statement in March 2023. We 039]
demonstrated how benefits of new aircraft technology are shared consulted on sharing the benefits through our Noise Envelope Group in
between the airport and local communities. summer 2022. ES Appendix 14.9.9
An illustration of sharing the benefits was discussed and is reported in Report on
Updated position (Deadline 1): The Noise Envelope is not policy pages 165 to 175 of ES Appendix 14.9.9: Report on Engagement on the Engagement on the
compliant. Noise Envelope. Noise Envelope [AS-
023]
The Applicant incorrectly identifies that sharing the benefits has not Updated Position (April 2024): The Noise Envelope is policy compliant.
been removed from national aviation policy. GAL do not share any The Applicant has provided further explanation of the analysis of sharing
noise benefits from new aircraft technology up to and around 2029 in | the penefits in response to Examining Authority’s question NV.1.9 in The
the slower transition fleet case. Applicant's Response to ExQ1 - Noise and Vibration (Doc Ref 10.16)
which concludes: Following the same methodology, the GAL analysis
Updated position (Deadline 5): The Applicant’s method for sharing | showed that in 2038 when the Noise Envelope limits reduce, compared to
the benefits is flawed as it allows for a substantial increase in noise the future 2038 baseline the degree of sharing the benefits would be 50%
contour area in the 2032 daytime period over the 2019 baseline. Itis | to the industry (as growth) and 50% to the community (as noise reduction)
hard to understand how it can be justified that any benefits have when measured in terms of the area of the day LOAEL with the Slower
been shared with the local community in this case. Transition Fleet. For night-time the degree of sharing the benefits would be
ESCC’s position maintains that there should be no allowance for any | 3494 to the industry (as growth) and 66% to the community (as noise
increase in noise contour limits to provide certainty to communities reduction). It was noted that in the early years after opening noise
about noise they would experience in the future should the project be | increases and there is a smaller benefit to the community, and that the
consented. Central Case fleet had not been assessed.
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council’s response to sharing | ypdated position (July 2024)
the benefits is set out in row 2.16.4.2. The Applicant’s method for calculating sharing the benefits is taken from
the Bristol Airport expansion Planning Inspectors Report as noted in ES
The Council maintain their position that there should be no allowance | Appendix 14.9.9 Report on Engagement on the Noise Envelope [AS-
for Noise Envelope contour limits to increase. 023] and shared with the local authorities in June 2022. An alternative
method was proposed by GACC and discussed. A method proposed by
the planning authorities involved ignoring baseline traffic growth which was
not considered realistic. The sharing of benefits with the updated Central
Case which the Applicant has committed to through the revised noise
envelope submissions [ES Appendix 14.9.7 The Noise Envelope -
Version 3 — Tracked] is discussed above at row 2.16.2.12.
2.16.5.2 Airbus NEOs (New Engine | This statement is misleading as these levels of noise reductions are Please clarify where this statement is made. The ERCD ANCON model is Not Agreed
Option) are stated to be not achieved by Airbus A320Neo or A321Neo, which are the main based on measured in-service noise levels not those stated in publications | Appendix G -
up to 5 dB quieter Airbus variants that will be operational at GAL in the future. of measured during certification. Response to the
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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departure and 3 dB
quieter on approach.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Page 103 [AS-023]. Details should
be provided of SEL and LASmax noise measurements at each
monitoring location used in the air noise model validation so the
noise benefits of new aircraft can be understood.

Updated position (Deadline 5): It is requested that the Applicant
provide measure SEL and LAmax noise data for each aircraft variant
modelled at each monitoring location. This information underpins the
air noise assessment and is important for understanding to aircraft
fleets are transposed int air noise contours.

Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council’s position on this
matter is set out in row 2.16.2.5.

Updated Position (April 2024): This general statement was provided
during consultation to give an overall impression of how next generation
aircraft are quieter than the current generation aircraft they replace, not as
a statement of the modelling source terms used in the ANCON model,
which as noted above are based in many thousands of measurements of
aircraft in service at Gatwick. The various ERCD reports referred to above
give details of how the model has been validated.

Updated Position (July 2024)

The information on the ANCON model validation is provided in Annex a of
10.38 Appendix G - Response to the JLAs’ Comments at Deadline 4
on the Noise and Vibration Technical Notes [REP5-079].

ES Chapter 14: Noise and Vibration [APP-039] paragraphs 14.2.40 to
14.2.48 describe the government’s latest policy statement of aviation noise
Policy Paper, Overarching Aviation Noise Policy, DfT, March 2023. This
includes the following: We consider that “limit, and where possible reduce”
remains appropriate wording. An overall reduction in total adverse effects
is desirable, but in the context of sustainable growth an increase in total
adverse effects may be offset by an increase in economic and consumer
benefits. Thus, current government policy allows increases in noise, as is
inevitable in the year the runway opens, and in terms of contours areas is
forecast above the 2019 baseline for daytime noise, but not night-time
noise.

The policy statement goes on: In circumstances where there is an increase
in total adverse effects, “limit” would mean to mitigate and minimise
adverse effects, in line with the Noise Policy Statement for England.

The policy recognises that growth may increase noise impacts and that
this increase may be offset by an increase in economic and consumer
benefits. It also places increased emphasis on mitigation in such cases.
The Project proposes an appropriate range of mitigation measures, in
addition to the existing controls that will continue in connection with the
operation of the airport, and this includes a substantially improved Noise
Insulation Scheme (NIS), as discussed in Section 14.9, in line with the
Noise Policy Statement for England.

JLAs’ Comments at

Deadline 4 on the

Noise and Vibration

Technical Notes

REP5-079].
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2.17. Planning and Policy
2171 Table 2.17 sets out the position of both parties in relation to planning and policy matters.

Table 2.17 Statement of Common Ground — Planning and Policy Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status

There are no issues relating to Planning and Policy in this Statement of Common Ground.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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2.18. Project Elements and Approach to Mitigation

2.18.1 Table 2.18 sets out the position of both parties in relation to project elements and approach to mitigation matters.

Table 2.18 Statement of Common Ground — Project Elements and Approach to Mitigation Matters

Reference

Matter

Stakeholder Position

Gatwick Airport Limited Position

Signposting

Status

2.18.1.1

Legal agreement

ESCC wants to be party to legal agreement to secure required and
appropriate mitigation should the project be approved.

Updated position (Deadline 5): We look forward to continued
discussions about how to secure appropriate mitigation on the impacts
of the NRP on East Sussex.

GAL will issue a draft of the Section 106 Agreement in connection
with the NRP to the local authorities. GAL looks forward to receiving
initial feedback on the first draft and continuing engagement with the
parties to ensure a final, signed version has been submitted by the
close of the examination.

Updated position (April 2024): The Joint Local Authorities and GAL
are continue to work together and engaging on the draft Section 106
Agreement. At the time of writing, the Applicant and JLAs have
agreed a series of meetings on each of the schedules of the s106
agreement.

n/a

Agreed

2.18.1.2

Second runway

ESCC wants assurances that should a second runway option come
forward in the future, that the use of the northern runway for departures
would cease to operate.

Updated position (Deadline 5): Matter is resolved.

As set out in GAL'’s representations to the CBC Local Plan
examination, GAL consider that the safeguarded land is required and
justified as set out in the Gatwick Airport 2019 Masterplan. We are
therefore not seeking to remove, review or amend the boundary or
extent of the safeguarded land.

Appendix 2 of GAL’s representations dated 3" November 2023 to the
Planning Inspectors’ Matter Issues and Questions on the Crawley
Borough Council Local Plan Examination sets out an overview of
relevant national and local policy, guidance and documents relating
to the need to continue to safeguard land at Gatwick Airport for a new
runway. There is a clear and longstanding policy commitment which
is supported by Government to safeguard land at airports to maintain
a supply of land for future national requirements and to ensure that
inappropriate developments do not hinder sustainable aviation
growth. Indeed, it is a policy that Crawley BC have themselves
adopted and recognised in full within the current and previous
versions of their Local Plan, and which were found to be sound.

Updated Position (April 2024): The Applicant would welcome an
updated position or response from ESCC against this SoCG item, or
confirmation if this item can be marked as ‘agreed’ or ‘no longer
pursuing’

n/a

Agreed

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Table 2.18 sets out the position of both parties in relation to socio-economics and economics matters.

Table 2.19 Statement of Common Ground — Socio-Economics and Economics Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
Baseline
There are no issues relating to the baseline for this topic within this Statement of Common Ground.
Assessment Methodology
There are no issues relating to the assessment methodology for this topic within this Statement of Common Ground.
Assessment
2.19.3.1 Overstatement of the wider, | The methodology used to assess the Catalytic employment and GVA Catalytic impacts refers to the economic activity of firms that are | ES Appendix 17.9.2
catalytic, and national level | benefits of the development is not robust, leading to an overstatement of not in the indirect or induced footprint of the airport choosing to Local Economic Not agreed
economic benefits of the the likely benefits in the local area. locate near the airport because of the connectivity that it offers. Impact Assessment
NRP. The national economic impact assessment is derived from demand The catalytic effect is derived as a residual from total net impacts | [APP-200].
forecasts which are considered likely to be optimistic and fails to properly and footprint impacts. Total net impacts are estimated on the
account for potential displacement effects, as well as other methodological basis of an elasticity relationship we have derived between air Needs Case Appendix
concerns. traffic and local employment. This elasticity relationship 1 - National Economic
represents a net relationship as it accounts for the net increase Impact Assessment
Updated position (Deadline 5): We look forward to receiving this in local employment generated by an increase in air traffic. [APP-251].
explanatory note.
The assessment of national impacts follows DfT’'s TAG and The Applicant’s
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council has reviewed the information | assesses costs and benefits from the scheme where possible Response to the ExA’s
provided and will no longer pursue this matter. given the available data and information at the time of Written Questions (Q1)
submission. While this type of assessment is not required for — Socio-Economic
Position as of 21 August 2024: private-sector schemes, we use TAG welfare analysis as it is Effects [REP3-103] —
As of 12 August the Council noted their position incorrectly. To ensure considered a useful framework to assess and present the SE.1.20.
alignment with the other JLA’s we wish to outline that the catalytic impact economic impacts (costs and benefits) of the Project that are
methodology needs to properly account for the specific catchment area and | additional at the national level. Benefits included in the Net Updated position (July
demand characteristics of each of the cross-section of airports to ensure Present Value calculations exclude impacts that would 2024).
that the catalytic impacts of airport growth are robustly identified. Account potentially double-count benefits (e.g. trade benefits are Explanatory note on
needs to be taken of the specific relationship between growth at Gatwick quantified but not included in the NPV). Catalytic Employment
and the characteristics of its catchment area, having regard to changes due [REP7-077]
to the NRP and displacement from other airports. Updated position (April 2024):
The national economic impact assessment should robustly test the net Following further TWGs, the Applicant is providing a further
impact of expansion at Gatwick having regard to the potential for growth explanatory note.
elsewhere and properly account for Heathrow specific factors, such as hub
traffic and air fares. Updated position (July 2024):
The Applicant has provided an explanatory note on catalytic
employment at Deadline 7.
2.19.3.2 Concern over lack of It is unclear what the economic impacts of the NRP on East Sussex would A range of geographies are used on the basis that significant ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed, subject
consideration of economic be. effects on socio-economic receptors might differ in geography Employment, Skills to the s106
impacts on East Sussex depending on the receptor. This includes the Project Site and Business Strategy | Agreement
Boundary, Local Study Area, North West Sussex Functional [APP-198]
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated position (Deadline 5): In the ESBS [APP-198] & Implementation

plan [REP3-069], ESCC would like to see:

- East Sussex College included in planned ‘Consortium-based Delivery’
(5.3.8) in order that any benefits reach local East Sussex residents.
Note concern that there is a bias from the ESBS Adviser (2.2.7) due to
roles at Chichester and Surrey colleges. The consortium would be
better made up of those members of FE Sussex in order to overcome
this bias.

