Biggin Hill Airport Consultative Committee minutes, 16 April 2020

BIGGIN HILL AIRPORT CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE
Minutes of meeting held on Thursday, 16 April 2020 at 3pm. Due to the current Corona Virus
(Covid-19) situation, it took place remotely by use of the Zoom on-line video conference facility
Present:
Organisation:
Chairman
Deputy Chairman
Secretary
Biggin Hill Airport Limited (BHAL)
Tandridge District Council
Flying Clubs and Schools
Private Owners
Sevenoaks District Council
Biggin Hill Residents Association
LBB (Officer)
London Borough of Bromley Residents Federation (BRF)/
Cudham and Downe Residents Association
BRF/Leaves Green & Keston Vale Residents Association
Chairman of Noise & Safety Sub-Committee (ex-officio)
Tatsfield Parish Council
Surrey County Council
London Borough of Bromley (LBB)
Private Owners

Representative:
Mr John Bowden
Mr Nick Kemp
Mr George Crowe
Mr David Winstanley, Chief Executive Officer (CEO)
Councillor Martin Allen
Mr Anoop Bamrah
Mr John High
Councillor Roderick Hogarth
Mr Peter Martin
Mr Paul Mellor
Reverend John Musson
Mr Peter Osborne
Mr Richard Parry
Mr David Pinchin
Councillor Becky Rush
Councillor Melanie Stevens
Mr John Willis

1.

Welcome and Chairman’s introductory remarks

1.01

The Chairman welcomed members to the meeting which, due to the coronavirus was being held
remotely.

2.

Membership

2.01

The Committee noted that the Secretary had been informed that Councillor Hogarth had been
reappointed to represent Sevenoaks Council for the 2020/21 municipal year.

3.

Apologies for absence

3.01

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Peter Arthur (LBB) and Andrew Walters
(Chairman of BHAL). The latter was unable to participate because, due to the additional people
being at home as a result of the lockdown to prevent the spread of Covid-19 and the inadequate
internet capacity in the village in which he lives, he would be unable to access Zoom.

4.

Minutes of the previous meeting

4.01

The minutes of the meeting held on 16 January 2020 had been previously been circulated to
members and approved them as a correct record. It was agreed that they would signed by the
Chairman at the earliest opportunity.

5.

Matters arising from the minutes

5.01

There were no matters arising from the minutes that would not be dealt with during the
consideration of the agenda for this meeting. Richard Parry asked for an update to be provided on
Northolt Airport, if any, by the CEO during the presentation of his report.
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6.

Chief Executive Officer’s report

6.01

David Winstanley presented his report which had previously been circulated. It provided
information on the following issues that had arisen during the first quarter (January to March
2020). In his introduction to his presentation of the report he advised that a section about Covid19 had been included which had been a main focus of the Airport since mid-February.
Covid-19 - he summarised the section on Covid-19 by advising that from mid to late February the
Airport had been dealing with category 1 and 2 movements from affected areas and had been
operating a health action plan from that time. That had been a challenge because, at that time, it
was difficult to get public health and Government guidance and policy was changing rapidly. This
section of the report went on to advise that the Airport fully supported the Government’s decision
to restrict movement to only essential travel as outlined in 6.03 below. It remained open as part of
the national transport infrastructure in line with Government guidelines. The Airport’s priority
throughout this quarter had been to place people before profit and ‘Protect the Business, Protect
Jobs and Protect each other’. All flights were required to have a filed flight plan submitted or
adhere to the PPR (Prior Permission Required) process, specify the purpose of the flight and be
approved by the Airport’s Air Traffic Control team. As Biggin Hill held an ordinary airport
licence, it had the ability to prohibit movements. The Airport had refused to accommodate nonessential flights and all operations were being conducted in accordance with the latest
Government, Department for Transport (DfT) and Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) guidelines.
All refused flights were fully recorded so that the Airport were seen to be open and transparent.
Essential movements fell into the following categories:
• Repatriation of both incoming and departing passengers and the crews that operate the
aircraft.
• Delivery of medical and other essential supplies.
• Essential Business Flights, for instance a group of 10 Bae and Dyson engineers
supporting ventilator production which had recently departed from Biggin Hill Airport.
• Licence currency flights to enable professional pilots to revalidate their licences as
required under CAA regulations.
• Renewal of Certificate of Airworthiness of aircraft used for commercial operations to
undertake a flight required to renew the certificate.
The CEO particularly mentioned that foreign residents who found themselves stranded in the UK
and who were unable to get scheduled flights were chartering aircraft to enable them to be
repatriated. The Airport had written to all residents associations, parish councils and Bromley
councillors to inform them on what the Airport was doing and to assure them that it was only
allowing essential flights to use it and it was not putting profits above people. Councillor Rush
mentioned that Woldingham Parish Council had not received the letter. The CEO advised that he
had particularly asked that it be provided to Woldingham Parish Council and undertook to arrange
for it to be provided. Councillor Allen also asked for letter to be sent to him as he was not aware
that Tatsfield Parish Council had received it.
Action: CEO
The CEO went on to say that there had been an emphasis on keeping members of the Airport’s
staff safe and 25% had been furloughed. The sickness record was currently 2% and there was
only one member of staff who was absent for a Covid-19 related reason. All members of staff had
been allocated to one of 5 categories that were outlined to the Committee. There was a Facebook
page for staff and extensive risk assessments had been implemented. The CEO was on a rota with
the other executives to ensure that there was always one executive on site.
There had been some confusion amongst the general aviation (GA) community as to what
constituted an essential flight and an example of a flight that had been refused was outlined. The
CAA had focused on commercial pilots in relation to keeping their licences current and the DfT
had prohibited all GA recreational flying. GA people were particular uncertain about what
constituted an essential flight in relation to engineering and maintenance.

