6th May, 2008

TCN Consultation,

 NATS, 

Freepost NAT22750, 

Reading RG1 4BR 

Dear Sir 

NATS Consultation - Terminal Control North Airspace Change Proposal

1) The proposal

Saffron Walden Town Council wishes to object to the proposed new stacking arrangements for the East Herts and West Essex area.

As will be made clear further on in this letter, the exact effects on Saffron Walden are not clear from the inadequate maps and consultation document. In terms of departures from Stansted, the Council is extremely concerned that the effect of routing west bound traffic from Stansted initially along the eastern side of the M11 and permitting it to turn west on reaching 4000 feet, is that the turn will be made over Saffron Walden. 

There are two directions of departure from Stansted – using Runway 23 or Runway 05.

There are two directions of arrival to Stansted using the same runways.  Wind direction of course directions which runway is used. 

The South departures leave on [R23] - towards The Hallingburys and the North departures [R05] towards Henham/Thaxted.

Landing from the North onto R23.  I.E final approach over Thaxted.

From the diagrams of the proposed ‘WESTERLY OR EASTERLY ARIVALS’ [G11, G12, G13, G14] in the NATS report, to land on R23, over Thaxted, there appears to be little change – those coming from the west, appear to travel a bit further north on the downwind leg before turning right in the new stacking/holding area and heading south on their final approach to land.

At the moment, most fly almost over Saffron Walden and turn across Ashdon and the Sampfords and then onto their final approach over Thaxted to land on R23.  Some are on their downwind leg over the Chesterford Research Park.

Those arriving from the East and landing on R23 will have no additional affect on our local area than they do now.  

Landing from the South onto R05. I.E final approach over B.Stortford/ Hatfield.

From the diagrams of the ‘EASTERLY ARRIVALS’ [G17, G18] in the NATS report to land on R05, at the moment are split on their downwind legs – those coming in from the West arrive over Saffron Walden to join the downwind leg and cross over Saffron Walden.  Those coming in from the East travel over Braintree and the Rodings on their downwind leg.  Both then turn on their final approaches and come in to land over Harlow and Sawbridgeworth and the Hallingburys.

However, the proposed route shows that ALL arriving to join the circuit will fly downwind only on the same/similar route as currently taken by just the West approach.  But those arriving from the East seem to come in over Stansted Mountfitchet/Newport before joining the downwind leg.  These have little affect on Saffron Walden.

Departures to the North on Runway 05. I.E climbing over Henham toward Thaxted.

From the diagrams of the EASTERLY DEPARTURES TO THE SOUTH WEST [G2, G3] you can see that planes, currently leaving via R05 turn to the left [west] as soon as they reach 1000ft and continue to climb as they cross over Wicken and Arkesden, reaching 6000 feet as they get to Baldock.  In Saffron Walden you can see these planes and hear them – they seem to be crossing over Audley End to the south west of the Town.

The new proposals, for the same scenario of departure, show planes continuing to climb straight out towards Wimbish and Radwinter, only then to start their turn to the West, still climbing between 2000-3000 ft and again climbing up to 4000ft as they pass directly over Saffron Walden.

What is not clearly explained - are these planes going to use a less steep rate of climb?

It is assumed that they will not be taking off other than at FULL THROTTLE, which must be maintained from the start of the runway, through rotation and until the plane has reached a height at which it has been instructed to go into level flight.

Planes have to maintain max speed at an optimum angle of ascent, for safety and fuel consumption for the distance traveled.

The new departure route clearly shows that planes will now be traveling a longer distance before reaching the same point West on the current departure route. 

Departures to the North from Runway 05.  I.E climbing over Henham towards Thaxted.

It would appear that the EASTERLY DEPARTURES TO THE NORTH [G6, G7] is to all intents the same as the above, current and proposed.