Position as of 12 August 2024:

SH9 — we note the ExA’s reference to the comments we made in our
Updated position (Deadline 5) as seen above, and Gatwick’s agreement to
undertaking this. This is welcomed.

However, should the DCO be approved the Council agree that the list of
delivery partners would need to evolve. The Council and their partners
would require representation to enable input into the delivery of the ESBS
Implementation Plan to ensure benefits are realised in the County. ESCC
provided comments to GAL on the Thematic/delivery Plans 8 August 2024.
The review of these is ongoing by the JLAs. It is understood that an
updated ESBS and ESBS Implementation Plan will be submitted at
Deadline 8A which will necessitate further response.

The JLAs submitted at D8 further details about how they wish to see the

ESBS develop, as at present the current document appears more as an
outline document. The Council requires a more comprehensive ESBS in
accordance with the principles. Please refer to the JLA response at D8
reference Deadline 8 Submission - Comments on any further
information/ submissions received by Deadline 7 (note: no REP8-
reference as yet for this).

Economic Market Area (also the same as the North West
Sussex Housing Market Area, ‘NWS HMA'), Labour Market Area
and Six Authorities Area. Reasoning and justification for these is
given within the Socio-Economic Chapter. Local authority level
outputs are also provided. A further study area has also been
adopted for the purposes of assessing housing effects, as
housing effects are felt across housing market areas which are
not reflected in any of the other geographies. In response to the
Summer 2022 consultation it was commented the analysis did
not address previous concerns about most of the demand for
housing being concentrated in the NWS HMA. Subsequently, for
the assessment of population and housing effects, outputs are
given at a local authority level within Annexes including for the
key scenarios a total specifically for the NWS HMA

Jobs cannot be ring-fenced for residents of any particular area.
However, the ESBS can and will be spatially targeted to provide
residents with increased ability to access jobs.

Through the ESBS, GAL will work with a range of partners
including skills and training providers.

Updated position (April 2024):

A draft ESBS Implementation Plan has been provided and will
be updated through further workshops with the councils.
Ultimately, it will feature measures to boost local employment
and support upskilling and training as well as the other ESBS
themes. The proposed governance of the ESBS includes a
proposed multi-agency Steering Group that will approve the
Implementation Plan and oversee its delivery.

Updated position (July 2024):
Noted - the list of delivery partners will continue to evolve as the
Implementation Plan is developed.

Updated position (Deadline 9):
The topic of ESBS is Agreed, subject to the s106 Agreement.

Draft Section 106
Agreement Annex:
ESBS Implementation

Plan [REP3-069]

Updated position (July
2024):

Appendix 6 of Draft
Section 106
Agreement Version 2

[REP6-063]

2.19.3.3 Economy GAL must set out the economic impacts of the project. The assessment of national impacts follows DfT’'s TAG and Needs Case Appendix | No longer
assesses costs and benefits from the scheme. While this type of | 1 - National Economic | pursuing
Updated position (Deadline 5): We look forward to receiving this assessment is not required for private-sector schemes, we use Impact Assessment
explanatory note (as per 2.19.3.1). TAG welfare analysis as it is considered a useful framework to [APP-251].
assess and present the economic impacts (costs and benefits)
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council has reviewed the information | of the Project that are additional at the national level. Benefits Updated position (July
provided and wishes to no longer pursue this matter. included in the Net Present Value calculations exclude impacts 2024):
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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that would potentially double-count benefits (e.g. trade benefits
are quantified but not included in the NPV).

Updated position (April 2024):
Please refer to the response at Row 2.19.3.1 of this Table.

Updated position (July 2024):

The Applicant has provided an explanatory note on catalytic
employment but will not be providing one on the national level
assessment.

Explanatory note on
Catalytic Employment

[REP7-077]

Mitigation and

Compensation

2.19.4.1 Concern over lack of Need for reassurances that the subcontractors are delivering social value Through the ESBS and its Implementation Plans, GAL will ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed
consideration of economic and working to the appropriate benchmark and procurement frameworks. ensure that its contractors and sub-contractors contribute to the | Employment, Skills
impacts on East Sussex delivery of the agreed ESBS objectives (including Social Value). | and Business Strategy
The ESBS also proposes engagement with schools and Careers | [APP-198].
Hubs.
2.19.4.2 Concern over lack of The Employment Skills and Business Strategy (ESBS) should include The ESBS includes specific engagement with schools and ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed
consideration of economic | specific mention of links to Careers Hubs working with schools across Careers Hubs. Employment, Skills
impacts on East Sussex Surrey, West Sussex and East Sussex. and Business Strategy
[APP-198].
Updated position (Deadline 5): the current version of the ESBS [APP-198]
does not include specific mention of ‘links to Careers Hubs working with
schools across Surrey, West Sussex and East Sussex’ - still only refers to
Coast to Capital LEP Careers Hub, which no longer exists and has now
been subsumed by WSCC.
2.19.4.3 Concern over lack of In non-construction, the option should include upskilling existing workforce The precise measures under the ESBS will be developed in ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed, subject
consideration of economic which includes residents of East Sussex. partnership with local authority partners and could include Employment, Skills to the s106
impacts on East Sussex upskilling the existing workforce. and Business Strategy | Agreement
Updated position (Deadline 5): In the ESBS [APP-198] & Implementation [APP-198]
plan [REP3-069], ESCC would like to see: Updated position (April 2024):
- East Sussex College included in planned ‘Consortium-based Delivery’ Please refer to the response at Row 2.19.3.2 of this Table. Updated position (July
(5.3.8) in order that any benefits reach local East Sussex residents. 2024):
Note concern that there is a bias from the ESBS Adviser (2.2.7) due to | Updated position (July 2024): Appendix 6 of Draft
roles at Chichester and Surrey colleges. The consortium would be Noted - the list of delivery partners will continue to evolve as the | Section 106
better made up of those members of FE Sussex in order to overcome Implementation Plan is developed. Agreement Version 2
this bias. [REP6-063]
Updated position (Deadline 9):
Position as of 12 August 2024: SH9 — we note the ExA’s reference to the | The topic of ESBS is Agreed, subject to the s106 Agreement.
comments we made in our Updated position (Deadline 5) as seen above,
and Gatwick’s agreement to undertaking this. This is welcomed.
However, should the DCO be approved the Council agree that the list of
delivery partners would need to evolve and which the Council and their
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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partners would require representation to enable input into the delivery of the
ESBS Implementation Plan to ensure benefits are realised in the County.
The Council provided comments to GAL on the Thematic/delivery Plans 8
August 2024. The review of these is ongoing by the JLAs. It is understood
that an updated ESBS and ESBS Implementation Plan will be submitted at
Deadline 8A which will necessitate further response.

The JLAs submitted at D8 further details about how they wish to see the
ESBS develop, as at present the current document appears more as an
outline document.

The Council requires a more comprehensive ESBS in accordance with the
principles. Please refer to the JLA response at D8 reference Deadline 8
Submission - Comments on any further information/ submissions
received by Deadline 7 (note: no REP8- reference as yet for this).

2.19.4.4 Concern over lack of There is a need to ensure that SMEs and subcontractors include social Through the ESBS and its Implementation Plans, GAL will ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed
consideration of economic | value measures in their provision that echo those of GAL’s ESBS and that ensure that its contractors and sub-contractors contribute to the | Employment, Skills
impacts on East Sussex work is undertaken with LA Careers Hubs to engage with schools around delivery of the agreed ESBS objectives (including Social Value). | and Business Strategy
the careers agenda. The ESBS also proposes engagement with schools and Careers | [APP-198].
Hubs.
2.19.4.5 Concern over lack of GAL should develop an Inward Investment Service and Strategy, and that Inward investment is one of the elements set out in the ESBS. ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed, subject
consideration of economic the development and delivery of initiatives led by the Sussex Chamber of Employment, Skills to the s106
impacts on East Sussex Commerce and other partners should develop (not just promote) Updated position (April 2024): and Business Strategy | Agreement
international trade opportunities with destinations aligned to LGW'’s route Please refer to the response at Row 2.19.3.2 of this Table. [APP-198].
network.
Updated position (July 2024): Updated position (July
Updated position (Deadline 5): There still remains insufficient detail. The | The Applicant has provided an updated ESBS Implementation 2024):
response at Row 2.19.3.2. is unclear and does not specifically refer to Plan and discussions will continue at future workshops with Appendix 6 of Draft
inward investment. Therefore we do not feel that this point is satisfactorily JLAs. This includes more detail on regional promotion, including | Section 106
answered. inward investment. Agreement Version 2
[REP6-063]
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council has reviewed the information | Updated position (Deadline 9):
provided and provided further comments to GAL on the Thematic/delivery The topic of ESBS is Agreed, subject to the s106 Agreement.
Plans — Theme 6 Regional Promotion in relation to Inward Investment on 8
August 2024, highlighting whether activity should be wider given Gatwick’s
high profile status in the South East area. The review of these is ongoing by
the JLAs. It is understood that an updated ESBS and ESBS Implementation
Plan will be submitted at Deadline 8A which will necessitate a further
response.
2.19.4.6 Economy There is a need to better understand the employment and skills offer arising | The ESBS includes specific engagement with schools and ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed, subject
from the project. ESCC would expect a substantial number of jobs and Careers Hubs. Employment, Skills to the s106
apprenticeships ring-fenced for East Sussex workforce; and that GAL would and Business Strategy | Agreement
work with local training providers and colleges in East Sussex to ensure that | Updated position (April 2024): [APP-198].
training, pathways and career opportunities are offered. Please refer to the response at Row 2.19.3.2 of this Table.
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Updated position (Deadline 1): The response does not adequately
address employment/ apprenticeship opportunities.

Updated position (Deadline 5): Awaiting outcomes from workshop on
Implementation Plan.

