
 

REDHILL AERODROME   CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 
 

NOTES OF THE PUBLIC MEETING HELD AT 10.00 A.M ON THE 10TH JUNE 2017 
AT NUTFIELD MEMORIAL HALL, HIGH STRET, NUTFIELD 

 
 
 
PRESENT: 
 
Committee Members 
Terry Pollard (Chairman), Ann Bartaby, Jim Blackmore, Don Butler, Wayne Clark, David Cullen, 
Patricia Glenn, John Johnson, Paul Murray, N. Rehbein, Barbara Thomson, Debbie Vickers, 
Philip Wright. 
 
Members of the public*  
 
Cllr. Gill Black, D. Charman, Osman Dervish, Jeremy Dunnet ,Steve Eccleshall, Sue Ford, Mike 
Garwood, C.B. Gibbs, Carol Ledger, Malcolm Ledger, R Miller, J. Miller,  Jo Morgan, R. Parry, 
Robert W. Stronge, Ian Stronge, Suzanne Stronge, Moira Taylor,  W. Vickers, J. Ware, Peter 
Worth, , 
 
 
*Based on the signed attendance sheet.  
 
  
1. INTRODUCTION BY THE CHAIRMAN 
 

The Chairman welcomed everyone to the meeting and thanked them for their 
attendance.  He introduced members of the Committee and gave apologies from those 
unable to attend, namely Chris Hoskins, Paul Potter and Ian Frow.  
 
He also introduced Osman Dervish from ‘Cratus Communications’ and Richard Parry 
from ‘Meeting Place Communications’ who were working with Thakeham to promote the 
proposed ‘Redhill Garden Community’. 
 
The Chairman advised that the annual report had been circulated and any questions 
would be addressed under item 4 of the agenda. 
 
 

2. ADDRESS BY ANN BARTABY, CHIEF EXECUTIVE  REDHILL AERODROME  
LIMITED (RAL) 

 
Ann summarised the progress and activities of the Aerodrome over the last twelve 
months. She explained that: 
 

 Bristow had surrendered the lease on Bristow House, but still occupied two floors 
of the offices. 

 
 The building had been renamed ‘Redhill Aerodrome Business Centre’ and 

extensive repairs had been carried out. 



 

 The Ground floor of the building had been leased to Kent Surrey and Sussex Air 
Ambulance Trust. 

 
 Specialist Aviation Services which owned, leased and maintained Air Ambulance 

helicopters would be operating from the Aerodrome. 
 

 In May 2017 Hangars 1-3 (former Brake Brothers buildings) had been leased to 
Ace Hygiene Supplies. 

 
 The rebuild of the New Main Block (which had previously been burnt down) had 

commenced and was hoped to be completed by the end of 2017. 
 

 Upgrades had been completed on the fuel infrastructure with new fuel tanks and 
a new bowser, along with runway and taxi light improvements. 

 
 The upgrade to the perimeter taxiway used as an unlicensed runway was still 

waiting planning agreement. 
 
Ann went on to explain the proposed way forward for the aerodrome and the plans for 
developers, ‘Thakeham Homes’ to undertake a development in the form of a garden 
village settlement. 
 

*** A full account of Ann’s statement can be found at Appendix ‘A’ (page 5) 
 
 

3. ADDRESS FROM PARISH COUNCILLOR JOHN JOHNSON- NUTFIELD PARISH 
COUNCIL (REPRESENTING LOCAL RESIDENTS) 

 
 Councillor Johnson introduced himself and expressed the views of the local community 

and users of the Aerodrome. He gave a summary of the development proposals of the 
aerodrome over the last 25 years and reiterated the importance of the location of the site 
in the Green Belt. 

 
 He expressed concerns over the impact of a housing development on the landscape and 

the impact on accommodating over 10,000 new vehicles on the surrounding road 
network. 

 
 He went on to explain that over the last 12 months significant efforts had been made by 

the current aerodrome management to upgrade and modernise the site and it was felt 
that relations and dialog had improved between the Aerodrome and local community 
groups. 

