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BIGGIN HILL AIRPORT CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 

Minutes of meeting held on Thursday, 16 July 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: Representative: 

Chairman Mr John Bowden 

Deputy Chairman Mr Nick Kemp 

Secretary Mr George Crowe 

Biggin Hill Airport Limited (BHAL) Mr Andrew Walters, Chairman of BHAL 

BHAL Mr David Winstanley, Chief Executive Officer (CEO) 

Tandridge District Council Councillor Martin Allen 

London Borough of Bromley (LBB)(Officer) Matthew Amer  

LBB Councillor Graham Arthur 
Flying Clubs and Schools Mr Anoop Bamrah 

Private Owners Mr John High  

Sevenoaks District Council Councillor Roderick Hogarth 

Biggin Hill Residents Association  Mr Peter Martin  

LBB (Officer) Mr Paul Mellor 

London Borough of Bromley Residents Federation (BRF)/ 

Leaves Green & Keston Vale Residents Association Mr Peter Osborne  

Chairman of Noise & Safety Sub-Committee (ex-officio) Mr Richard Parry 

Tatsfield Parish Council Mr David Pinchin 

South London Business Mr Deva Ponnoosami 

London Borough of Bromley (LBB) Councillor Melanie Stevens 

Private Owners Mr John Willis 

 

 

1. Welcome and Chairman’s introductory remarks 

 

1.01 The Chairman welcomed members to the meeting.  

 

2. Membership 

 

2.01   The Committee noted that:  

o Matthew Amer had been appointed as the Airport Monitoring Officer at LBB.  On behalf 

of the Committee the Chairman welcomed him to his first meeting of the Committee; 

o Rohan Ranaweera, the officer who looks after the aviation policy in the London Plan at the 

Greater London Authority (GLA) had advised that he would be doing his best to attend the 

Committee’s future meetings and sent his apologies for absence from this meeting. 

  

3. Apologies for absence 

 

3.01 Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Toni Letts (London Borough of Croydon), 

Reverend John Musson (BRF/Cudham and Downe Residents Association) and Councillor Becky 

Rush (Surrey County Council).   

3.02 Apologies for late arrival were also received from Councillor Roderick Hogarth (Sevenoaks District 

Council) who had a business meeting that was likely to overlap with this one.   

 

4.  Minutes of the previous meeting 

 

4.01 The minutes of the meeting held on 16 April 2020 had been previously been circulated to 

members who had approved them as a correct record.   

4.02 It was agreed that the Chairman would sign the minutes at the earliest opportunity. 
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5. Matters arising from the minutes 

 

5.01    Letter to residents associations, etc. (paragraph 6.04 refers) - the CEO confirmed that a copy of the 

letter had been provided to Councillors Rush and Allen. 

5.02 Maintenance and ‘ferry’ flights (paragraph 6.08 refers) - it was noted that the issue relating to 

‘ferry’ flights had been overtaken by subsequent events and that this had been confirmed with 

Alouette and EFG flying clubs.  Anoop Bamrah thanked the CEO for clarifying the arrangements 

for maintenance and ferry flights. 

5.03 03 GPS approach (paragraph 6.19 refers) - the CEO updated the Committee with the information 

contained in paragraph 6.22 below.   

5.04 Return to the Skies initiative (paragraph 6.24 refers) - the CEO reported that, following 

discussions with EFG flying Club, instructor training had been extended.  Anoop Bamrah said the 

Club was grateful to the CEO for this move.   

5.05 Airport Hotel (paragraph 6.27 refers) - Deva Ponoosami asked whether the Hotel project 

implementation had slipped due to Covid-19.  (see paragraph 6.30 below).      

5.06 Website (paragraph 8.05 refers) - the Committee noted that Councillor Rush had been provided 

with the link to the recently updated website page for the reporting of Airport-related concerns. 

5.07 Planning issues (minute 9 refers) - Deva Ponoosami referred to an announcement from the 

Government about the Green Belt and housing and Paul Mellor advised that he would be covering 

this matter in his report (see paragraphs 9.01 and 9.02 below).   

 

6.  Chief Executive Officer’s report 

 

6.01 David Winstanley presented his report which had recently been circulated.  It provided 

 information on the following issues that had arisen during the second quarter (April to June 

 2020).  In his introduction he also extended his own personal welcome to Matthew Amer to the 

Committee.  He said that Matthew had already attended a meeting of the Airport’s Safety and 

Noise Abatement Review Board (SANARB) and the meeting of the Noise and Safety Sub-

Committee held earlier on the day of this meeting (see minute 8 below).   