Position as of 12 August 2024: H9 — we note the ExA’s reference to the
comments we made in our Updated position (Deadline 5), and Gatwick’s
agreement for East Sussex College to be included in planned ‘Consortium-
based Delivery. This is welcomed. However, should the DCO be approved
the Council agree that the list of delivery partners would need to evolve and
which the Council and their partners would require representation to enable
input into the delivery of the ESBS Implementation Plan to ensure benefits
are realised in the County. ESCC provided comments to GAL on the
Thematic/delivery Plans 8 August 2024. The review of these is ongoing by
the JLAs. It is understood that an updated ESBS and ESBS Implementation
Plan will be submitted at Deadline 8a which will necessitate further
response.

The JLAs have submitted at D8 further details about how they wish to see
the ESBS develop, as at present the current document appears more as an
outline document.

The Council requires a more comprehensive ESBS in accordance with the
principles. Please refer to the JLA response at D8 reference Deadline 8
Submission - Comments on any further information/ submissions
received by Deadline 7 (note: no REP8- reference as yet for this).

Updated position (July 2024):

The Applicant has provided an updated ESBS Implementation
Plan and discussions will continue at future workshops with
JLAs.

Updated position (Deadline 9):
The topic of ESBS is Agreed, subject to the s106 Agreement.

Updated position (July
2024):

Appendix 6 of Draft
Section 106
Agreement Version 2

[REP6-063]

2.19.4.7 Economy

GAL should seek to ensure that subcontractors deliver social value in
employment and skills (i.e. subcontractors should offer recruitment offers,

Through the ESBS and its Implementation Plans, GAL will
ensure that its contractors and sub-contractors contribute to the

ES Appendix 17.8.1
Employment, Skills

Agreed, subject

apprenticeships and upskilling of staff). delivery of the agreed ESBS objectives (including Social Value). | and Business Strategy | to the s106
The ESBS also proposes engagement with schools and Careers | [APP-198]. Agreement
Updated position (Deadline 1): The response does not adequately Hubs.
address employment/ apprenticeship opportunities. Updated position (July
Updated position (April 2024): 2024):
Updated position (Deadline 5): Awaiting outcomes from workshop on Please refer to the response at Row 2.19.3.2 of this Table. Appendix 6 of Draft
Implementation Plan. Section 106
Updated position (July 2024): Agreement Version 2
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council provided comments to GAL The Applicant has provided an updated ESBS Implementation [REP6-063]
on the Thematic/delivery Plans 8 August 2024 — specifically Activity Theme | Plan and discussions will continue at future workshops with
2 — construction and highlighted the need to lever the procurement process | JLAS.
to facilitate access by SME’s from the local study area and Labour Market
area to gain contracting opportunities and achieve sustainability. The review | Updated position (Deadline 9):
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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of these is ongoing by the JLAs. It is understood that an updated ESBS and | The topic of ESBS is Agreed, subject to the s106 Agreement.
ESBS Implementation Plan will be submitted at Deadline 8A which will
necessitate further response.
2.19.4.8 Economy Sub-contractors should work to the Construction Industry Training Board This is planned as part of the ESBS ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed
(CITB) national skills academy for construction framework benchmarks, and Employment, Skills
the same in relation to non-construction procurement. and Business Strategy
[APP-198].
2.19.4.9 Economy The Employment Skills and Business Strategy (“ESBS”) should include The ESBS includes specific engagement with schools and ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed
links to Careers Hubs working with schools across Surrey, West Sussex Careers Hubs. Employment, Skills
and East Sussex. and Business Strategy
[APP-198].
Updated position (Deadline 5): the current version of the ESBS [APP-198]
does not include specific mention of ‘links to Careers Hubs working with
schools across Surrey, West Sussex and East Sussex’ - still only refers to
Coast to Capital LEP Careers Hub, which no longer exists and has now
been subsumed by WSCC.
2.19.4.10 Economy In non-construction, the option should include upskilling the existing The precise measures under the ESBS will be developed in ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed, subject
workforce, including residents of East Sussex. partnership with local authority partners and could include Employment, Skills to the s106
upskilling the existing workforce. and Business Strategy | Agreement
Updated position (Deadline 5): Awaiting outcomes from workshop on [APP-198].
Implementation Plan. Updated position (April 2024):
Please refer to the response at Row 2.19.3.2 of this Table. Updated position (July
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council has reviewed the information 2024):
provided and provided further comments to GAL on the Thematic/delivery Updated position (July 2024): Appendix 6 of Draft
Plans — Theme 3 — Employment and Skills (non construction) on 8 August | The Applicant has provided an updated ESBS Implementation Section 106
2024, highlighting that GAL should make reference to national funding Plan and discussions will continue at future workshops with Agreement Version 2
programmes and ensure engagement with partners in East Sussex, JLAs. [REP6-063]
including East Sussex E STAR. The review of these is ongoing by the JLAs.
It is understood that an updated ESBS and ESBS Implementation Plan will Updated position (Deadline 9):
be submitted at Deadline 8A which will necessitate a further response. The topic of ESBS is Agreed, subject to the s106 Agreement.
2.19.4.11 Economy There is a need for GAL to ensure that SMEs and subcontractors include Through the ESBS and its Implementation Plans, GAL will ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed
social value measures in their contracts with GAL that are consistent with ensure that its contractors and sub-contractors contribute to the | Employment, Skills
those in GAL’s ESBS, and that work is undertaken with local authority delivery of the agreed ESBS objectives (including Social Value). | and Business Strategy
Careers Hubs to engage with schools. The ESBS also proposes engagement with schools and Careers | [APP-198].
Hubs.
2.19.4.12 Economy GAL should develop an Inward Investment Service and Strategy, working in | Inward investment is one of the elements set out in the ESBS. ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed, subject
partnership with Sussex Chamber of Commerce and other partners which Employment, Skills to the s106
includes the delivery of initiatives that develop (not just promote) Updated position (April 2024): and Business Strategy | Agreement
international trade opportunities with destinations aligned to Gatwick’s route | Please refer to the response at Row 2.19.3.2 of this Table. [APP-198].
network.
Updated position (July 2024): Updated position (July
2024):
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated position (Deadline 5): There remains insufficient detail. The

The Applicant has provided an updated ESBS Implementation

Appendix 6 of Draft

projects in local communities affected by the Airport.

Updated position (Deadline 5): what is the level of funding, and how will
this be distributed at Local Authority level and over what period?

Position as of 12 August 2024:_The Council note the updates to the level
of funding in the Community Fund and how the Fund will operate is
mentioned in the draft s106 Agreement and wishes to confirm agreement to
this.

S106 Agreement (subject to discussions with the Local
Authorities, ahead of submission at Deadline 2).

Updated position (April 2024):

The community fund will give priority to those schemes,

measures and projects which:

o further employment, training and skills in the local area

e support families and children in need

e combat social isolation and disadvantage

e provide opportunities for young people

e Improve access to facilities for the elderly and seek to
reduce isolation in the older generation.

e are not inconsistent with approved policies or plans of
relevant local authorities;

e have been identified as priorities to the communities within
parish and/or community plans;

e can demonstrate overall value for money in terms of cost
and effectiveness;

e can demonstrate a contribution to developing and
maintaining sustainable communities

e attract additional funding from other private and public sector
sources where possible

Consultation has taken place with the Chair and Trustees of the
Gatwick Airport Community Trust and the Community
Foundations of Sussex Surrey and Kent. The principle of future
community funding was also included in the pre-application
consultation documents and the DCO Application.

Updated position (July
2024):

Schedule 4 of Draft
Section 106
Agreement Version 2

[REP6-063]

response at Row 2.19.3.2. is unclear and does not specifically refer to Plan which mentions examples of partnership with Inward Section 106
inward investment. Therefore we do not feel that this point is satisfactorily Investment Organisations and discussions will continue at future | Agreement Version 2
answered. workshops with JLAs. This includes more detail on regional [REP6-063]
promotion, including inward investment
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council has reviewed the information
provided and provided further comments to GAL on the Thematic/delivery Updated position (Deadline 9):
Plans — Theme 6 Regional Promotion in relation to Inward Investment on 8 | The topic of ESBS is Agreed, subject to the s106 Agreement.
August 2024, highlighting whether activity should be wider given Gatwick’s
high profile status in the South East area.
The review of these is ongoing by the JLAs. It is understood that an
updated ESBS and ESBS Implementation Plan will be submitted at
Deadline 8A which will necessitate a further response.
2.19.4.13 Economy GAL should continue to sponsor events and fund community-related GAL is proposing a new community fund secured through the n/a Agreed, subject

to the s106
Agreement
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Updated position (July 2024):
The level of funding in the Community Fund and how the Fund
will operate is mentioned in Schedule 4 of the updated draft

s106 Agreement.
2.19.4.14 Economy GAL should ensure there a sustained promotion of East Sussex at the Promoting tourism is covered in the ESBS. ES Appendix 17.8.1 Agreed, subject

airport to support the visitor economy. Employment, Skills to the s106
Updated position (April 2024): and Business Strategy | Agreement

Updated position (Deadline 5): We would welcome Gatwick adopting the Please refer to the response at Row 2.19.3.2 of this Table. [APP-198]

Local Visitor Economy Strategy for Growth and working in collaboration with

Experience Sussex to deliver this, rather than developing a separate Updated position (July 2024): Updated position (July

strategy. The Applicant has responded to this query as a response to 2024):
ESCC'’s Local Impact Report in The Applicant's Response to Ref S2 in response to

[REP3-103] Deadline 3 Submission - 10.16 The Applicant's Response to Deadline 4 Submissions. ESCC'’s Local Impact

the ExA's Written Questions (ExQ1) - Socio-Economic Effects (SE1.10) - Report in The

We would urge Gatwick to work closely with the LVEP on data capture to Updated position (Deadline 9): Applicant’s Response

ensure a standard baseline approach to be adopted regionally and informed | The topic of ESBS is Agreed, subject to the s106 Agreement. to Deadline 4

by the national Visit England/VisitBritain approach. This is likely to be a Submissions [REP6-

combination of different data sets to include: 090

e Air DNA

e Lighthouse

e Visit Britain/Visit England are working to build and improve data for
LVEPs -and looking at central purchasing data such as mobile/
credit cards

e ONS now provide some limited data sets

Whilst the Gatwick Gateway Partnership is recognised as one useful vehicle
for brokering a shared approach to tourism promotion, ESCC would also
wish to see active participation in the East Sussex, Brighton & Hove and
West Sussex Local Visitor Economy Partnership.

Position as of 12 August 2024: We welcome the additional information
provided at Deadline 4. As set out in the JLAs response at deadline 8, the
JLAs are happy with the direction of travel of the ESBS.

The JLAs await receipt of updated ESBS documents in order to be able to
confirm that they are satisfied on this matter. The JLAS propose to continue
to make comments on the proposed requirement on this basis.

Other

There are no other issues relevant to this topic in this Statement of Common Ground
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Table 2.19 sets out the position of both parties in relation to traffic and transport matters.

Table 2.20 Statement of Common Ground — Traffic and Transport Matters

Transport Environmental
Statement

modelling to include Ashdown Forest. The Area of Detailed Modelling
includes the Ashdown Forest area.