 
*** A full account of John’s speech can be found at Appendix ‘B’ (page 8). 
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4. QUESTIONS / VIEWS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC  
 
 Questions / views from the 

audience  
 
 

Responses (Ann Bartaby, Philip Wright & were indicated 
Meeting Place Communications) 

1. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. 
 

Mike Garwood – Local 
Resident & Chairman of 
Nutfield History Group.  
Redhill is well known across 
the country for its pilot 
training schools. Where will 
pilots get to train if the 
Aerodrome is no longer used 
for aviation? 
 
After researching the 
aerodrome, as part of his 
recent book, it was explained 
that a number of RAF pilots 
had lost their lives during 
WWII. It is believed that a 
number of these pilots are 
buried under the runway, 
making it ‘hallowed’ ground 

Ann recognised that the Aerodrome was well respected 
as a training school with commercial airlines. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This would be looked into as part of the development 
plans. 

 
3. 
 
 
 
 
4. 

Local resident – Are you 
happy that we promote the 
Aerodrome in the Open 
Heritage Brochure? 
 
With the availability of new 
meeting room space at the 
Business centre, is the 
Aerodrome willing to offer 
meeting space for community 
groups at a discounted rate? 

Ann was in agreement with this. 
 
 
 
 
Ann agreed that she was very happy to look into this and 
support community groups where she could. 

5. Paul Murray – With regards to 
the development proposals, is 
it the entire site, which is 
intended to be developed on? 

Yes – it is all the land owned by the Aerodrome 

6. With regards to the repairs 
and maintenance of the site is 
there a plan or is it carried out 
on an ad hoc basis.   

Planned maintenance such as boilers, electrics, fire 
protection and roofing will carry on as planned.  When 
interested tenants sign a tenancy and can demonstrate 
that the outlay is justified improvements to the windows, 
flooring and decoration would proceed.   

7. Cllr Gill Black – What type of 
lease will be offered to future 
tenants? 

If Thakeham is successful with the planning application 
then any tenants would have a break clause within the 
tenancy agreement.  The current leases are for 3 years. 
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 Questions / views from the 
audience  
 
 

Responses (Ann Bartaby, Philip Wright & were indicated 
Meeting Place Communications) 

Which takes it up to September 2021. 
8. Cllr Mrs. Vickers – How does 

Thakeham propose to 
communicate with the local 
community? 

Osman Dervish from ‘Cratus Communications’ and 
Richard Parry from ‘Meeting Place Communications’ 
 
Letters had been circulated to Town and Parish Councils 
in December 2016. Some Parish councils have said they 
would like a meeting with Thakeham such a Outwood, 
Godstone and Horley Town Council. 
 

9. Paul Murray – Have the 
developers  reached out to 
business owners on the 
Aerodrome site? 
 

Agreed to make contact with business community in the 
future. It was explained that it is at a very early stage and 
developers are looking  to listen to the priorities of the 
local community. 

10. Local resident – Why don’t 
the pilots keep to the circuit 
charts which they are 
provided with. 

Philip Wright – All pilots are briefed on the flying 
procedures at the Aerodrome. We will continue to re-
iterate the importance of abiding by these rules.   
 
It might be an idea to set up a residents meeting with 
some of the pilots which PW agreed to follow up. 
 

11. Paul Murray - Since the 
letting of hangars 1-3 the 
financial viability of the 
Aerodrome has increased. 
Why didn’t you invest earlier 

It is difficult to predict the future of any business. Yes the 
annual return will increase when the rental income is 
received for hangars 1-3, however ongoing maintenance 
(such as the roof on hangar 9) will continue to be very 
costly. 

 
 
 
 
5. CLOSING REMARKS 
  
 The Chairman expressed thanks to the Consultative Committee for their support over 

the year. 
 

He closed the meeting at 10.50a.m.  
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RACC AGM ADDRESS CLLR JOHN JOHNSON– SATURDAY 10th JUNE 2017 
 
 
Ever since Redhill Aerodrome Ventures bought the Aerodrome in the early 1990’s we, the local 
community and the users, have been plagued with uncertainty. 
 
This uncertainty has been driven by Redhill Aerodrome Venture’s desire to turn the Greenfield 
Aerodrome they bought, into something else. Something that they think will generate huge 
profits for them. 
 