6.02

6.03

6.04

6.05

6.06
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6.07

6.08

6.09

6.10

6.11
6.12

In this respect, Anoop Bamrah asked about how the Airport would address the need for GA
companies to have some airtime in order to ensure that their commercial pilots would be able to
maintain their safety certificates. He added that the companies are training organisations approved
by the CAA that will need to resume business as soon as the Covid-19 lockdown was lifted. In
response, the CEO said that these movements were classed as renewal of licensing currency
flights. Therefore, the companies should put on the PPR that the flights are required for pilot
licensing currency and they would be approved for flight safety reasons. The Airport was under
scrutiny from residents and the landlord and for it to stay open as part of the critical national
infrastructure it needed to strictly ensure that it only allowed essential flights to take place at the
Airport.
Anoop Bamrah followed the question by saying that he was delighted that, unlike some other
organisations, everyone at Biggin Hill Airport was taking the World Health Organisation and
Government guidance seriously. He asked whether flight instructors who own their aircraft could
use their aircraft wherever they are parked for maintenance. The CEO answered by saying that
where an aircraft’s appropriate maintenance is not available at Biggin Hill, the owner/pilot would
be permitted to ferry it to the base where such essential maintenance is carried out. The difficulty
may be that if a flight test is essential and it involves the aircraft being flown back to Biggin Hill
that would be classed as permissible. Otherwise, it would have to remain at the base where the
maintenance took place. Anoop Bamrah also mentioned that, for instance, Shoreham Flight
Training Academy use some of his company’s aircraft and asked whether these can be ferried to
Shoreham. The CEO replied that the reason that the flight was essential would need to be stated
clearly on the PPR. John Willis said that such arrangements were often part of a lease contact
which involved the exchange of planes and said that he presumed that the pilot would be able to
ferry another aircraft back to Biggin Hill. The CEO undertook to consider whether that issue
would be consistent with other decisions made and respond directly to John Willis and Anoop
Bamrah.
Action: CEO
During the discussions referred to in the preceding paragraph reference was made to publicity
about a flight from Farnborough that was turned back by French police and John Musson said that
he understood that the aircraft had sometimes flown from Biggin Hill in March and that it had
been noticed that it no longer was doing so. He asked if the CEO had any comment about it. The
CEO replied that following the controversy, the Airport had checked the aircraft’s two Biggin Hill
flights and they had both been essential. Both involved a small number of passengers and one was
a necessary business trip whilst the other involved a repatriation.
Market conditions across Europe - with the assistance of graphs and diagrams produced by
WingX, the report updated the Committee on aviation activity in all countries in Europe. The
Covid-19 crisis had set off a dramatic reduction in business aviation flight activity in March with
36% fewer flights than in March 2019, some 23k fewer sectors year-on-year, taking the total
quarter trend down by 12% compared with the first quarter of 2019. The last 12-month trend had
fallen to -3% and March 2020 had the lowest level of monthly activity in Europe in the last 15
years; 32% below the normally recorded level following the financial crisis in 2009. The CEO
predicted that these falls would continue into the next quarter.
The reductions in movements were replicated in the business aviation sector and there were very
substantial declines at almost all the busiest business aviation airports in Europe in March.
Biggin Hill movement summary – the report advised members that, like the aviation industry
generally and many other industries, the Airport had been dramatically impacted by the Covid-19
crisis. Overall movements this quarter were significantly down on this period in 2019 being 1,653
fewer. The only category that had increased was charter activity due to operators relocating their
aircraft at airports where significant engineering support was available. As mentioned at previous
meetings, Biggin Hill Airport had more maintenance and repair operators than any other business
aviation airport in Europe. The CEO added that there had been some unusual movements
including an army Wildcat helicopter which was undergoing training approaches in readiness for
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6.13