Updated Response (Deadline 3): GAL have confirmed in the March
2024 SOCG (with ESCC) that the transport modelling covers a large area
which includes all roads in neighbouring Districts and Ashdown Forest, as
indicated in Diagram 5.3.3 of the Transport Assessment. Whilst GAL has
sought to assess the impacts of the NRP on Ashdown Forest, and cites
the impacts, ESCC requires measures that reduces traffic through
sensitive locations near and through Ashdown Forest - which is a Special
Area of Conservation (SAC) / Special Protection Area (SPA) — to be
considered and introduced. The route through Ashdown Forest (via
Sharpethorne) is a key route to the airport and avoids travel along the
A22, which is our preferred strategic route to the airport.

Updated position (Deadline 5): We note the Applicant’s position
regarding the modelling which includes Ashdown Forest. However, we

roads in neighbouring Districts and Ashdown Forest, as indicated in
Diagram 5.3.3 of the Transport Assessment. This is also shows in
section 8.5 and Figure 44 of Annex B (Strategic Transport
Modelling Report) of the Transport Assessment which displays the
Area of Detailed Modelling, Ashdown Forest in relation to the
Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) that has been undertaken.

Transport
Assessment [AS-079]

Sections 8.5 and
Figure 44 of
Transport
Assessment Annex
B: Strategic
Transport Modelling
Report [APP-260]

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status
Baseline
2.20.1.1 Assessment methodology Since emerging from the pandemic more representative transport data The Examining Authority has made a Procedural Decision dated 24 | Accounting for
continues to become available and therefore this data should be used to October 2023 to request the Applicant to provide a detailed Covid-19in No longer
validate that the proposed approach is robust and takes accounts of response to look at accounting for COVID-19 in the transport Transport Modelling pursuing
changes since the 2016 base and any travel changes due to Covid 19. modelling. This work is being undertaken for submission to the ExA | [AS-121] and its
The applicant should also review the latest Department for Transport (DfT) | in due course. Appendices [AS-122]
guidance TAG Unit M4, Forecasting and Uncertainty, and ensure the
modelling takes account of it. Updated response (Deadline 1): The response to the ExA’s
Procedural Decision on accounting for Covid-19 in the transport
Updated position (Deadline 5): We are pleased to note that Covid-19 modelling has been submitted and is available on the Project
has been taken into account in the transport modelling. Subject to West Webpage.
Sussex County Council and PINS acceptance of this updated assessment
methodology we have no further comment to make on this issue. Updated position (April 2024): No further update.
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council recognise that there Updated position (July 2024): Noted. This matter can be marked
remains outstanding information from the Applicant to resolve this matter. | as agreed.
However, we no longer wish to pursue this matter and are content for
WSCC to pursue this through the appropriate process(es).
Assessment Methodology
2.20.2.1 Page 36 (12-33) of the Reference to East Sussex CC comment in PEIR to Extend scope of The transport modelling covers a large area which includes all Chapter 5 of Not agreed
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maintain that we need to understand what the impacts of vehicular
movements on Ashdown Forest will be.

Whilst the applicant has stated that ‘Agreement has been reached with
Natural England on the method used for the HRA assessment and Natural
England’s Relevant Representations detail that no further information is
required with regard to the HRA assessment’ (ES Appendix 9.9.1 Habitats
Regulation Assessment Parts 1 and 2 [APP-134 & APP-135].).
Regardless of the agreement with Natural England, we wish for an
accurate assessment of the current and anticipated impacts needs to be
established in order to understand what the impacts would be, regardless
of whether or not they are significant.

Updated position 12 August 2024

This matter has been marked as agreed by the applicant, but the Council
did not receive a response to our query at Deadline 5, which outlined that
‘we maintain that we need to understand what the impacts of vehicular
movements on Ashdown Forest will be

2.20.2.2 Assessment methodology The Traffic & Transport Chapter of the Environment Statement has been The Examining Authority has made a Procedural Decision dated 24 | Technical Note: Agreed
undertaken in accordance with rescinded guidance by IEMA: Guidelines October 2023 to request the Applicant to provide a detailed Impact of the Latest
for Environmental Impact Assessment of Road Traffic (1993). This was response to the new IEMA guidance. This work is being undertaken | IEMA Guidance
replaced in July 2023 by Environmental Assessment of Traffic and for submission to the ExA in due course. (2023) on the
Movement. Therefore, if there are future updates to the Environmental Assessment of
Statement, this should be reviewed against the latest guidance and Updated response (Deadline 1): The response to the ExA’s Effects Related to
amended as necessary. Procedural Decision on the impact of the latest IEMA Guidance Traffic and Transport
(2023) has been submitted and is available on the Project AS-119
Updated position (Deadline 5): No further comments. Webpage.
Updated position (April 2024): No further update, no commentary
received from ESCC on Technical Note: Impact of Latest IEMA
Guidance (2023) on the Assessment of Effects Related to Traffic
and Transport [AS-119].
Assessment
2.20.3.1 Public transport: rail of the The model contains all rail services in the modelled area. However, the The submission focuses on the rail corridors serving Gatwick and Chapters 9 of Agreed
Transport Assessment assessment focuses on services on the North Downs Line, Arun Valley this analysis is presented in section 9 of the Transport Assessment | Transport
Line and Brighton Main Line. and in section 11.10 and 12.9 of Annex B (Strategic Transport Assessment [REP3-
Modelling Report) of the Transport Assessment. 058]
Updated position (Deadline 5): As previously requested the applicant
should include the East Coastway line between Brighton and Hastings as | Updated position (April 2024): As set out in Section 2.6 (item T3) | gections 11.10 and
a key corridor to join the BML for access to GAL. of The Applicant's response to the Local Impact Reports [REP3- 12.9 of Transport
Whilst we recognise the Applicant has responded to this [REP3-078] the 078], the rail network within the public transport model covers much | aAssessment Annex
East Coastway is the key rail route from East Sussex to the airport (via the | of south and east England. The study area for the rail network is B: Strategic
Brighton Main Line) and should therefore be modelled. described in paragraphs 12.4.16 to 12.4.20 of ES Chapter 12 [AS- | Transport Modelling
We want to be able to promote rail travel to the airport. We consider the 076] and focuses on the lines where the Project is likely to have Report [APP-260]
East Coastway to be a key rail corridor and disagree that this part of the the greatest impact. This approach is in keeping with guidance and
rail network does not need to be modelled. ) )
regulations referenced in paragraph 12.4.11 of ES Chapter 12 [AS-
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council are pleased to note that the
Applicant has proposed a Rail Enhancement Fund as specified in the
Surface Access Commitments document [REP7-043]. Should assessment
work, including modelling, be required as part of this fund the Council
request that the East Coastway line (Brighton to Hastings, via Eastbourne)
is included as it is a key corridor to join the Brighton Mainline to access
Gatwick Airport.

We recognise that discussions are continuing to take place with Network
Rail, therefore, the Council confirm agreement to this matter.

076] to ensure that the emphasis is on explaining the significant
environmental effects which are likely to be associated with the
development and that the ES is proportionate.

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant submitted a
Statement of Common Ground between Gatwick Airport Limited
and Network Rail [REP5-063] at Deadline 5 and continues to
engage with Network Rail on outstanding matters.@

2.20.3.2 Rail

It is necessary to ensure that rail infrastructure and service provision has

A comprehensive assessment of the rail network and Gatwick

Environmental

been properly considered by GAL and Network Rail and can Station has been undertaken in Chapters 9 and 10 of the Transport | Statement - Agreed
accommodate the increase in demand and capacity from passengers that | Assessment. The full set of rail data is included in Environmental Appendix 12.9.2 Rail
will arise should the NRP go ahead. This must be considered alongside Statement - Appendix 12.9.2 Rail Passenger Flows, and further Passenger Flows
wider demands for rail travel. details of the station modelling are included in Transport [REP3-051] [APP-154]
Assessment Annex D.
Updated position (Deadline 3): There is no funding associated with rail Transport
mitigation in GAL'’s proposals (like there is for highways). As outlined in Updated Position (Deadline 3): There is no funding associated Assessment Annex D
Table 5 (T3 & T4) in the ESCC LIR. ESCC wishes to see Gatwick’s level with rail mitigation in GAL’s proposals (like there is for highways). - Station and Shuttle
of commitment to highways extended to rail. As outlined in Table 5 (T3 & T4) in the ESCC LIR. We wish to see Legion
Gatwick’s level of commitment to highways extended to rail. GAL Modelling Report
GAL state that the rail network has sufficient capacity. However, we state that the rail network has sufficient capacity. However, we [APP-262]
understand NR will be undertaking their own modelling to assess the understand NR will be undertaking their own modelling to assess
validity of this statement. ESCC support Network Rail’s independent the validity of this statement. ESCC support Network Rail’s
modelling work to identify what the impacts of the NRP would have on the | independent modelling work to identify what the impacts of the NRP
rail network, and consideration will subsequently need to be given as to would have on the rail network, and consideration will subsequently
how the impacts could be mitigated. need to be given as to how the impacts could be mitigated. In
regard to any mitigation being agreed between the applicant and
In regard to any mitigation being agreed between the applicant and East East Sussex County Council, this should be secured through an
Sussex County Council, this should be secured through an appropriate appropriate legal agreement or condition of the development
legal agreement or condition of the development consent order and consent order and introduced prior to the commencement of the
introduced prior to the commencement of the operation of the northern operation of the northern runway.
runway.
Updated position (April 2024): The updated position is noted and
Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC are pleased to note the the Applicant is continuing to undertake technical engagement with
Applicant’s updated position of April 2024. Network Rail in relation to the impacts of the Project. The Applicant
will continue engagement with ESCC regarding any legal
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council are pleased to note that the | agreement / condition required in the DCO.
Applicant has proposed a Rail Enhancement Fund as specified in the
Surface Access Commitments document [REP7-043]. We recognise that Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant submitted a
discussions are continuing to take place with Network Rail, and as this Statement of Common Ground between Gatwick Airport Limited
issue has progressed significantly since the last SOCG submission, the and Network Rail [REP5-063] at Deadline 5 and continues to
Council confirm agreement to this matter. engage with Network Rail on outstanding matters.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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LONDON
G GATWICK

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

Mitigation and Compensation

2.20.4.1 5.4.1: Surface Access

Commitments

Whilst we support the proposals for bus service improvements between
GAL Airport and East Sussex there is scope for further improvements.
With there being no direct rail connections from much of East Sussex, and
therefore the only option for passengers / employees to travel to the
airport by private car / taxis, there must be investment into bus services to
provide a public transport alternative bus service improvement.

Updated position (Deadline 1): Further improvements required.
This is unacceptable as it reduces the potential for sustainable travel
options for passengers and limits airport employment opportunities for
East Sussex residents. This situation will also discourage airport
employees from choosing to live in the county, thereby reducing the
economic benefits deriving to East Sussex from the GAL Airport.

GAL’s sole commitment for a bus/coach improvement from East Sussex is
to fund a limited service from Uckfield which, with only a 2 hourly service
provision, is highly unlikely to be sufficiently attractive.

