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13 OCTOBER 2015 
 
Rt. Hon. Patrick McLoughlin MP 
Secretary of State for Transport 
Great Minster House 
33 Horseferry Road  
London     
SW1P 4DR 
 
 
AC-LGW-248 
 
 
 
Dear Secretary of State 
 
Sir Howard Davies wrote to you last month responding to various criticisms Gatwick Airport has made 
of the Airports Commission Report. Please find attached our detailed response as I do not believe we 
can let Sir Howard’s contentions go unanswered. I will not summarise our response here but simply 
make two points. 
 
First, I am sure we can all agree on what is most important - that after decades of delay something 
actually happens and Britain gets the airport expansion it needs. That is why it is frankly astonishing 
that Sir Howard states that ‘limited weight’ should be attached to air quality as an obstacle to 
expansion at Heathrow. The legal test on air quality is the single most important issue in this debate 
as it will actually determine whether a third runway at Heathrow can lawfully be built or not. 
 
The health impacts of air quality are clearly of great public concern. Pollution levels around Heathrow 
are currently at illegal levels. As a result of the recent Supreme Court ruling the Government must put 
in place an Air Quality Plan to ensure that limits are met as quickly as possible. Without that Plan 
demonstrating measures which ensure that air quality compliance is not delayed by the construction 
or operation of a third runway at Heathrow, it would be unlawful for the Government to approve such a 
scheme. 
 
It is clear from the Airport Commission’s traffic forecasts that there will be millions more car journeys 
to Heathrow with a new third runway. It is hard to see how this will actually improve air quality - 
particularly in the light of recent revelations about car emissions. In contrast air quality at Gatwick 
does not breach EU limits, is actually improving and will remain legal even with a second runway. 
 
Secondly, the Commission’s own analysis based on Treasury / DfT guidelines actually shows that the 
Gatwick scheme delivers a better net economic outcome to the UK. Yet the GDP figures which Sir 
Howard and the Commission have repeatedly chosen to highlight are from PwC analysis about which 
his own advisers have counselled caution and which, as demonstrated by a review we commissioned 
from Deloitte, rest largely on two dubious assumptions made by PWC. At the same time, the 
Commission’s own traffic forecasts show little or no difference between the schemes in terms of 
business passengers and tourists travelling to-and-from the UK, and greater connectivity to the 
Regions with Gatwick expansion; but again this is largely ignored. As a result the Commission Report 
is skewed to favour Heathrow when the economic picture is actually far more nuanced. 
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Sir Howard also seems to overlook the impact on the taxpayer and passengers. Heathrow expansion 
would require billions of taxpayers’ subsidy for a project riddled with risk. In contrast Gatwick would 
require nothing. He also calls it ‘entirely misguided’ to suppose that charges at Gatwick would be 
lower for passengers than charges at Heathrow. This defies logic when it is clear that the cost of 
Gatwick expansion is around one third of the overall cost of a third runway at Heathrow - 
already the most expensive airport in the world. Further, he has dismissed Gatwick’s unique offer to 
take on the commercial risk of the project and underwrite airport charges at a figure of no more than 
£15 (compared with the £20 calculated in his report) as being of limited relevance to the economic 
analysis.  
 
In summary, expansion at Gatwick can give the UK the economic benefit it needs at an environmental 
cost it can afford. Most importantly - in stark contrast to Heathrow - it can happen and the country can 
have the security a runway will actually be built.  
 
As Sir Howard did, I am copying this letter to Sir Jeremy Heywood and Philip Rutnam, and ask that it 
be circulated to members of the Economic Affairs (Airports) sub- Committee. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Sir Roy McNulty 
Chairman 


