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Dear Sir,

Terminal Control North – Consultation.

Inadequacies of the Consultation method and Documentation

My letters of 19 March and 25 May set out my serious concerns about NATS over-reliance on the use of the Web for consulting the public and the inadequacies of the Consultation Document itself. My concerns are if anything even stronger now. But as these views have already been recorded, I do not intend to repeat them here.

Outstanding matters

I am still awaiting a reply to my letters of 25 May and 11 June and so reserve the right to send further representation/comments, if necessary after the closure date of 19 June. Had I received a quicker reply to my first letter of 19 March, to which I did not receive a substantive reply from you until 14 May, I would of course have been better placed to meet your 19 June deadline.

My views on the proposed realignment of the 05 and 23 Buzad Flight Paths

In the light of the clarifications contained in your letter of 14 May, I understand now that the proposed changes are not focussed on resolving an existing problem but have flowed as a consequence from other proposed changes in airspace, namely the proposed realignment of Northolt and Luton departures and the desire to introduce CDA generally for Luton arrivals. But again the Consultation Document fails to give sufficient information as to why the particular routes proposed were selected for the realignment of the Northolt/Luton departures, what other alternatives were considered and why they were rejected. Until I receive the information requested in my letter of 25 May I cannot finalise my response to you. 

On the basis, however, that when NATS reply to my outstanding letters, they can and do demonstrate that there is no way of avoiding the necessity to realigning the 05 Buzad flight path, I object strongly to the adoption of the route proposed by NATS for this purpose and consider every possible effort should be made to find a route which avoids taking all easterly Stansted departures around Saffron Walden. It seems the height of absurdity, when it is professed Government policy to avoid overflying centres of population, to be deliberately routing aircraft, that must eventually fly westward, around the eastern and northern edges of what is the only major centre of population in north west Essex, namely the beautiful market town of Saffron Walden. It is the centre of the local economy and tourism, and is recognised as being of national historic and environmental importance, containing as it does the major historic property and gardens of Audley End. Furthermore, it contains many schools, churches, the only library and Hospital within approx 20 miles, the main sports facilities within the area, holds outdoor markets twice a week and stages many other outdoor events. It would be a gross act of vandalism to subject this beautiful historic market town to a constant stream of aircraft noise and pollution. 

Option B

In this connection, I call for further consideration to be given to the adoption of Option B in Figure G51 of the Consultation Document which has previously been ruled out by NATS but seemingly is considered sufficiently viable by both the CAA and BAA to have been included in the Current Planning Application for a Second Runway at Stansted. I am still awaiting explanations from both the CAA and NATS as to how and why this conflicting view has arisen and which is right.

In any case I believe Option B would be sufficient to ensure adequate clearance between 05 Buzad and Northolt/Luton departures and consequently also with Luton arrivals on traditional approach which cross even further to the west. This is supported by your own spokesman’s comments when interviewed by BBC Look East on 3 June when he referred to “the capabilities modern aircraft have today to climb to higher altitudes quicker”. Furthermore, a study of BAA’s online self service enquiry system, WebTrak, also supports this conclusion.

If Option B has been ruled out because of some concerns about the clearance needed to enable the introduction of CDA generally for Luton arrivals, then a proper detailed analysis should be made to determine whether the benefits from introducing CDA for Luton arrivals would, for the foreseeable future, outweigh the heavy disadvantages of realigning 05 Buzad around Saffron Walden. Paragraph 6 of Appendix B Annex 5 of CAP 725 shows that, although CDA may bring savings in fuel burn and noise, it is more labour intensive for both air traffic controllers and pilots. If the disadvantages from realigning 05 Buzad around Saffron Walden, resulting in higher fuel burn and noise/pollution from climbing aircraft together with the environmental disbenefits, are then also taken into account, I believe that the balance will be found to be in favour of foregoing the introduction of CDA generally for Luton arrivals when easterly departures are in operation from Stansted. The whole purpose of introducing CDA is to reduce the noise and fuel burn and it would be perverse in the extreme to proceed with its introduction generally for Luton arrivals if the extra fuel burn and noise impact resulting from a consequent realignment of 05 Buzad  far exceeded these savings.

Other benefits from the adoption of Option B

The adoption of Option B would also significantly reduce the extra fuel that would otherwise be burnt by all aircraft on the 05 Buzad flight path. At a time when the Government is urging the general public to reduce energy consumption and pollution, it is important that NATS and others also play their part by taking each and every opportunity to minimise fuel consumption. In doing so there would, because Option B is shorter in length, be an attendant reduction in pollution, noise impact, and visual intrusion. In addition there would be far less adverse impact on the quiet tranquil countryside and far less need to overfly yet more villages, schools, churches etc that are not currently under departure flight paths.  

Population Counts for 05 and 23 Buzad routes

The problems in determining an appropriate population count are described in Appendix B to CAP 725 and I do not underestimate them. But the information given in Figure 3 of the Addendum to the Consultation Document and again in your letter of 14 May flies in the face of all commonsense. To claim savings in the population over flown as far out as Baldock, which is further west than the “point marked 2 on Figure G51” where NATS have said planes have to have made 6000ft (paragraph G17.6), and yet to limit the population counts on the realigned flight paths to the point where aircraft might have reached 4000ft is clearly a gross distortion. Since the same aircraft would use the realigned flight paths as use the existing ones, any population count must surely be over the same length of route in each case in order to get a true comparison. The fact that route A is shorter than C in your letter of 14 May defies any logic and can only have been done to avoid having to include the northern suburbs of Saffron Walden in the count of those under the proposed 05 flight path.

Furthermore, if you are seriously suggesting that all aircraft on the realigned 05 flight path will have reached 4000ft by the time they reach Saffron Walden then your Figure G7 is totally misleading since it gives false reassurance to local residents that 05 aircraft could not be vectored over the heart of Saffron Walden. This is yet another example of the inadequacies of this consultation exercise.

In summary, I object strongly to:

                          the over-reliance on the internet for the consultation exercise,

                          the failings and inadequacies of the consultation documentation,

                          the failure of NATS to engage with the public

                          the delays, and failures, to respond to requests for clarification and 

                          information, 

and, in relation in particular to the proposed realignment of 05 Buzad, to

                          the failure to provide a fair and sensible comparison of population figures

                          the rejection of Option B for the realignment of 05 Buzad when Option B 

                          has, seemingly with CAA agreement, been included in the Planning 

                          Application for a second runway at Stansted

                          the realignment proposed by NATS for 05 Buzad, which would be disastrous

                          for the historic market town of Saffron Walden and its surrounding area.

Yours faithfully

Roger John Mance