6.14

providing essential supplies for the Nightingale temporary hospital. The Airport was also in
dialogue with Bromley Council about a request from the UK Coastguard Agency. The Committee
would be provided with more information if that request is approved.
The CEO informed the Committee that it was extremely difficult to assess the long-term impact of
Covid-19 on the aviation industry as a whole and business aviation in particular. The Airport was
staying open as a national asset even though it was trading at a loss. It was pursuing possible
support through the Airport Operators Association and the Borough of Bromley.
The following schedule that summarised the operational movements during the first quarter of
2020 was included in the report:

Club
Club Private ATM
Circuit
Other Owner Schld.
January
66
285
474
0
February
65
186
429
0
March
112
257
540
0
Total
243
728
1,443
0
Change
-956
-318
-553
0
Year to Date
243
728
1443
0
6.15
During the same quarter of 2019 they had been:
Club
Club Private ATM
Circuit
Other Owner Schld
January
452
282
531
0
February
403
398
661
0
March
344
366
804
0
Total
1,199
1,046
1,996
0
Year to Date
1,199
1,046
1,996
0

6.16

6.17
6.18

6.19

ATM
Charter
687
873
873
2,433
317
2,433

Corp.
Jet
348
320
276
944
-24
944

Corp.
Twin
26
23
12
61
-11
61

Helis.

Military

Total

226
203
222
651
-107
651

2
4
2
8
-1
8

2,114
2,103
2,294
6,511
-1,653
6,511

ATM
Charter
562
732
822
2,116
2,116

Corp.
Jet
331
309
328
968
968

Corp.
Twin
36
14
22
72
72

Helis.

Military

Total

234
228
296
758
758

3
4
2
9
9

2,431
2,749
2,984
8,164
8,164

UK aviation policy and Biggin Hill Airport (LBHA)
London Airspace Modernisation Programme (LAMP) - the Committee was informed that this
activity had rightly been largely abated during the Covid-19 crisis. Some activity was still being
undertaken but only by personnel directly employed on essential Covid-19 support activities. The
DfT had its focus on the lockdown and the relaxing of it in a safe and measured way. The CEO
added that the Office for Budget Responsibility did not expect the aviation industry to recover
until 2022.
Aviation Strategy 2050 Green Paper - it was noted that this issue was also in abeyance due to the
need to concentrate on the Covid-19 crisis.
RAF Northolt – in response to Richard Parry’s request (paragraph 5.01 above), the CEO reported
that there had been no progress on this issue since the last meeting and commented that as a result
of the Covid-19 outbreak all government agencies will need to consider restructuring their assets
and it will be interesting to see what the decisions of the Government will be relating to military
assets.
Airport facilities
03 GPS approach – it was noted that the Airport continued to progress the Airspace change
process with the CAA, although this had clearly not been a priority since the Covid-19 outbreak.
Work continued with the CAA regarding final approval of its safety case. The proposal was at the
fifth stage (Regulatory Decision) of the CAA’s seven-stage process (which were summarised in
the report), the final two stages being Implementation and Operational Review. David Winstanley
added that there were about eight sections in stage 5. In the meantime, some work was being
carried out with Woldingham Parish Council on clarifying the moving of the approach track and
the challenges and peculiarities of the design of the approach. In due course, a wider on-line
forum would be arranged for Woldingham to discuss these issues. The CEO asked that his
gratitude be recorded to Councillors Holbrook and Rush from the Parish Council for their
engagement. In return Councillor Rush thanked the CEO for the helpful discussions.
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6.20

