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9th September 2005
Dear Sir/Madam,
Night Flying Restrictions at Heathrow, Gatwick and Stansted Airports

Stage 2 of Consultation on Restrictions to apply from 30th October 2005

The response of the above Parish Council to the questions on the above document follows below.

Q1.  Do you have any comments on the proposals for environmental and noise abatement objectives set out in section 4?
We are concerned that the points made in answer to Q4 of the 2004 Stage 1 Consultation appear to have been completely ignored.  In general we find that too much attention is being given to commercial considerations ignoring the industry’s duty of care to individuals.  The use of words such as “minimise” , “mitigate”, “encouraging” and “probably appropriate” inspire little confidence and are far removed from the clear need for mandatory limits to be applied.  My Parish Councillors were absolutely unanimous in their views on this matter.  Again our criticism of the Leq system (Q2 Stage 1) has been ignored.  Residents are awakened by single noisy events, not a generalized average noise level.  We insist that peak noise indicators should be used when setting limits.

Q2.  Do you agree that the QC/4 scheduling ban should continue to apply only between 2330 and 0600 as set out in paragraphs 5.32 – 5.37?
We do not agree.  The night quota period should cover the whole night from 2300 to 0700, and the QC/4, operating and scheduling, ban should apply during the whole of this period.

Q3.  Do you have any views on the definition of the night period and night quota period? (paragraphs 6.1 – 6.7)

These should be the same, i.e. from 2300 to 0700 which is widely recognised as the minimum average sleep period.  A high level of activity or “bunching” as we referred to it in our previous submission, during these shoulder periods is totally unacceptable.  To prevent this, hourly movement maxima will clearly be necessary during the extended NQP.

Q4.  Are you in favour of extending the night quota period if the movements limits and noise quotas were set precisely to accommodate current levels of night flying described in paragraph 6.11?

We do not see the relevance of this question.
Q5.  Are you content to continue with the arrangements for disregarding movements?  (paragraph 6.12)

We accept that disregards can continue in respect of landing aircraft, but feel strongly that appropriate allowance should be made in the quota’s for departing aircraft in the circumstances referred to.

Q6.  Do you agree with proposals to remove the rule on movements scheduled after 0630 but arriving before 0600?

We agree subject to the explanation of  what is meant by “exempted for another reason”.

Q7.  Are you content with the carry and overrun arrangements proposed? (paragraphs 7.8 – 7.18)

To avoid excessive increases in the following seasons quota’s we recommend that flexibility should be limited to a 5% carry over.

Q8.  Do you have any comments on the proposed movements limits and noise quota’s for Heathrow, Gatwick and Stansted? (paragraphs 7.19 – 7.52)

We are aware that actual aircraft movements (excluding exempt types) during the Night Quota Period for the year ending 26.03.05 were 8,502 and thus the proposal to maintain the existing 12,000 will result in an increase of 41.1%.  We submit that this is wholly unacceptable.  Business requirements cannot be accepted at any price and certainly not at the expense of a nights sleep.  We repeat our views previously expressed that night flying must be progressively reduced to basic essentials e.g. medical emergencies, mail and newspapers.

Q9.  In relation to a noise insulation scheme, do you have any comments on:

a) whether or not policy should be implemented through statutory regulations?

b) whether to use a noise footprint or other criterion?

c) if a noise footprint criterion is used, how to define it for each airport?

d) whether the scheme should relate to the whole night or the current night quota period? (paragraphs 8.8 – 8.21)

a) We consider that the noise insulation scheme should continue on a voluntary basis subject to local negotiation on exceptional cases under the independent supervision of the local authority.

b) A noise footprint based on maximum noise levels should form the basis of the scheme, although it is our belief that absolute noise disturbance and the need for insulation cannot always be quantified by a simple line.  As mentioned above exceptional cases outside the noise contour should be the subject of local negotiation.  Noise insulation requirements should be based on separate footprints showing noise levels for both south westerly and north easterly movements, which in either case can be hours/days duration.

c) Noise levels should be based on an aircraft likely to operate, not just those scheduled to operate.  The measurement criterion should be based on WHO recommendations which appear to be lower than the 90 DBA SEL quoted.
d) The scheme should be based on the noisiest aircraft likely to operate - scheduled or unscheduled - between 2300 and 0700.

Summary
Noise insulation should be provided for all places where people live, work, learn or congregate within the defined footprint.  Again we emphasize the duty of care to our residents which the industry must recognise irrespective of cost.  Operations which are unsustainable in terms of the quality of life must simply not be permitted.
Yours faithfully,

Mrs F. Townsend, Clerk to the Council.