We expect GAL to significantly increased their public transport
commitment to East Sussex. GAL’s approach in their Surface Access
Commitment is questionable as it relies on geographical data of exiting
public transport take-up and the home locations of existing employees.
For reasons outlined above, this data will be skewed by the lack of public
transport routes from East Sussex, and the consequential propensity for
Airport employees to live in the county.

We further question the weighting GAL gives to engaging with bus
operators in terms of developing interventions. Whilst this engagement is
important, it is not the role of commercial bus operators in a competitive
market to lead on interventions which will require long term GAL funding
support for services in areas of East Sussex currently without airport
access. The lead partner to GAL for these interventions should be the
Local Transport Authority (ESCC).

Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC is disappointed that the Applicant
is still not prepared to commit to funding improved bus services to the
airport. The only current public transport access to the airport is by rail,
and there are no direct bus or coach services. Providing direct bus
services to the airport will open up sustainable travel options to East
Sussex residents who have no choice but to travel to the airport by private
car. This will help the Applicant to meet their modal share targets.

It will also align with Gatwick Airport’s response to our Local Transport
Plan 4 consultation which states ‘ ‘Whilst we recognise that in its draft

The Surface Access Commitments document sets out bus and
coach services identified and included in the modelling work, and
GAL is committed to provide reasonable financial support in relation
to the services, or others which result in an equivalent level of
public transport accessibility.

The routes identified are based on the likely catchments to
maximise the potential of achieving the committed mode shares.

GAL will continue to engage with local bus operators about the
potential to increase services in the early morning, late evening and
weekends as part of regular liaison that occurs under the current
ASAS, and will also be incorporated into a future ASAS for the
Airport, which will reflect the commitments made in the SAC.

Updated position (April 2024): Whilst the Applicant acknowledges
that ESCC has identified specific routes for improvement, the
approach to funding for bus network enhancements is focused on
the routes identified in ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface Access
Commitments funding buses remains unchanged in the Surface
Access Commitments [REP2-056] or alternative routes or service
changes that provide an equivalent level of accessibility. The
Applicant will continue to engage with bus operators. An updated
version of ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface Access Commitments
REP3-029] has been submitted at Deadline 3 which adds further
detail to the commitments related to the interventions.

Based on the interventions in the Surface Access Commitments
and the assessments set out in the Transport Assessment and ES
Chapter 12 [REP3-016], no further mitigation is required., no further
mitigation is required.

Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.

Updated position (Deadline 9): The Applicant has updated the
SACs at Deadline 9. This matter should be read in the context of
the Joint Position Statement and the Applicant’s Closing
Submission (Doc Ref. 10.73) in relation to surface access.

ES Appendix 5.4.1:
Surface Access
Commitments [REP6-

030]

No longer
pursuing
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form it is difficult to be too far-reaching in its scope we would encourage
ESCC to consider the benefits of the stronger links with Gatwick Airport as
an important regional economic driver. In particular the opportunities for
improved public transport connections that would support the visitor
economy and enable improved access to employment at the airport by
sustainable means.’

Position as of 12 August 2024: Our request for bus service
improvements through the SOCG have, to date, been unsuccessful. We
note that the recent version of the SACs submitted by the Applicant at
Deadline 8 continue to omit reference to the bus service improvements as
requested by the Council.

The updated SACs — as submitted at D8 by the Applicant, however, does
state: ‘in order to meet commitments 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the SACs the
Applicant will fund additional regional bus and express coach services or
other such measures as required in order to meet the SACs’. This
however is not a sufficient commitment from the Council’s perspective,
and will not support sustainable surface access to the airport, thereby not
contributing to the Applicant’s mode share targets. Nor will this align with
Government’s decarbonisation agenda, and East Sussex County
Council’s Local Transport Plan 4 (2024-2050) which seeks to increase
public transport opportunities as part of integrated journeys connecting
people to places,

Our legal representatives (Sharpe Pritchard) have been engaging with
HSF (Gatwick’s legal representative) and the Applicant, and reviewed a
draft Requirement the JLAs submitted at Deadline 8, which could be an
alternative process by which these improvements could be secured.
Whilst the Council would have been content for this to be covered by the
SACs we recognise this has not been reflected in the SACs submitted by
the Applicant at D8, and therefore a requirement is now sought to commit
to bus service improvements between East Sussex and Gatwick Airport.

For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential.

Updated position 21 August 2024

The Council has pursued improvements to bus services in
East Sussex to support access to the airport through
commitments in the SAC’s and alternatively as a requirement.
These requests have been unsuccessful.
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Whilst the Council notes the applicant’s response in REP8-
115, that the bus service improvements will be considered as
part of ‘Commitment 5 in the SAC, which requires reasonable
financial support to be provided for the services stated in
Table 1 of the SAC, or others which result in an equivalent
level of public service transport accessibility’. This is
alongside the applicant being ‘required to consult the TFSG
that additional services (including those requested by East
Sussex County Council) would be assessed in order to
identify the routes and services which maximise the potential
of achieving the mode share commitments’.

The Council remain disappointed that bus service
improvements have not been secured. However, as a
member of the TFSG ESCC is committed to work with GAL
through this forum to prioritise funding to enable bus service
improvements to come forward to provide sustainable surface
access to the airport to/from East Sussex. For the avoidance
of doubt, the Council maintains its position that the
provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements
is essential.

2.20.4.2 Surface Access Concerns are held about the Surface Access Commitments that underpin | Our mode share commitments within the Surface Access ES Appendix 5.4.1:
Commitments (SACs) and the creation of a new Surface Access Strategy and the approach to Commitments document represent the position we are committing Surface Access
target mode shares meeting and monitoring these targets. Some of the concerns include: to achieve, based on our modelling of mode choice and transport Commitments [REP6- | No longer
e Commitment 1, to ensure 55% of passenger journeys is made by | network operation. The SAC also includes a section on our further 030 pursuing
public transport is not considered ambitious or of sufficient aspirations, which includes more ambitious mode share targets
challenge. Prior to the Pandemic the airport achieved 47.8% which we will be working towards, but we have set the committed ES Chapter 12 Traffic
public transport modal share in the 12 months up to March 2020 mode shares and the timescales within which they are to be and Transport [REP3-
(Paragraph 12.6.11 ES Chapter 12 Traffic and Transport). achieved explicitly to ensure that the core surface access outcomes 016].
e Target mode shares set out as Commitments are only set out as set out in ES Chapter 12: Traffic and Transport and in the Transport
percentages. The percentages masks trends in absolute numbers | Assessment are delivered. Transport
and permit significant increases in car trips to and from the airport. Assessment [REP3-
 Insufficient evidence and justification are provided to demonstrate | The commitments are expressed as percentages as this is the 058]
how the mitigation proposed can provide sufficient sustainable convention for mode shares. Our commitments will see increases in
infrastructure to successfully meet some of the target modal splits. | the number of people using sustainable transport modes. We are
aware that our forecasts also anticipate an increase in vehicular
Commitments are made in relation to bus and coach service provision. traffic and our proposed highway works are designed to address
Determination of mode of travel takes into a variety of factors rather than | this in the immediate vicinity. Our transport modelling reported in
just provision of service. The applicant has not assessed or considered the Transport Assessment identifies the potential impact of that
the attractiveness of modes or how this could be increased. For example, | additional traffic in the wider area.
by providing enhanced bus priority measures to provide journey time
savings. The interventions we propose in the SACs have been included in
our modelling, which provides confidence that the mode share
commitments can be achieved with those interventions in place.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Updated Position (Deadline 3):
ESCC require GAL to clarify how bus service improvements could be
funded through the Sustainable Transport Fund (STF).

ESCC are inclined to seek the securing of bus service enhancements
through a legal agreement as part of the DCO process. There is concern
that the STF is not legally binding and therefore the bus service
improvements as requested run the risk of not being introduced via the
STF approach. GAL provide a long term Masterplan which will consider
surface access improvements from East Sussex to Gatwick Airport as
airport passenger numbers increase, and as public transport opportunities
and demand increases.

Update: Have included in our LIR response (para 4.6.4) that ESCC are:
‘supportive of an approach whereby growth of the airport is only permitted
when surface access commitments / targets have been met. This could
easily fit within the existing SAC framework and would still deliver the
outcomes that GAL desire. An approach has similarly been considered in
respect of the Luton Airport DCO and is referred to as Green Controlled
Growth, whereby growth is only permitted after targets have been met’.

Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC need a commitment from the
Applicant for funding towards sustainable transport interventions which
provide bus services to and from the airport from East Sussex.

Such interventions also to include bus priority infrastructure to improve
journey times, improved waiting facilities at bus stops en route, and high
quality marketing and publicity.

Position as of 12 August 2024:
Please refer to the comments provided in ‘Position as of 12 August 2024’
in 2.20.4.1.

On this basis this matter can now be marked as no longer pursuing as the
process of funding have been more clearly defined in the SACs as
submitted at D8 by the Applicant.

For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential

The bus and coach service enhancements were developed with
consideration of services which would be most likely to make
greatest difference to mode shares.

The further aspirations identified in the SAC document
acknowledge that there may be further opportunities to enhance
public transport services and we are committed to using the
Sustainable Transport Fund to support measures that will help to
achieve the mode share commitments. For the specific bus and
coach enhancements identified in the SAC document we are
committing to funding those for a minimum of five years.

Updated position (April 2024): Paragraph 5 of Schedule 3 of the
Draft S106 Agreement [REP2-004] sets out the £10m funding for
buses.

The Applicant is not proposing a 'Green Controlled Growth'
approach. The commitments being made and the way in which they
are structured are appropriate in the context of the anticipated rate
of growth which is forecast for dual runway operations at the airport.
The updated version of the Surface Access Commitments [REP3-
029] sets out a monitoring strategy which is in keeping with the
existing process for monitoring ASAS targets and the development
of Action Plans in consultation with the Transport Forum Steering
Group. The Sustainable Transport Fund and bus and coach
contributions are secured in the draft S106 Agreement [REP2-004]
to support the increased use of sustainable modes of travel
services. The Applicant is also committing to provide a Transport
Mitigation Fund, which is secured in the draft DCO S106 Agreement
REP2-004] and would be available to address impacts over and
above what was modelled and which were not anticipated.

Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.

2.20.4.3 General

The Mode Share Commitments, set out in the Surface Access
Commitments, are not considered to be sufficiently ambitious, especially
for passenger travel.

The range of interventions to improve sustainable travel has been
tested to inform the mode share commitments reported in the
Application. The SAC also includes a section on our further
aspirations, which includes more ambitious mode share targets

Chapter 7 of
Transport
Assessment [REP3-

058]

No longer pursing
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Updated position (Deadline 5): Our previous comment — as above —
remains. Also, see 2.20.4.1 for reasons as to why the Surface Access
Commitment is not considered sufficiently ambitious.

Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position in
requesting the need for bus service improvements between East Sussex
and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is embedded
within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce the
outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we will
no longer be pursuing this specific matter.