6.21

6.22

6.23

6.24

6.25

6.26

6.27

6.28

6.29

6.30

Runway/Taxiway works - BHAL had completed a comprehensive condition survey across all
operating areas. The Airport would be reviewing the survey and prioritising any resurfacing
activity based on the survey’s recommendations.
Instrument Landing System (ILS), runway 21 - the Committee was informed that the Board of
BHAL had approved the replacement of the aging ILS on runway 21 and this would be
implemented as soon as possible.
Tenants and businesses at Biggin Hill - the Airport had been working tirelessly to support key
partners across the Airport. As mentioned in the Covid-19 section above, light GA activity was
suspended by the Government and, with the odd exception for licensing or maintenance
requirements, GA activity had ceased.
BHAL was also supporting key tenants and partners with a range of initiatives regarding rent
holidays and other financial assistance packages. The Airport was also ensuring that LBB was
aware of the 60 to 70 businesses on the Airport that employ approximately 1,700 people so that it
can acknowledge it as a key asset and that it is important that these companies can be supported.
Businesses had, in addition, been encouraged to use Government financial support programmes.
Anoop Bamrah referred to and praised a Return to Flight scheme that the Airport was providing to
businesses based on the Airport and asked whether the Airport would be able to look after some of
the licensing flights. The CEO said that this was reasonable and would pass the request on to
Robert Walters.
Action: CEO
Economic Development/LoCATE@BigginHill
Proposed new hangar - since the last Consultative Committee, the announcement had been made
in February that the hangar development will be the European home for Bombardier. On the basis
that the Government was saying that construction industry was considered essential, the
development was progressing. Earth works were well advanced and, despite potential concerns
with supply lines further along the project programme, the development was still progressing in
accordance with the programme for the development and expected to meet its targeted completion
date of April 2022.
College Update - confirmation of landlords’ consent had now been received and the Airport
continued to support London South East Colleges (LSEC) with the implementation of the project
so that peak hour traffic can be avoided. However, it had been difficult to get an update on
progress. It was intended that this development would be disconnected from the hotel
development while some funding issues were addressed.
Airport Hotel - the Airport had also received confirmation that landlord’s consent had been
granted for this project. Stage 3 design process had been signed off and the Airport intended to
complete stage 4 in April. Start on construction was programmed for towards the end of the year
and the target completion date was still September 2022.
Health & Safety/security - the report advised that there had been no significant security breaches
or occurrences since the last report. Health and Safety activity had focused on the protection of
staff against the risks of Covid-19.
Environment – as mentioned in minute 7 below, the latest noise contours were attached to the
CEO’s report. All noise levels continued to be well within the agreed limits set out in the
Airport’s Noise Action Plan. For the daytime and early morning periods both contour areas were
also well within the areas prescribed.
A complainant had reported that several tracks were not being displayed on the Airport’s Webtrak
system and a problem with the system had been identified. In the interests of National Security,
National Air Traffic services (NATS) issues a list of Secondary Surveillance Radar (SSR) codes
that tracking companies are instructed to suppress from their systems. It appeared that an SSR
code issued to Biggin Hill Airport was the same as the code of a military base situated in the
south-west. This code had been suppressed and the Airport only found this out as a direct result of
an investigation initiated as a result of the complaint. At no stage had NATS or Webtrak informed
the Airport of this action and National Air Traffic Services (NATS) had been asked why this
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6.31

6.32

action was authorised and why the Airport was not consulted. The Airport was also in dialogue
with the CAA on the issue. It had also asked Webtrak if it could put a geographical limit on the
system so that only tracks relating to the base in the south-west would be suppressed. Given that
the Airport was dealing with only essential flights during the Covid-19 crisis, this was a
complication the Airport could do without. Some residents had suggested that the Airport was
undertaking untoward activities.
Under the any other business item on the agenda (minute 11 below), David Pinchin referred to
movements overflying Tatsfield that were not recorded on the Noise and Tracking Monitoring
System and asked whether there were any safety issues arising from the suppression of the SSR
code and what outcome was wanted from the representations made about the suppression of the
code. The CEO replied that the code was not suppressed to the radar system so there was no
immediate safety concern. He said that there had been one overflight that took place because the
pilot decided to turn left and that took him over Tatsfield. The manoeuvre had taken place
because there was an emergency with the aircraft. He would not question the decision as it was
taken for reason of safety but he had reemphasised to pilots that their instructions require them to
avoid the noise safety area unless it would be unsafe to do so. The outcome the Airport wanted
was the suppression of the code to be removed extremely quickly. The CEO added that he had
emphasised to NATS its concern that the code had been supressed arbitrarily and that this had
taken place at a time when the Airport was under a lot of scrutiny about what is and what is not an
essential flight.
The CEO referred to an issue Councillor Allen had raised about the suppression of the SSR code
and confirmed that the automatic alert system in relation to the Biggin Hill and Tatsfield noise
sensitive areas was still operating.