Redhill Aerodrome Ventures have effectively waged nothing short of a planning “war of attrition” 
against the local population.  Their deep pockets against our determination to protect our Green 
Belt land. 
   
For 25 years their interest in the Aerodrome has been, and remains, focused solely on 
speculative development proposals, designed to profit themselves.  
 
They demonstrate no regard for the existing community or the people employed at the site.  
Their selfish attitude has caused blight throughout the period in which they have owned the site. 
 
It is undisputed that Redhill Aerodrome lies within the Green Belt and therefore is protected by 
existing Government Green Belt policy.  
 
The protection of the openness of the Green Belt is an overriding planning consideration and 
there is a strong presumption against inappropriate and unsustainable development within it.   
 
At previous Public Inquiries it has been concluded that Redhill Aerodrome lies within an 
extremely vulnerable part of the Green Belt, where it plays a major contribution to the separation 
between South Nutfield and Whitebushes.   
 
The proposal to turn the site into a Housing Estate will eradicate this separation. 
 
This is completely contrary to current Government Policy, and contravenes one of the 5 Core 
Principals of long established Green Belt policy. 
 
The fact is that the Aerodrome forms part of the wider open rural landscape which has remained 
relatively unspoilt since WW2.  This landscape continues to merit protection.  The urbanisation 
of the site will completely destroy this. 
 
But none of this matters to Redhill Aerodrome Ventures.   
 
They do not recognise the constraints that exist of the site they purchased 25 years ago.  They 
appear to consider that if they throw enough money at it they can circumnavigate that awkward 
Green Belt status. 
 

APPENDIX ‘B’     
   

     APPENDIX ‘B’
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The planning decision and subsequent Appeal Court ruling in 2014 made it perfectly clear that a 
hard runway was not appropriate for the site, and dealt in particular with the harm to the green 
belt status of the site. 
 
If the provision of a hard runway, which would be no higher than about 4”, is visually 
unacceptable, how can building 4,500 houses be considered?    
 
 
It would have a huge and incalculable impact on the existing rural landscape.  This Housing 
Estate proposal is completely unacceptable and unsustainable. 
 
It is undisputed that local roads cannot cope with existing traffic levels.   
 
How will the addition of more than 10,000 new vehicles be accommodated? 
 
Consequently the claim that local roads will not be negatively affected by the proposed 
development is ludicrous.   
 
The proposed motorway link will not be used by a new resident living on the Housing Estate, 
working in Redhill and travelling to work by car.  They will attempt to use the local road network. 
To claim otherwise is fantasy. 
 
Despite all I have said it is important to note that the community is not anti-Aerodrome, and its 
existence as a major source of significant local employment is recognised.  
 
However the local community remain totally against inappropriate and speculative development 
at the site, which will change the existing rural Green Belt landscape to an urbanised one.  
 
We recognise that in the last 12 months the present management have made significant efforts 
to upgrade and modernise the operation of the facility, and are noticeably making efforts to 
improve relations and dialog with the respective Community groups. 
 
These efforts are welcome but are sadly undermined by the owners continued unrealistic 
development ambitions. 
 
Their profit motivated intentions are now again the cause of huge uncertainty for the 450 people 
employed directly or indirectly at the Aerodrome.  Neither they, nor the thousands of local 
residents deserve to endure this continual blight on their everyday lives.   
 
If the Housing Estate proposal at Redhill Aerodrome is ultimately deemed unviable by 
Tandridge District Council we call on Redhill Aerodrome Ventures to finally accept the existing 
limitations of the site.   
 
The fact is that you bought an Aerodrome with grass runways that is located in the Green Belt.  
You cannot build anything you want here. 
 
We would request the owners start to behave in a manner that shows consideration to the 
people who are affected on a daily basis by the activities of Redhill Aerodrome.   
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Existing residents and current employees based at the site, deserve to feel secure with their 
neighbours, and that their place of work is not continually and unreasonably placed under 
constant threat of closure. 
 
If Redhill Aerodrome Ventures cannot embrace this reasonable expectation then maybe it is 
time they should leave the stage. 
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