For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential

which we will be working towards, but we have set the committed
mode shares explicitly to ensure that the core surface access
outcomes set out in ES Chapter 12: Traffic and Transport and in the
Transport Assessment are delivered. Further clarification is sought
as to why the commitments are not considered ambitious.

Updated position (April 2024): No update required, further
clarification is sought on this matter and the Applicant will continue
to engage with ESCC.

Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.

ES Appendix 5.4.1:
Surface Access
Commitments[REPG-
030]

ES Chapter 12 Traffic
and Transport [REP3-

016]

2.20.4.4 General There is insufficient mitigation proposed to encourage substantial modal The SACs document sets out the range of interventions and funding | Chapter 7 of
shift towards sustainable travel to and from an expanded airport. that GAL are committed to deliver. The assessment shows that the | Transport
Project as proposed would not generate significant adverse effects | Assessment [REP3- No longer
Updated position (Deadline 5): From East Sussex, there is poor public related to traffic and transport and therefore no further mitigation is 058] pursuing
transport connectivity to the airport. It is not realistic to assume ralil required. ES Appendix 5.4.1:
services and infrastructure could easily be adapted to accommodate an Surface Access
increase in modal shift towards sustainable travel, which is why we are Updated position (April 2024): No update to Applicant’s position. Commitments [REP6-
seeking bus service improvements from the county to the airport. 030
ESCC still does not have commitment from the Applicant that there will be
adequate bus connections to the airport from East Sussex. We are happy
to work with the Applicant and the bus operator on developing improved
services.
Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position
in requesting the need for bus service improvements between East
Sussex and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is
embedded within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce
the outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we
will no longer be pursuing this specific matter.
For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential
2.20.4.5 General The focus of mitigation has been on the provision of services rather than The strategic modelling analysis presented in the Transport Chapter 12 of
implementing measures, within GAL’s control, to increase the Assessment indicates that journey times in East Sussex (routes 8 Transport
attractiveness of alternative modes of travel, i.e. bus priority measures to and 11 shown in Diagram 12.5.1 of the Transport Assessment) will | Assessment [REP3- No longer
deliver journey time savings. not change significantly as a result of the Project. Junctions with 058] pursuing
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 86



https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002696-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002729-10.11%20Draft%20Section%20106%20Agreement%20-%20Version%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002696-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002696-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002105-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2012%20Traffic%20and%20Transport%20-%20Version%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002105-5.1%20ES%20Chapter%2012%20Traffic%20and%20Transport%20-%20Version%202%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002149-7.4%20Transport%20Assessment%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002149-7.4%20Transport%20Assessment%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002696-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002696-5.3%20ES%20Appendix%205.4.1%20Surface%20Access%20Commitments%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002149-7.4%20Transport%20Assessment%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR020005/TR020005-002149-7.4%20Transport%20Assessment%20-%20Version%203%20-%20Clean.pdf

LONDON

GATWICK

G

Our northern runway: making best use of Gatwick

Updated position (Deadline 5): Whilst journey times may not be
affected, there will be an increase in the number of people travelling to the
airport by car. Currently the proportion of those working at or travelling to
the airport by private car for business or leisure purposes is high, and this
needs to be remedied. The most suitable and realistic sustainable mode
of travel option for travel between East Sussex and the Gatwick is bus,
and therefore needs to be factored into surface access commitments by
the Applicant.

Therefore we require the bus service improvements as listed in 2.20.4.8 -
2.20.4.13.

Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position in
requesting the need for bus service improvements between East Sussex
and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is embedded
within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce the
outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we will
no longer be pursuing this specific matter.

For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential

medium and high magnitudes of impact have been reviewed in
Chapter 12 of the Transport Assessment and no junctions
experiencing this level of impact are identified in East Sussex.
Consequently, bus priority infrastructure is not considered to be
needed to mitigate the effects of the Project.

Updated position (April 2024): An updated version of ES
Appendix 5.4.1: Surface Access Commitments [REP3-029] has
been submitted at Deadline 3 which adds further detail to the
commitments related to the interventions.

Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.

2.20.4.6 Mitigation for traffic impacts | GAL needs to mitigate the impacts of the approaching traffic from the The transport modelling covers a large area which includes all Chapters 5, 12 and 13 | Agreed
surrounding road network, including routes in East Sussex such as the roads in neighbouring Districts, as indicated in Diagram 5.3.3 of the | of Transport
A22 and A264, which feed into the A23/M23 corridor. GAL must also Transport Assessment. A magnitude of impact assessment was Assessment [AS-079]
assess the impacts of airport growth on the strategic road network (e.g. undertaken across the modelled area to understand the impact of
M25) and ESCC'’s highway network beyond the immediate environment of | the Project on junctions and links within the model. This processis | sections 6.12 and 12.8
the airport. outlined in Chapters 5 and 12 of the Transport Assessment and in of Transport
section 6.12 of Annex B (Strategic Transport Modelling Report) of Assessment Annex
Updated position (Deadline 5): We support the position of WSCC in the Transport Assessment. The assessment results are presented B: Strategic
respect of the Transport Assessment and modelling work being in Section 12.8 of Annex B of the Transport Assessment. Transport Modelling
undertaken on the strategic road network, and therefore support their Report [APP-260]
engagement, comments and position in regard to this matter. On this Updated position (April 2024): No update to Applicant's position.
basis, we have no further comments to make on this issue.
2.20.4.7 Reduction of traffic through | ESCC requires measures that reduce traffic through sensitive locations Our assessment shows that the number of additional vehicles ES Appendix 9.9.1

sensitive locations near and through Ashdown Forest Special Area of Conservation (SAC) / travelling through these locations as a result of the Project would be | Habitat Regulations

Special Protection Area (SPA) and along the A22. very small, as would the percentage of total traffic flow which is Assessment Report - | No longer
airport-related traffic. There would be no significant adverse impacts | Part 1 [APP-134] pursuing
Updated position (Deadline 5): Measures that reduce traffic through arising as a result of traffic flow change related to the Project in any
sensitive locations such as Ashdown Forest include the provision of a bus | of these locations. Paragraphs 4.5.31 and 4.5.42 of the Habitat ES Appendix 5.4.1:
service which does not use this route to get to the airport. A bus service Regulations Assessment Report (ES Appendix 9.9.1) states that Surface Access
which serves key routes has been requested by ESCC to the Applicant, changes in AADT in 2032 and 2038, respectively, are low with no Commitments [REP6-
and further assurances to providing this are sought. This would address changes in NOx, NH3 or nitrogen deposition >1% of the relevant 030]
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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this issue. Please refer to 2.20.4.1 and 2.20.4.8 - 2.20.4.12 for further
detail.

Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position in
requesting the need for bus service improvements between East Sussex
and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is embedded
within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce the
outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we will
no longer be pursuing this specific matter.

For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential

critical load/level predicted. Therefore effects from emissions to air
from changes in traffic flow arising from the Project alone are
screened out as not having a significant effect. Project in-
combination with other plans / projects assessment is contained in
Section 5.3. On Ashdown Forest SAC / SPA, paragraph 5.3.18
states no adverse effect on the integrity of either the SAC or SPA is
predicted due to the Project in combination with other
plans/projects.

Updated position (April 2024): No further update.

Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.

Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-
063]

Uckfield

funded bus service between Heathfield and Uckfield (which ESCC
proposes to increase from 2 hourly to hourly).

equivalent level of public transport accessibility, would be
implemented and funded.

Updated position (April 2024): Please see updated position in row
2.20.4.8.

Commitments [REP6-
030]

2.20.4.8 Bus/Coach service The proposed new coach route to/from the airport to Uckfield would only The intervention included in the modelling work is an express bus or | Chapter 7 of
between Gatwick and have a 2 hourly frequency off-peak, though hourly at peak time. ESCC coach service between Uckfield — East Grinstead — Gatwick (hourly | Transport No longer
Uckfield requests an hourly service at all operational times. in peaks, two-hourly at other times). Assessment [REP3- pursuing
058
Updated position (Deadline 1): Request remains that the service is Updated position (April 2024): Whilst the Applicant acknowledges
hourly throughout the day and not just at peaks. that ESCC has identified specific routes for improvement, the ES Appendix 5.4.1:
approach to funding for bus network enhancements is focused on Surface Access
Updated position (Deadline 5): A 2 hourly service during the day is the routes identified in ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface Access Commitments [REP6-
complete inadequate. It will do little if anything to achieve modal shift. An Commitments funding buses remains unchanged in the Surface 030]
hourly service is required as an absolute minimum. Access Commitments [REP3-028] or alternative routes or service
changes that provide an equivalent level of accessibility. The
Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position | Applicant will continue to engage with bus operators. An updated
in requesting the need for bus service improvements between East version of ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface Access Commitments
Sussex and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is [REP3-028] has been submitted at Deadline 3 which adds further
embedded within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce | detail to the commitments related to the interventions. The
the outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we | Applicant will continue to engage with ESCC on this matter.
will no longer be pursuing this specific matter.
Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
essential Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.
2.20.4.9 Bus/Coach service GAL should consider extending the proposed Uckfield to Gatwick service The Surface Access Commitments document sets out the proposed | ES Appendix 5.4.1: No longer
between Gatwick and to Heathfield. It is important to integrate this with the existing ESCC bus and coach routes, and how these, or others which result in an Surface Access pursuing
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Updated position (Deadline 1): Request remains that the service is
extended to Heathfield.
Explanation of ‘equivalent level of public transport accessibility’ required.

Updated position (Deadline 5): See 2.20.4.1 for reasons as to why the
Surface Access Commitment is not considered sufficiently ambitious.
Given the level of new housing in the Hailsham/Hellingly area, ESCC now
sees this area as being the highest priority for the extended Gatwick-
Uckfield service (instead of Heathfield).

With a new high quality Gatwick public transport link, Hailsham/Hellingly
and Uckfield would mitigate against higher car use and provide for
Gatwick employment opportunities. None of these areas benefit from
appropriate rail links to Gatwick and therefore bus service improvements
are the only viable sustainable transport options between this part of East
Sussex and the airport.

Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position in
requesting the need for bus service improvements between East Sussex
and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is embedded
within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce the
outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we will
no longer be pursuing this specific matter.

For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential

Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.

2.20.4.10

Bus/Coach service
between Gatwick and

There needs to be an integrated approach to public transport provision as
there is an ESCC funded local bus service running parallel to the

This is noted and we would welcome discussion with you on future
bus and coach routes. The routes and frequencies quoted in the

Chapter 7 of
Transport

Uckfield proposed coach route for the greater part of the route, between Uckfield Application documents are those which have been included in the Assessment [REP3- No longer
and East Grinstead (this is currently the 2 hourly Monday to Friday strategic model. 058] pursuing
daytime only route 261).
Updated position (April 2024): Please see updated position in row | ES Appendix 5.4.1:
Updated position (Deadline 5): Whilst we acknowledge and welcome 2.20.4.8. Surface Access
future discussions on bus and coach routes, we wish for assurances on Commitments [REP6-
particular bus routes being introduced should the NRP be introduced. Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains 030]
unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
As highlighted in 2.20.4.8 above, our view is that a 2 hourly service during | Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
the day is inadequate. It will do little if anything to achieve modal shift. Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.
Therefore, an hourly service is required as an absolute minimum. Please
see 2.20.4.9 above.
Gatwick Northern Runway Project
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Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position in
requesting the need for bus service improvements between East Sussex
and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is embedded
within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce the
outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we will
no longer be pursuing this specific matter.