6.02 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 

CEO advised that the graphs were different from the ones previously produced.  The first showed 

the month by month variance on departures in Europe and illustrated the effects of Covid-19 

lockdowns and the small upturns in May and June as each country came out of lockdown.   

6.03 The second graph illustrated the year by year variance in movements in June and an overall fall of 

some 122k movements due to Covid-19. 

6.04 The third graph was the one that members had seen in the CEO’s report to previous meetings and 

showed departures for each country and the year on year comparison.  Apart from Serbia, all 

countries had experienced losses.  The drop of 60.5% in the United Kingdom almost exactly 

mirrored the fall in Biggin Hill Airport’s movements in April.   

6.05 The Executive Summary produced by WingX was also different and instead of a narrative, there 

were 5 columns that outlined changes, month to month, in global activity year on year, in the year 

to date and in the main regions.  The fifth column provided a forecast for the next 3 months.  The 

CEO said that he thought that this new format was a better way of illustrating trends than the 

former narrative description and that he would welcome feedback from members on the new 

layout.   

6.06  The CEO referred to global activity and said that for most countries it was down but that it was 

interesting to note that in the United States of America there had been a growth in internal flights.   

6.07 Biggin Hill movement summary - the report advised members that the second quarter this calendar 

year, the first in the financial year, had seen Covid-19 tighten its grip on the aviation industry and 

the realisation that the impact was going to be far reaching.  Many European economies were 
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forecasting that it will be the middle of 2022 before economies would start to see prolonged 

recoveries.  

6.08 The Airport had seen a dramatic reduction in overall movements this quarter, down nearly 60% in 

April but had seen a recovery throughout May and June.  The reductions in the quarter were as a 

direct result of the Government’s requirement that only essential travel would take place.  

Recovery was further hampered by the Government’s decision to impose quarantine restrictions 

throughout the majority of June.  In this respect, the CEO said that there had been support for the 

quarantine measures which had caused a negative impact but that there had been considerable 

lobbying to ask for the quarantine corridors to be more risk-based.   

6.09 The Government had announced the lifting of quarantine measures for 59 countries.  However, it 

was highly likely that the list of countries would be changing rapidly based on risk assessments 

and infection rates.  These variables made it extremely difficult to assess the long-term impact of 

Covid-19 on the aviation industry as a whole and on business aviation in particular.   

6.10 The performance for the quarter overall was better than the original forecast that had been 

produced using data from Airports Council International (ACI) which was for a 70% reduction in 

traffic in April and a later recovery than had been the case.  The Airport was carrying out an 

analysis to ascertain the reasons for the earlier upturn.  It had been trading at a loss during the 

second quarter of this calendar year but it had been able to do so due to it having been very 

successful in 2019.  Consequently, that it entered the Covid-19 crisis in a very strong position.  

This month some of the Airport’s competition was reopening so it was important to keep 

performing as effectively as possible.    

6.11 The following schedule that summarised the operational movements during the second quarter of 

 2020 was included in the report: 

 Club 

Circuit 

Club 

Other 

Private 

Owner 

ATM 

Schld. 

ATM 

Charter 

Corp. 

Jet 

Corp. 

Twin 

Helis. Military Total 

April  45  2  69  0  308  121  14  85  9  653  

May  159  4  471  0  462  134  21  106  4  1,361  

June  90  2  723  0  703  266  56  200  12  2,052  

Total  294  8  1,263  0  1473  521  91  391  25  4,066  

Change  -140  -1,453  -2,881  0  -1,390  -552  1  -755  -93  -7,263  

Year to Date  537  736  2,706  0  3,906  1,465  152  1,042  33  10,577  

6.12 During the same quarter of 2019 they had been: 
 Club 

Circuit 

Club 

Other 

Private 

Owner 

ATM 

Schld 

ATM 

Charter 

Corp. 

Jet 

Corp. 

Twin 

Helis. Military Total 

April  208  411  1,081  0  792  244  29  306  3  3,074  

May  179  544  1,614  0  950  399  34  395  29  4,144  

June  47  506  1,449  0  1,121  430  27  445  86  4,111  

Total  434  1,461  4,144  0  2,863  1,073  90  1,146  118  11,329  

Year to Date  1,633  2,507  6,140  0  4,979  2,041  162  1,904  127  19,493  

6.13 Covid-19 - the report advised that the decision to take the risk of keeping the Airport open had 

proved to have been the correct one.  Business aviation had been resilient and the Airport had been 

able to maintain its position as the primary business aviation airport serving London.  It is 

acknowledged that it is vital that airports remain open to support the import and export of goods, 

medical equipment and supplies, the movement of key personnel and repatriation flights which 

were and continue to be considered essential in the current crisis.  

