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London City Airport Draft Masterplan 2020 – 2035 

Consultation Response from the Forest Hill Society 

The Forest Hill Society is a Civic Society in South East London. We have been engaging 
with London City Airport for some time, particularly over the adverse environmental impacts 
on residents of the twenty-mile, low altitude, concentrated level arrivals flight path introduced 
by the Airport over SE London early in 2016. 

 

London City Airport is the capital’s most centrally located airport. This is at the heart of the 

reason why the proposed further expansion without effective noise reduction strategies is 

unacceptable for the overflown of SE London. It is already clear that, over SE London, 

aircraft noise disturbance from low altitude flight arrivals over Kent, Bexley, Lambeth and 

Southwark is set to rise significantly for the foreseeable future. Further expansion of 

operating hours and frequency of flights will make the situation for overflown Londoners far 

worse. 

 

We support the efficiencies planned by the airport to manage and reduce the environmental 

effects of operations close to the airport within the current 57dB noise contour. But the plans 

need to introduce effective mitigation for those many thousands of Londoners impacted by 

noise who are outside that narrowly defined contour. Plans should also address the issue 

raised on many occasions by residents of the crossing of London City flight paths with 

Heathrow.  

 

The Masterplan makes clear that the Airport plans to expand further into leisure aviation. It 

seems that the original purpose of the airport has been lost. It remains a gateway to the City 

and the economic benefit of this is understood. If we create a leisure airport at the centre of 

London residential areas, of course it will be popular with travellers and easy to access by 

public transport. But there are easily accessible public transport links from East London to all 

of the airports serving London. This airport is in the wrong place for an expansive leisure 

airport because of the inevitable environmental, health and wellbeing impacts on the 

overflown.  

 

The plan for expansion of flights from the airport is led by anticipated demand. Expansion of 

this nearby airport sits very uncomfortably with Lewisham’s declaration of a climate 

emergency. We think it better to look to mitigate impact of increased demand, particularly 

over densely populated areas. It would be appropriate for London to focus necessary air 

traffic through larger and less central airports that can provide planes that are more efficient 

on a per passenger basis. With the current plans for expansion of Heathrow and potential 

expansion plans for Gatwick and Stansted, there should be no justification for focusing 

growth on smaller airports already flying low over densely populated areas. This would be 

unnecessarily environmentally damaging and cause greater noise pollution for Lewisham 

residents. 

 

The present mitigation of London City‘s noise over London is not adequate. The airport 

introduced a low altitude concentrated arrivals flight path over Lewisham in 2016.The 

airport’s plan makes no mention of any objective which would alleviate the noise problems - 

that is the health and wellbeing of London residents and enjoyment of property - caused by 

its concentrated flight path. 

 



Page 2 of 7 
 

The Airport claims that all aircraft must take a steeper approach with a glide slope of 5.5 
degrees to reduce noise. It fails to point out that prior to the final approach, over SE London, 
planes fly level at under 2000 ft above ground level for some 20 miles. The plan shows no 
ambition by the Airport to address the noise and emissions over SE London.  Increased 
flights on a narrow flight path at low altitude are not acceptable for Lewisham residents. If 
there is to be any consideration of a further increase in numbers of flights then clear 
mitigation through wider approach routes, flying higher and continuous descent approaches 
are required when running easterly operations over SE London. 
 

The plan relies on new generation aircraft being significantly quieter than current aircraft. 

The Airport has recently collected noise monitoring evidence over Lambeth that shows that 

the only new generation aircraft flying to the Airport at present, the Airbus A220-100, is not 

perceptibly quieter underneath the level flight path for 20 miles at under 2000 ft over SE 

London than the older generation Embraer 190 planes, measured at 69dB as opposed to 

72dB. It is not acceptable to increase flight numbers to such numbers without addressing the 

fundamental problem of low altitude aircraft noise over residential Londoners. 

 

The proposed removal of the 24 hour ban on flying at weekends would mean the end of the 

only evening on which residents can be sure of enjoying their homes undisturbed by the 

frequent noise of low flying London City aircraft. Early morning and evening flights are 

particularly disturbing and we oppose any increase along the lines proposed in the 

Masterplan. 

 

While a balance must be drawn, we do not believe that the economic benefits claimed 

outweigh the environmental damage to Londoners in the form of increased noise, carbon 

and particulate emissions and attendant adverse impacts on the health and wellbeing of the 

overflown. Expansion of the Airport cannot be at any cost. 
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Statement by Ellie Reeves MP 

 

I support the Forest Hill Society in their response to the draft Masterplan. These expansion 

plans will dramatically increase the number of flights over my constituency and the increases 

in the proposal would be completely unacceptable. The significant level of aircraft noise 

experienced by my constituents under London City’s flight path is already set to almost 

double by 2022 within existing planning consents.  

 

Both City and Heathrow airports’ flight paths go right through Lewisham West & Penge. 

I ask the Airport not to consider applying for any further flight expansion or change of hours 

at the very least until the aircraft noise problems caused by London City’s low altitude 

concentrated arrivals flight path and the crossing of its flight paths with Heathrow over SE 

London have been satisfactorily resolved.  