For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential

2.20.4.11 Bus/Coach service ESCC recommend extending the 261 route beyond East Grinstead to The Surface Access Commitments document sets out bus and ES Appendix 5.4.1:
between Gatwick and provide a direct service between Uckfield and Gatwick Airport. ESCC wish | coach services identified and included in the modelling work, which | Surface Access
Uckfield to see the operational hours of the service extended to include early will support achievement of the mode share commitments. The Commitments [REP6- | No longer
mornings, evenings and weekends. We would require GAL to fund this. routes identified are based on the likely catchments to maximise the | 030] pursuing
potential of achieving the committed mode shares. GAL is
Updated position (Deadline 1): Request remains that the hours of committed to provide reasonable financial support in relation to the
operation of the service are extended to provide include early mornings, services, or others which result in an equivalent level of public
evenings and weekends. transport accessibility.
Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC welcomes GAL'’s assurance that Updated position (April 2024): Please see updated position in row
they will continue to engage with ESCC on this matter. 2.20.4.8.
Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position in | Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
requesting the need for bus service improvements between East Sussex unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is embedded Access Commitments [REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce the Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.
outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we will
no longer be pursuing this specific matter.
For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential
2.20.4.12 Crowborough — Gatwick ESCC consider there is scope for a Gatwick to Crowborough service The Surface Access Commitments document sets out bus and ES Appendix 5.4.1:
service which could run via Forest Row and East Grinstead thereby, in coach services identified and included in the modelling work, which | Surface Access
combination with an Uckfield — Forest Row — East Grinstead — Gatwick will support achievement of the mode share commitments. The Commitments [REP6- | No longer
service, doubling the frequency between Forest Row and Gatwick. We routes identified are based on the likely catchments to maximise the | 030] pursuing
would require GAL to liaise with the appropriate operator to agree and potential of achieving the committed mode shares. GAL is
fund this. committed to provide reasonable financial support in relation to the
services, or others which result in an equivalent level of public
transport accessibility.
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Updated position (Deadline 1): Request remains that the possible
provision of a direct bus service to Crowborough which could run via
Forest Row and East Grinstead is explored.

Updated position (Deadline 5): GAL’s updated position is not
appropriate for the reasons stated in ESCC’s response to 2.20.4.1.
Crowborough lacks any appropriate public transport access to GAL
Gatwick. We therefore once again ask that provision of direct bus access
is properly explored.

Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position in

requesting the need for bus service improvements between East Sussex
and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is embedded
within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce the
outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we will
no longer be pursuing this specific matter.

For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential

Updated position (April 2024): Please see updated position in row
2.20.4.8.

Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
unchanged. Further updates to ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
Access Commitments [[REP6-030] and the Draft Section 106
Agreement [REP6-063] have been submitted at Deadline 6.

2.20.4.13 Demand Responsive ESCC considers any new services with Demand Responsive Transport The Surface Access Commitments document sets out bus and ES Appendix 5.4.1:
Transport (DRT) in mind should: o be wholly integrated with conventional public coach services identified and included in the modelling work, and Surface Access No longer
transport (i.e. integrated ticketing and service design). To complement GAL is committed to provide reasonable financial support in relation | Commitments [REP6- | pursuing
existing bus services, i.e. only run at times/to places when conventional to the services, or others which result in an equivalent level of 030]
bus services are not available; and o where feasible, feed into public transport accessibility. The Project is not proposing any
conventional services (i.e. first mile/last mile principles). This requires a Demand Responsive Transport services
high level of integration, service reliability, public information, waiting
facilities and ticketing. o in the context of Gatwick, ESCC envisages DRT The routes identified are based on the likely catchments to
in East Sussex potentially feeding the proposed Uckfield and maximise the potential of achieving the committed mode shares.
Crowborough bus/coach links using the above principles, with the
appropriate interchange hub facilities, rather than running all the way Updated position (April 2024): No update required. The Project is
to/from the Airport. not proposing any Demand Responsive Transport.
Updated position (Deadline 1): Request remains that any new services Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
with Demand Responsive Transport service should be integrated with unchanged.
conventional public transport and complement existing conventional bus
services.
Updated position (Deadline 5): ESCC is disappointed that potential
opportunities for Demand Responsive Transport are not included in the
Project. We ask that these are considered as part of an integrated
approach to maximising modal shift and as part of a ‘feeder service’
approach to new direct Gatwick services.
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Position as of 12 August 2024: Whilst it is regrettable that the Applicant
is not willing to consider DRT as part of the public transport offer, the
Council will no longer be pursuing this issue. Our efforts remain focused
on bus service improvements between East Sussex and the airport.
Other
2.20.5.1 General If the application is approved, there will be a need for the timely delivery of | The assessment indicates that completion of the highway works by | Chapters 12 and 13 of
supporting infrastructure i.e. in advance of the northern runway being in three years after dual runway operations commence is appropriate | Transport
full operation. in order to provide sufficient capacity for traffic generated by the Assessment [REP3- No longer
Project, based on the air passenger forecasts used in the 058 pursuing
Updated position (Deadline 5): We would wish to see bus service assessment, and that the highway works are not required until that
improvements between East Sussex and the airport delivered once the date.
northern runway becomes operational, should it receive consent. We
would consider a phased approach to the requested (bus) surface access | Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant has responded to a
improvements. question about the timing of delivery of the Project highway works
at DCO.1.40 (R6) in The Applicant's Response to the ExA's Written
In particular we would expect measures for Gatwick employees to be Questions (ExQ1) [REP3-104]. This confirms the Applicant's
implemented at the very earliest opportunity. position. For other interventions, the Applicant is committing to
achieving the mode shares set out in ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface
In respect of a monitor and manage approach we wish to see greater Access Commitments [REP3-028] by the third anniversary of dual
commitment to timescales — i.e. when will improvements be delivered? runway operations commencing and as this is secured by
Requirement 20 of the draft DCO, the Applicant will deploy
Position as of 12 August 2024: 2.20.4.1 outlines the Council’s position interventions at the appropriate time to ensure it meets its
in requesting the need for bus service improvements between East commitments. It is also important that there is flexibility to allow
Sussex and Gatwick Airport. Therefore we consider that this matter is interventions to be provided sooner, or later, in order to respond to
embedded within 2.20.4.1 for ease of further consideration and to reduce changes in travel behaviour in an effective manner.
the outstanding matters contained within this SOCG. For this reason we
will no longer be pursuing this specific matter. Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
unchanged.
For the avoidance of doubt, the Council maintains its position that
the provision by the Applicant of bus service improvements is
essential
2.20.5.2 Other GAL should engage with Metrobus or the appropriate operator, as they GAL has held discussions with Metrobus in relation to the bus ES Appendix 5.4.1:
run bus services in the Forest Row, East Grinstead, Crawley and Gatwick | network proposals which form part of the Surface Access Surface Access Agreed
areas. Commitments as part of the Project. Commitments[REPG-
030]
Updated position (Deadline 1): We would like to know the outcome of Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant will continue to
this discussion and how they have been incorporated into the proposed engage with bus operators to deliver the enhancements to the bus
bus service provision. network proposed in ES Appendix 5.4.1: Surface Access
Commitments [REP3-028] or alternative enhancements which
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Updated position (Deadline 5): The engagement will also need to
include ESCC as the Local Transport Authority, and encompass ESCC’s
expectation that the Gatwick-Uckfield service be extended to
Hailsham/Hellingly (instead of Heathfield as stated in ESCC’s previous
response).

Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council note the Applicant’s
response (July 2024) and will mark this matter as agreed and resolved.

provide a similar level of accessibility and contribute to achieving
the mode share commitments the Applicant is making. The updated
version of the SAC document submitted at Deadline 3 includes
additional obligations on the Applicant in relation to engagement
with bus operators and the TFSG

Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant will engage with
ESCC as necessary and at the appropriate time as and when new
bus routes are being planned for implementation

2.20.5.3 Other There is a need for a process whereby GAL liaises with the rail, coach and | GAL undertakes regular engagement with operators as part of its ES Appendix 5.4.1: Agreed
bus operators, as well as the local transport authorities, to get a better current Airport Surface Access Strategy and will continue to do so. Surface Access
understanding of future travel behaviour and how this will influence any GAL has also engaged with operators in relation to the proposals Commitments [REP6-
changes in demand for services. This needs to form part of GAL’s Airport | which form part of the Project. The Surface Access Commitments 030
Surface Access Strategy. document sets out GAL's commitments to delivering public
transport service improvements and achieving certain mode shares.
Updated position (Deadline 1): We would like to know the outcome of In due course, in line with relevant policy requirements, a future
these discussions and how they have been incorporated into the proposed | ASAS will be developed which will include a continued programme
PT service provision. of engagement with public transport operators and local authorities
and be in full cognisance of the surface access commitments GAL
Updated position (Deadline 5): We are pleased that the Applicant are is making as part of the Project.
engaging with Network Rail. We would like assurances that the bus
operators are also being engaged with in a similar manner. Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant is engaging with
Network Rail and updates will be provided through the SoCG with
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council welcome the engagement Network Rail.
between the Applicant and Network Rail. If the Applicant is able to provide
assurances that the bus operators are being engaged with in a similar Updated position (July 2024): The Applicant submitted a
manner the Council would be happy for this item to be resolved and Statement of Common Ground between Gatwick Airport Limited
agreed. and Network Rail [REP5-063] at Deadline 5 and continues to
engage with Network Rail on outstanding matters.
2.20.54 Electric Vehicle (EV) GAL must ensure that EV charging in airport car parks meets anticipated GAL will keep the provision of EV charging infrastructure in airport Agreed
Charging demand, using scenarios for EV adoption from the Government’'s 2023 car parks under review to ensure continued compliance with
Transport Decarbonisation Plan. relevant Government policy.
Updated position (Deadline 1): Issues for GAL to consider: Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant notes the
- Dynamic tariffs that support charging at off peak times, to lower suggestions and these are likely to form part of future Airport
congestion and to encourage use when the cost of energy grid carbon Surface Access Strategies (ASAS).
intensity is lowest
- Areas that support public charging exclusively (non-airport vehicles)
- Pre-bookable chargers
- Commercial charging for vehicles associated with the airport should
have designated zones.
- Automated allocation of a specific charger on arrival (at busy times). This
will prevent the reserving of chargepoints by users for friends colleagues,
improve fair use.
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- Options that limit a charge to a specific percentage e.g. 80% times to
support higher throughput.

Updated position (Deadline 5): We are pleased to note the Applicant will
consider these suggestions as part of the future Airport Surface Access
Strategy (ASAS).

