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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
1.1. On 11 March 2019, the judicial review into the National Policy Statement 

(NPS) that paves the way for the construction of a third runway at Heathrow 
was heard in the Royal Courts of Justice.  The legal action was brought by a 
coalition of local authorities (H&F, Hillingdon, Richmond, Wandsworth and 
Windsor and Maidenhead), along with the Mayor of London and Greenpeace.  
On 1 May the Court announced that it had dismissed the legal challenges. 
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1.2. The coalition of local authorities is now appealing the Court’s decision and 
H&F is keen to continue its support for the legal action. 

 
 
 
 
2. RECOMMENDATION 

 
2.1. That funding be agreed to meet the costs of an appeal. 
 
2.2. The estimated cost of these proceedings is as set out in the exempt appendix. 
 
 
3. REASONS FOR DECISION 

 
3.1. The Council established a resident-led commission in 2014 to inform its 

response to the Davies Commission consultation on airport expansion in the 
South East.  The H&F Commission on Airport Expansion confirmed that most 
H&F residents are opposed to a third runway at Heathrow due to the increase 
in noise and air pollution that this would mean for the borough. 

   
3.2. H&F Council is committed to opposing any Government decision that will 

have a negative impact on its residents.   
 
 
4. PROPOSAL AND ISSUES  

 
4.1. Since the report of the resident-led H&F Commission on Airport Expansion in 

2015, the Council has a clear policy position that opposes a third runway at 
Heathrow.  The Council submitted a response to the Davies Commission 
consultation and has consistently lobbied against the Heathrow option.   

 
4.2. It is proposed that H&F agree to an equal split of the costs of an appeal with 

the other four local authorities.  
 
 

5. EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS 
 
5.1. Continuing this legal challenge to the Government decision on Heathrow 

expansion will have no negative impact on any groups with protected 
characteristics, under the terms of the Equality Act 2010.   

 
5.2. Implications completed by Fawad Bhatti, Social Inclusion Policy Manager, tel. 

07500 103617. 
 
 

6. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

6.1. There are no particular legal implications in respect of this report which is to 
agree the funding to continue to challenge the decision to expand Heathrow 
Airport. 
 



 

 

6.2. Implications completed by Rhian Davies, Assistant Director of Legal and 
Democratic Services, tel. 07827 663794. 

 
 
 
 
7. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 
7.1. The potential costs of an appeal are set out in the exempt Appendix. It is 

proposed that they be funded from the Corporate Demands and Pressures 
Reserve Fund. 

 
7.2. Implications verified by Andrew Lord, Head of Strategic Finance and Planning, 

tel. 020 8753 2531. 
 
 

8. IMPLICATIONS FOR BUSINESS 
 

8.1. There are no direct implications for local businesses. 
 

8.2. Implications verified by Albena Karameros, Economic Development Team, tel. 
07739 316957. 

 
 
9. RISK MANAGEMENT 

 
9.1 Providing support for this appeal meets our Council Priority of Doing Things 

With Residents, Not To Them and Taking Pride in Hammersmith and Fulham. 
The report proposals contribute to the management of our Public Needs and 
Expectations, Environmental and Public Health risks as additional risks to the 
public arise on noise and air quality relating to more passenger jets flying in 
and out of Heathrow. The Council, in contributing to the appeal, will be able to 
make sure that the adverse impact on communities are heard and addressed.  

 
9.3 Implications verified by: Michael Sloniowski, Risk Manager, tel. 020 8753 

2587, mobile 07768 252703. 
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