7.

Noise contours

7.01

7.04

The quarterly report produced by Bickerdike Allen Partners LLP about noise contours were
attached to the CEO’s report. As was the case in all previous reports to the Committee, all noise
levels remained well within the agreed limits set out in the airport Noise Action Plan (NAP). For
the daytime and early morning periods both contour areas were well within the areas prescribed.
The contours are based on the average daily movements in the period and there were 34
movements during the late evening period (10-11pm), with a maximum of 5 movements in a
single late evening period. There had been 38 movements during the early morning period (6:307pm), with a maximum of 3 movements on two individual days. For both periods this was fewer
than the limit of 8 movements in a single late evening or early morning period. Movements by
military aircraft had been excluded.
The noise contour maps attached to the report showed that for the daytime period the contour area
limit was 4.3 km2 and reasonable endeavours were to be used to keep it no more than 2.9 km2.
The area for the quarter’s contour was less at 1.2 km2. For the late evening period reasonable
endeavours were to be used to keep the area no more than 1.3 km2. The area for this contour was
less at 0.3 km2. For the early morning period reasonable endeavours were to be used to keep the
area no more than 2.2 km2. The area for the contour was less at 0.5 km2.
This analysis indicated that the Airport had operated in accordance with the agreed Noise Action.

8.

Report by the Chairman of the Noise and Safety Sub-Committee

8.01

Complaints and comments - the report of the Flight Evaluation Unit for the first quarter of 2020
had been emailed to members shortly before the meeting. It showed that during the quarter there
had been 6,511 movements at the Airport, 1,653 fewer than in the same quarter of 2019. The
report summarised the situation in the quarter by advising that the 6,511 movements in the quarter
had led to in 24 minor track infractions and no substantiated noise complaints.

7.02

7.03
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8.02

8.03

8.04

8.05

In addition to the report referred to in the preceding paragraph the following were also tabled:
o the report of Richard Parry, the Chairman of the Sub-Committee;
o a paper setting out a breakdown summary of the quarterly complaints which, together with
other documents, had been considered by the Sub-Committee;
o a map that plotted the areas from which the complaints/comments had emanated.
Richard Parry’s report advised that there had been a total of 30 complaints including the
automatically identified track deviations. All complaints had been processed expeditiously by the
Airport's staff using the tried, comprehensive and established procedures. They had all been
referred to the Noise and Safety Sub-Committee which, during an on-line meeting, had examined,
discussed and evaluated each complaint in detail.
During the presentation of his report Richard Parry mentioned:
o a complaint about a helicopter which had been checking railway lines. The complainant
was concerned that it was flying very low and he was worried about the effect on his 80year-old home. He had been put in touch with Network Rail that was responsible for the
flight;
o twelve reports referred to sightings of wildlife, predominantly in the early morning, prior
to the airfield opening. The early morning pre-opening inspections, which then continue
throughout the day, ensured that the runways and taxiways remain wildlife free.
o recently the Airport had identified that the widely used Jeppesen Charts did not contain the
current and accurate Airport Chart. Jeppesen had corrected this error to highlight the hotspot area;
o there had been 62 Safety Reports and their analysis had not identified any trends that
should be a cause for concern.
Councillor Rush commented that there appeared to be no issues raised from Woldingham and
asked if she could be provided with the link for reporting concerns. The CEO undertook to
arrange for the link to the appropriate page on the website to be provided. Action: CEO

9.