 

Ellie Reeves MP, Lewisham West & Penge 

 

 
 
 
Statement by Cllr Sophie McGeevor (Cabinet Member for Environment and Transport, 
Lewisham Council) 
 

I support the Forest Hill Society in their response to the draft Masterplan. Myself and Cllr 
Brenda Dacres as job share Cabinet Members for Environment and Transport have already 
sent a letter to Robert Sinclair, London City Airport chief executive, objecting to the 
expansion. Further expansion of the airport will have a detrimental impact on Forest Hill 
residents and also the other Lewisham residents underneath the flight path, through 
increased noise. Our residents have already been subjected to a significant increase in 
aircraft noise since the narrowing of flight paths in 2016. Thousands of previously dispersed 
flights now fly at low altitude in a very narrow corridor, concentrating the noise over a smaller 
population.  In addition scientific evidence is clear that urgent action is needed to prevent the 
very worst impacts of climate change. Lewisham, along with other London boroughs, have 
signed up to the Climate Emergency and for this reason also, the proposed expansion is not 
supported. 
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Supporting Background Information  

 

1. Increase in low flights over SE London 
Over SE London, aircraft noise disturbance from low altitude flight arrivals over Kent, Bexley, 
Lambeth and Southwark is already set to rise significantly for the foreseeable future. The 
airport already has permissions in place to increase aircraft movements and says it may 
reach the current planning limit around 2022. With easterly wind operations at a much higher 
level in recent years aircraft numbers over SE London are already set to almost double on 
2017 levels.  
 
New Masterplan proposals to increase still further will see overflight on this single flight path 
at three times 2017 levels. 
 

 2017  2022  

Aircraft movements  80,299  111,000 (permission already in 

place)  

Arrivals  40,150  55,500  

% arrivals over Forest Hill  25.5%  35% ? (2018 was 39%)  

Arrivals over Forest Hill at 

2000ft  

10,328  19,425  

 

Fig 1. Low flying aircraft from London City are already set to double  
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2. Effective mitigation of flight paths outside the 57dB contour close to the Airport 

The plans need to commit to early introduction of effective mitigation for those many 
thousands impacted by noise who are outside that narrowly defined noise contour. 
 
According to the CAA there are already 331,000 people overflown by flights arriving at City 
Airport, and 416,300 overflown by departures, all under the altitude of 4,000 feet.  There are 
areas of south east London that do not get any respite from the noise pollution that comes 
from living under concentrated flight paths. Figures are hard to find, but it is thought that the 
great majority of these people are also overflown by Heathrow airport. Online mapping tools 
tend to confirm this. 

 
 
Fig 2.  London City aircraft arrive over Kent at under 2000 feet, passing underneath two Heathrow arrivals 
routes over suburban London before turning over Londoners to land. 
 

 
 
Fig 3. London City aircraft take off underneath Heathrow aircraft arrivals in westerly wind conditions.  
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3. Location of a leisure airport for Londoners 
This airport is in the wrong place for an expansive leisure airport because of the inevitable 

environmental, health and wellbeing impacts on the overflown. The airport’s own map shows 

how inappropriately the airport is located given its considerable environmental impact on 

residential London. There are easily accessible public transport links from East London to all 

of the airports serving London. 

 
 

Fig 4. The airport’s central location means unacceptable environmental cost for London is inevitable 

 

4. Ending of low altitude concentrated flight paths 
The airport’s plan makes no mention of any objective which would alleviate the noise 
problems - that is the health and wellbeing of London residents and enjoyment of property - 
caused by its concentrated flight path. 
 
Clear mitigation of residential noise through wider approach routes, flying higher and 
continuous descent approaches are required when running easterly operations over SE 
London. 
 
In our area, London City Airport failed to introduce any mitigation measures when they 
modernised their flight paths in 2016. A single concentrated arrivals flight path under 2000 ft 
over SE London was an appalling environmental misjudgement by the airport. Until this has 
been corrected no further expansion should be sought by the airport, or indeed considered 
by Newham and London planning authorities. At the time, the airport was warned very 
clearly about the expected environmental impacts on the overflown but chose to go ahead 
anyway. 
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Fig 5. London City Aircraft fly at under 2000 feet over the whole of residential Lewisham Borough. 

 

5. ‘Quieter Aircraft’ - new generation aircraft claims 

The only new generation aircraft flying to the Airport at present, the Airbus A220-100, is not 

perceptibly quieter underneath the level flight path for 20 miles at under 2000 ft over SE 

London than the older generation Embraer 190 planes. This is demonstrated in an Aircraft 

Noise Survey commissioned by the airport. It shows that the new generation aircraft upon 

which so much of the airport’s environmental mitigation relies is at best 3dB quieter over 

London than its predecessors. This is such a small difference that it will be imperceptible to 

those on the ground. 

 

In any case, the airport only expects 75% of aircraft to be new generation by 2035. That 

means with the type of growth mentioned we will have a similar number of noisy old 

generation aircraft as in 2017, then around twice as many again of the new generation. The 

noise impact underneath is scarcely imaginable.  

 
Fig 6. The ‘new generation’ Airbus A220-100 is not perceptibly quieter than its predecessors in London. 

Source -  London City Airport aircraft noise survey, July 2019 

 

Contact at Forest Hill Society:-  Tim Walker, timpwalker@hotmail.com 