What again I have not been able to find, is what happens to those planes taking off on R05, which will be leaving the area to the East, crossing south of Thaxted and heading over the Bardfields, as they do now.  Are ALL planes now going to turn and continue their climb over Saffron Walden?

Departures to the North and South West from Runway 23. I.E climbing over the Hallingburys towards Sawbridgeworth.

These can be dealt with together.

From diagrams G4, G5 & G8, G9, it can be seen that the planes leaving will do a 180* turn and head North, instead of north west, which will bring them over Newport and again just south of Saffron Walden where they will then turn west to either depart the area to the north or the west.

More noise for Newport and the villages to the west on this departure route and of course both will affect Saffron Walden.  At the moment, Saffron Walden does not see or hear the current departure routes.  And look at the extra journey these planes will be taking.

In order to save fuel, planes will ascend to 4000 feet as quickly as possible, so that they can then turn in a westerly direction. In terms of arrivals,

during less busy periods when stacks are not used, the Town Council would wish to see planes remaining closer to the arrival centerlines to prevent overflying of the town.

There seems no reason why planes cannot fly ‘straight in’ as I believe they do in other countries e.g. USA, for those airliners approaching in the direction of the active runway.  At the moment, ALL are sent on the ‘downwind’ then across the ‘base leg’ before turning on ‘final approach’ to land.   

The Town Council cannot understand why the holding stacks have been placed inland and not over the sea where noise will be dispersed. The effects of noise in a quite rural environment are much more obtrusive. There seems to be no logical answer against stacking at sea.

In drawing up these proposals no consideration appears to have been given to any possible expansion at Stansted; to any possible housing development in the Elsenham area; and to the effects on the two proposed eco-towns at Elsenham and Hanley Grange. Could you please confirm whether any of these factors have been taken into account?

2) The Consultation Process

The Town Council is extremely concerned at a large number of faults with the consultation process:-

• On the day of publication access to your consultation website was virtually impossible – when many people would have been trying to learn more about the proposals, stimulated by the media coverage which followed your briefings the previous day. Problems in accessing your consultation website have continued since, albeit on an intermittent basis; 

• Your unwillingness to provide printed copies of the consultation documents – instead directing people to your website where the documents listed amount to more than 150MB due to the extensive use of colour maps. Printed copies of the documents have not been made available even to parish and town councils who wish to respond on behalf of the communities they represent. NATS’ advice to ‘visit the library to consult copies’ is really not good enough when so many people are so profoundly affected; 

• Just for the local area around Stansted ('Part G: East Hertfordshire and West Essex area) it is necessary to download a 17.7MB file which is impractical for those without access to a high speed broadband connection and additional large files need to be downloaded to understand the context. Where required for onward distribution to others – for example, for my members the task of downloading and copying (including the need for colour printing facilities) is simply impracticable with the result that few people have an adequate understanding of exactly what is being proposed; 

• This is compounded by gaps (e.g. alternatives considered) and errors (e.g. labelling Figure G50 as Luton when it refers to Stansted) in the TCN consultation; 

• Problems with the on-line response form, for example, respondents are not allowed to be neutral on the question asking whether arrivals should fly by "direct flight path" or by "specified routes". Unless a respondent chooses one of these, he or she is returned to a page which advises there has been a 'login problem'. The respondent then needs to start filling in the on-line response form all over again; 

In addition, the Town Council is most concerned that despite numerous Town and Parish Councils asking NATS to attend public consultation meetings they are not prepared to do so. This merely serves to enhance the cynical view that NATS have already made up their mind and that this is only a publicity exercise and not a proper consultative process. Not only is this refusal to discuss unreasonable, but it also lays NATS open to judicial review of its decision.

I look forward to hearing from you

Yours sincerely

Malcolm White

Town Clerk

CC:-The Rt Hon.Sir Alan Haslehurst, MP House of Commons, London SW1A 0AA 

        CAA (DAP), Floor K6, CAA House, 45-59 Kingsway, London WC2B 6TE 

