
HACAN East Opening Statement 

 

The purpose of HACAN East is to give a voice to residents under the flight 

paths.  We are a sister organisation of HACAN, the long-established body 

which represents many residents impacted by Heathrow. 

 

HACAN East’s supporters are primarily concerned about the impact of 

London City Airport but a lot of them are affected by flight paths from 

both London City and Heathrow.  This is reflected in our evidence where 

we argue that the cumulative noise impacts of London City and Heathrow 

aircraft should be taken into account, citing well-respected research in 

support of our case. 

 

I suspect that, if HACAN East had existed 15 years ago, we would have 

been a very different body.  At that time the noise impacts of London City 

were much more localized than they are today.  Of course, still the biggest 

impacts are on the communities closest to the airport. (And we say more 

about these very local communities later in this statement).  But, as the 

airport has grown and as aircraft have become larger, necessitating 

changes to flight paths, the impact on communities some distance from 

the airport has grown very noticeably. 

 

We don’t believe that London City Airport has adjusted to this new 

situation.  The impact of the airport is no longer simply on communities in 

the Royal Docks, Beckton and Blackwall.  There is a significant impact on 

Leyton, Leytonstone, Wanstead and even further afield.  It is why the 

thrust of our evidence concerns the impact on these areas.  We recognise 

that London City Airport has modelled the impact of expansion on at least 

some of these areas but it proposes no new actions to deal with those 

impacts.  We will argue in our evidence that this is contrary to 

Government guidance and to the London Plan. 

 

It is probably worth stressing that our perspective – and thus our 

evidence – is informed by what we hear from our supporters.  We are 

nothing without our supporters.  We would have no raison d’etre and no 



place at this table.  So, while we try to engage with the modelling and the 

stats and the technical details (sometimes more successfully than others), 

our basic position is informed by something quite simple:  our supporter 

base believes that current noise levels are unacceptable, particularly after 

the recent decision to concentrate flight paths, and that expansion would 

make things worse. 

 

Our supporter base, particularly those living outside the 57 decibel 

contour, has felt over the years that its voice has not been heard: not by 

the airport; not by Newham, the Planning Authority.  This explains what 

can only be described as an explosion of anger – not just from local 

residents but also from many local authorities – at the CAA’s recent 

decision to allow City Airport to concentrate its flights in the teeth of 

overwhelming local opposition. 

 

That decision is not part of the remit of this Inquiry – and we do not 

intend to raise it.  I merely use it as an illustration of the festering anger 

there is amongst local communities and many local authorities who feel 

alienated from, and outside of, the decision-making processes surrounding 

London City Airport. 

 

We will therefore be asking you, sir, that, whatever decision you make 

regarding the expansion application, you accompany it with section 106 

conditions or planning conditions which allow the wider community and a 

greater range of local authorities to have a more meaningful voice in the 

London City Airport decision-making processes. 

 

I understand, in conversations with London City Airport, that they are not 

averse to this.  A strong recommendation from you, sir, along these lines 

would strengthen the process. 

 

I now turn to a related point.  Many of our supporters, including many 

living in the communities close to the airport, have over the years 

expressed concern to us that the London Borough of Newham has failed 



on a number of occasions to enforce the section 106 agreements agreed 

at previous inquiries.  

 

The London Borough of Newham has allowed London City Airport to break 

Section 106 Agreements every year since 2006.  Aircraft have been 

allowed to operate above and outside permitted levels; certain noise 

monitoring schemes have never been implemented; the jobs targets 

never met and compensation levels never agreed. 

 

This has led to a feeling of resignation amongst many in the local 

community.  If the planning authority is not doing its job properly, to 

whom can they turn? 

 

Many residents close to the airport have felt abandoned.  Rightly or 

wrongly, they perceive an over-cosy relationship between the Planning 

Authority and the airport.  They noted for example that the former airport 

CEO Richard Gooding was also head of Newham Homes. 

 

They have lost faith in the unreformed Consultative Committee which has 

had the same chairman for 26 years. 

 

They have felt overwhelmed by this planning application which has lasted 

over two and a half years. Consultation after consultation, extended 

consultations, incorrect consultations and amended consultations have 

blindsided and jaded local people who do not know what is going on, and 

have given up trying to understand it.  

 

So, in conclusion, sir, we ask that, whatever your decision on expansion, 

you use the section 106 conditions and the planning agreements to ensure 

that the London Borough of Newham, the local planning authority, is 

obliged to enforce these conditions and agreements.  And that you use 

your authority to ensure that residents both close to the airport and 

further away are given a confidence that the process can also work for 

them.    

That concludes our opening statement. 