The Applicant has demonstrated in Deadline 3 that it is committed to
providing charging infrastructure for electric vehicles used to access the
Airport (both passenger and staff) to facilitate the use of ultra-low and zero
emission vehicles for those journeys that are made by car. The Applicant
is also committed to investing £1m to Metrobus in hydrogen buses for the
local network.

It is important that the Applicant meets customer demand, as if sufficient
charging is not provided, this will put pressure on surrounding roads /
infrastructure.

2.20.5.5 Electric Vehicle (EV) GAL must work with both third-party parking providers and local GAL will keep the provision of EV charging infrastructure in airport n/a
Charging authorities to boost charging facilities in the area around the airport. car parks under review to ensure continued compliance with Agreed
relevant Government policy.
Updated position (Deadline 5): We note the position of the Applicant.
However, we would wish to see greater commitment to the provision of EV | Updated position (April 2024): The Applicant would consider this
charging facilities at the airport, instead of this being ongoing to be ongoing engagement as part of future Airport Surface Access
engagement. This is especially important for East Sussex where there is Strategies (ASAS).
limited public transport to the airport, and many travel by private car. We
would support Gatwick in developing a strategy which focuses on EV Updated position (July 2024):The Applicant’s position remains
charging and parking facilities at the airport. ESCC has an EV Manager unchanged.
and are developing a strategy which would complement any strategy that
the airport produces, and we would be happy to engage with the airport on
this.
Position as of 12 August 2024: The Council welcome Commitment 12A
in the SAC that confirms that a strategy for providing charging
infrastructure for electric vehicles used to access the Airport (both
passenger and staff) to facilitate the use of ultra-low and zero emission
vehicles for those journeys that are made by car will be developed [REP6-
030]. Therefore, The Council no longer wish to pursue this matter and the
Council confirm for this item to be resolved and agreed.
2.20.5.6 Impact of increased Updated Position (Deadline 3): GAL needs to mitigate the impacts of As set out in Section 2.6 (item T3) of The Applicant's response to Agreed

passenger and employee approaching traffic from the surrounding road network, including routes in | the Local Impact Reports [REP3-078], our mode share

numbers associated with East Sussex such as the A22 and A264 which feed into the A23/M23 commitments within the Surface Access Commitments (SAC)

Gatwick Airport NRP on corridor. GAL must also assess the impacts of airport growth on the REP3-028] represent the position we are committing to achieve

local road network strategic road network (e.g. M25) and ESCC’s highway network beyond and the SAC includes a monitoring strategy. The SAC contains
the immediate environment of the airport. ESCC support West Sussex commitments to monitoring progress and, if necessary, taking
County Council’s request for a sensitivity test on the implications of a additional actions to ensure that the mode share commitments are
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continuation of the flat public transport mode share of “around 45%"” for air
passengers prior to the pandemic, which Diagram 6.2.4 of the Transport
Assessment [AS-079] indicates has been fairly consistent since 2012.
There is concern that the 55% public transport mode share targets are too
ambitious. Having a sensitivity analysis will enable WSCC to fully
understand the effects on their road network, and for ESCC to consider
whether these impacts would have repercussions on the East Sussex
road network.

Updated position (Deadline 5): We are happy to be guided by WSCC’s
response to the sensitivity testing issue and support their response and
engagement with the Applicant on this. No further comments to make on
this issue

achieved. Sensitivity testing for a situation in which the mode share
commitments are not achieved is therefore not necessary.
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2.21. Waste and Materials
2211 Table 2.21 sets out the position of both parties in relation to waste and materials matters.

Table 2.21 Statement of Common Ground — Waste and Materials Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signhposting Status

There are no issues relating to Waste and Materials in this Statement of Common Ground.
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2.22. Water Environment
2221 Table 2.22 sets out the position of both parties in relation to water environment matters.

Table 2.22 Statement of Common Ground — Water Environment Matters

Reference Matter Stakeholder Position Gatwick Airport Limited Position Signposting Status

There are no issues relating to Water Environment in this Statement of Common Ground.

Gatwick Northern Runway Project
Statement of Common Ground — GAL and East Sussex County Council — Version 3.0 Page 97



¢~ LONDON
\

«? GATWICK

3 Signatures

3.1.1 The above SoCG is agreed between the following:

Duly authorised for and on behalf of Name
Gatwick Airport Limited, The
Applicant Job Title

Date

Signature

Jonathan Deegan

Planning & Environment Lead

21/08/2024

Duly authorised for and on behalf of Name: James Harris

East Sussex County Council

Job Title: Assistant Director of Economy

Date 21: August 2024

Signature
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Appendix 1: Record of Engagement Undertaken

Date Form of Correspondence

Details

13 February 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG on DCO Application

7 March 2019

In-Person Meeting

NRP update given to Gatwick Officers Group

8 May 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG on NRP update

5 June 2019

In-Person Meeting

NRP update given to Local Authorities Gatwick Officers Group

20 August 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Land Environment

21 August 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Surface Access and Transport

28 August 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Air Quality, Carbon and Climate Change, and Major
Accidents and Disasters

28 August 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Economics and Employment

29 August 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG Meeting on Noise

3 September 2019

In-Person Meeting

Technical Officers Group Meeting

18 September 2019

In-Person Meeting

Health Stakeholder Meeting

26 September 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG on MAAD

27 November 2019

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Consultation Update

27 January 2020

In-Person Meeting

TWG Air Quality, Carbon and Climate Change and MAAD

30 January 2020

In-Person Meeting

TWG Economics and Employment

3 February 2020

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Land Based Topics

4 February 2020

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Surface Access

5 February 2020

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Noise

6 February 2020

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Water Environment

26 February 2020

In-Person Meeting

TWG on Consultation Update

27 July 2021 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Surface Access

29 July 2021 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG Landscape, Visual and Land and Water Environment

3 August 2021 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Economy, Employment, Housing and Health

4 August 2021 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Health and Wellbeing

5 August 2021 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Land Use and Recreation, Geology, Heritage, and Ecology

12 August 2021 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams

TWG on Air Quality, Carbon and Climate Change, and MAAD

16 March 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams

TWG on Post Consultation Update

4 May 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Noise
(Recorded)

10 May 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Land and Water Environment
(Recorded)

11 May 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Air Quality
(Recorded)

12 May 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Planning (Mitigation update and Design)
(Recorded)

16 May 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Econ & Soc-Econ
(Recorded)

17 May 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Transport
(Recorded)
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25 May 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Planning (Forecasting & Capacity)

07 June 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Noise

09 June 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Land and Water Environment

14 June 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Econ & Soc-Econ

15 June 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Transport

20 June 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Health & MAAD

21 June 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Air Quality

28 June 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Noise

29 June 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Land & Water Environment

(Recorded)

5 July 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Planning (Mitigation Update and Design)
(Recorded)
7 July 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Econ & Soc-Econ
(Recorded)
14 July 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Air Quality
(Recorded)
26 July 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Transport
(Recorded)
27 July 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Health & MAAD
(Recorded)
8 August 2022 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Planning B (Forecast & Capacity)

16 September 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Planning B (Forecast & Capacity)

26 September 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Land & Water Environment

27 September 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Transport

28 September 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Econ/Soc-Econ

3 October 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Carbon & Climate Change

4 October 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Health

14 October 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Noise

19 October 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Planning A (Mitigation Update & Design)

21 October 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Air Quality

31 October 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Land & Water

1 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Transport

2 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Econ/Soc-Econ

7 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Carbon & Climate Change

8 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Health

8 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

Biodiversity Sub-Group Meeting

10 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams

Minerals Scoping meeting with WSCC/SCC
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18 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Econ/Soc-Econ (mop up session)

23 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Planning A (Mitigation Update & Design)

24 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Planning B (Forecast & Capacity)

29 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Noise

30 November 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

LLFA/GAL meeting on FRA and River Mole culvert

2 December 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Land & Water

5 December 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Transport

6 December 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Air Quality

8 December 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Carbon & Climate Change

12 December 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Major Accidents & Disasters

14 December 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Noise (Noise Envelope)

14 December 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

Biodiversity Sub-Group Meeting

14 December 2022

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Econ/Soc-Econ

4 January 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Noise

10 January 2023 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Land & Water
(Recorded)

16 January 2023 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Air Quality
(Recorded)

17 January 2023 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Planning (Mitigation Update and Design)
(Recorded)

18 January 2023 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Carbon
(Recorded)

19 January 2023 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Health and MAAD
(Recorded)

31 January 2023 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Transport

(Recorded)

8 February 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Noise

9 February 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Land & Water

7 March 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Planning B (Forecast and Capacity)

13 March 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Air-Quality

14 March 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Planning B (Forecast and Capacity)

10 November 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Transport (Highways)

11 December 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Greenhouse Gases

12 December 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Employment Skills & Business Strategy

13 December 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Air Quality

15 December 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Transport (Post-COVID Modelling)

20 December 2023

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Noise
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9 February 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Ops and Capacity

15 February 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Catalytic Impacts Assessment

15 February 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Needs and Forecasting

25 March Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on ESBS
(Recorded)
8 April 2024 In Person Meeting ESBS Strategy Workshop
15 April 2024 In Person Site Visit York Aviation (on behalf of JLAs) NRP visit to the Old Control Tower
simulator
22 April 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Air Quality
(Recorded)
29 April 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams s$106 Community Fund
29 April 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams s106 Surface Access
9 May 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams Transport Modelling
(Recorded) GAL/Surrey CC
10 May 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams 5106 Biodiversity
10 May 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams 5106 Noise
10 May 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams s106 Air Quality
10 May 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams Transport Modelling
(Recorded) GAL/WSCC
14 May 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams Landscape Visuals
(Recorded)
15 May 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams Transport Modelling
(Recorded) GAL/SCC
30 May 2024 In-Person Meeting Draft ESBS Implementation Plan Workshop
31 May 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG Historic Environment WSCC

(Recorded)

7" June 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

Ordinary watercourses with WSCC, SCC and GAL

11" June 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

PROW and active travel

14" June 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams

Catalytic Impacts Assessment with York Aviation/GAL

24" June 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

Lane Rental and Permit Scheme

28" June 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

Capacity meeting with York Aviation/GAL

2" July 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

Community Fund with Community Foundations

2" July 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

Design Principles

5% July 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

TWG on Air Quality

11" July 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

ESBS Stakeholder Workshop 3

9" July 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

Update on Brook Farm active travel proposals

12" July 2024

Virtual Meeting — MS Teams
(Recorded)

WIZAD SID discussion with York Aviation, David Monk and GAL
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18" July 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Noise with EHOS from JLAs
(Recorded)
24M July 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams Transport meeting with SCC and GAL
(Recorded)
25" July 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams Transport meeting with WSCC and GAL
(Recorded)
6" August 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Socio-economics
(Recorded)
8™ August 2024 Virtual Meeting — MS Teams TWG on Socio-economics (wash up session on asylum seekers)
(Recorded)
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