Planning issues

9.01

Paul Mellor reported that:
o as a result of the Covid-19 situation, Bromley Council had asked that the holding of
committee meetings be avoided as far as possible. Where meetings were required, the
number of people present should be kept to a minimum. All planning applications that
could not be deferred had temporarily been delegated to the Assistant Director of Planning
who would decide on applications where there were a majority of members of the
committee that would be in support of the recommendation made on them;
o the London Assembly had considered the draft London Plan. Following that meeting, the
Secretary of State had directed that some changes were required to be made. These
amendments related to –
 more land needed to be made available for housing. There was no change to the
774 homes a year that needed to be provided in the Borough of Bromley,
 Green Belt policy which needed to be brought into conformity with the National
Planning Policy Framework,
 maximum parking standards.
It was expected that the London Plan would not now be published in May but would be
adopted during the summer. The Plan would become part of the Development Plan along
with the Borough’s Local Plan.
o there were currently no planning updates relating to the Airport but discussions were
taking place about changes required to the noise monitoring compound. Neither was there
an update relating to West Camp but LBB was keen to engage with the owner of the site.
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9.02

In relation to the final bullet point, the CEO reported that BHAL was in dialogue with LBB
councillors, the Airport’s planning consultants, Lichfields and Bernie Eccleston in relation to the
future use of the buildings at West Camp including heritage issues, etc. Progress was slow and
would probably continue to be slow.

10.

Community Relations

10.01 Press cuttings - the press cuttings for the last quarter had been circulated with the agenda for the
meeting. The Chairman referred to a report in the February cuttings which suggested that the
Heritage Hangar now had a Spitfire that burnt kerosene. He, the CEO and Richard Parry
expressed their scepticism about the accuracy of the report in that respect.
11.

Any other business

11.01 There were no items of any other business but see paragraph 6.31 above.
12.

Dates of next meetings

12.01 The Committee was reminded that it had been agreed that the remaining meetings in 2020 would
be held at 3pm on the following dates:
o Thursday, 16 July 2020;
o Thursday, 15 October 2020;
o Thursday, 21 January 2021 (following the Annual General Meeting).
12.02 The Chairman in concluding the meeting said he was personally pleased that the meeting had
taken place by Zoom as he would not have been able to get to get up the stairs to the usual
meeting room at the Airport. He hoped, however, that the next meeting would be able to take
place at the Airport and that he would be fit enough by then to be able to ascend the stairs. He
thanked members for attending the meeting and hoped that they would stay safe in the meantime.

The meeting closed at 4.13pm.
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LONDON BIGGIN HILL AIRPORT
A11103-N12-DR
09 April 2020
NOISE CONTOURS – 2020 Q1
Bickerdike Allen Partners LLP (BAP) have been retained by London Biggin Hill Airport to produce
noise contours for presentation at the quarterly Noise & Safety Sub-Committee, which considers
the Noise Comments for the previous quarter. This note summarises the 2020 Q1 noise contours
and the movements in the late evening and early morning periods.
The contours are based on the average daily movements in the period 1st January to 31st March.
There were 34 movements during the Late Evening period (22:00-23:00), with a maximum of 5
movements in a single Late Evening period, which occurred on 6th January. There were 38
movements during the Early Morning period (06:30-07:00), with a maximum of 3 movements
in a single Early Morning period, which occurred on two individual days. For both periods this is
less than the limit of 8 movements in a single Late Evening or Early Morning period. Movements
by military aircraft have been excluded.
Noise contours have been produced for the Daytime (07:00-23:00), Early Morning and Late
Evening periods, using the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Integrated Noise Model (INM)
software (Version 7.0d) based on the aircraft activity, and allowing for local terrain and the
results of an updated validation exercise which compared the measured results at the Airport’s
noise monitors in 2019 with predicted levels for individual aircraft movements.
The 2020 Q1 contours are shown in the attached Figures A11103-N12-01 to A11103-N12-03 at
values of 57, 63 and 69 dB LAeq,T. With the changes to the operating hours the airport has a limit
on the area of the 57 dB daytime contour, and has to use reasonable endeavours to keep the
area of the 57 dB contour for each of the three periods smaller still. Strictly these requirements
apply to the summer period, 16 June to 15 September inclusive, rather than the 2020 Q1
contours.
For the daytime period the contour area limit is 4.3 km2 and reasonable endeavours are to be
used to keep it no more than 2.9 km2. The area for the 2020 Q1 contour was less at 1.2 km2. For
the late evening period reasonable endeavours are to be used to keep the area no more than
1.3 km2. The area for the 2020 Q1 contour was less at 0.3 km2. For the early morning period
reasonable endeavours are to be used to keep the area no more than 2.2 km2. The area for the
2020 Q1 contour was less at 0.5 km2.
This analysis indicates that the airport has operated in accordance with the agreed Noise Action
Plan.
-x-x-x-x-x-x-
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