6.14 Throughout the Covid-19 crisis the Airport had followed Government guidance and amended its 

Covid-19 Health Action Plan in reaction to changing policies, procedures and practices.  One of 

the biggest challenges to the Airport had been providing clarity when communicating with staff, 

stakeholders and the community.  The Government’s decision to restrict movement to only 

essential travel and impose quarantine measures was supported (but see paragraph 6.08 above 

about lobbying for the adoption of a risk-based approach to varying such restrictions).  The 
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Airport had sometimes maintained constraints that exceed Government guidelines, for instance, by 

keeping social distancing to 2 metres for the foreseeable future.   

6.15 The Airport had launched two key initiatives.  Return to the Skies allows engineering companies 

and pilots to get their airworthiness certificates and pilot licences.  The second initiative was 

Contactless Travel.  Both initiatives had highlighted the distinct advantages of business aviation 

travel in a safe and secure manner and it had been noted that businesses were increasingly tending 

to use business aviation rather than scheduled services.  

6.16 Prudent cost control measures had been imposed but, as mentioned in paragraph 6.10 above, the 

Airport had been operating at a loss.  Nevertheless, furloughed staff had been receiving full pay 

and no jobs had been made redundant.  Additionally, it had supported business across the Airport 

community.  Biggin Hill had a very different business model from airports that operate scheduled 

flights which are dependent on a large number of passengers using their non-aero-related activities 

such as shops and car parking and which provide up to 65% of their income.     

6.17 The Airport’s priority throughout this quarter had been to place people before profit and Protect 

the Business, Protect Jobs and Protect each other. 

6.18 UK aviation policy and Biggin Hill Airport (LBHA)   

London Airspace Modernisation Programme (LAMP) - the Committee was informed that BHAL 

was still heavily engaged in this activity although Airspace Change Organising Group (ACOG) 

had largely deferred large amounts of its processes during the Covid-19 crisis.  Some activity was 

still being undertaken but only by personnel directly employed on essential Covid-19 support 

activities to pursue some of its direct engagement. 

6.19 The CEO added that, because movements at the larger London airports had reduced due to the 

Covid-19 lockdown, some Biggin Hill movements had received direct routing from Thames 

Radar.  This was good for the environment as it led to lower CO2 emissions but it also meant that 

occasionally residents that do not usually experience overflights have been affected by them. 

6.20 Aviation Strategy 2050 Green Paper - work this issue was also in abeyance during the Covid-19 

crisis because of a lot of lobbying from the aviation industry about alleviations related to Covid-

19.  

6.21 RAF Northolt - the CEO reported that BHAL’s concerns about the use of RAF Northolt for 

civilian flights in unfair competition with private airports had not diminished.  Northolt was 

advertising for a third party to operate a civilian VIP handling centre and this had brought it back 

into focus.  There had been a success in that the CAA had formally agreed that Northolt Airport 

should be de-notified from the Aeronautical Information Publication which meant that pilots 

would have to consider different parameters in which to operate.  To a certain extent this would 

lead to a more level playing field.  BHAL had no problem with competition but millions pounds of 

taxpayers’ money was being used to support Northolt in an industry that had been laid low during 

the Covid-19 crisis. 

6.22 Airport facilities  

03 GPS approach - it was noted that the safety case for the 03 approach had now been approved 

by the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA).  As requested by the CAA, the Airport had submitted an 

addendum covering the process to ensure that, as sponsor, it had correctly followed the CAP725 

process.  The Airport continued to engage with residents and Woldingham Parish Council was 

reviewing an extensive briefing pack.  Once this review was completed, a public meeting using 

Zoom would be held highlighting technical aspects of the design process.  It was still hoped to 

bring the new approach into operation towards the end of this calendar year and, possibly in 

September. 

6.23 Runway/Taxiway works - the Airport continued to review the output from the condition survey 

undertaken across all operating areas.  Subject to any planning considerations, the Airport would 

be looking to complete any necessary repairs whilst traffic movements remain lower than normal.  

Delta taxiway was currently being looked at. 
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6.24 Instrument Landing System (ILS), runway 21 - the CEO confirmed that the replacement of the  

ILS would be taking place in September/October subject to traffic movements and weather.  

However, it may be necessary to delay the works to avoid any conflict with the VOR safeguarding 

requirements and the Bombardier hangar construction.   

6.25 Tenants and businesses at Biggin Hill - the Airport had been working tirelessly to support key 

Airport partners.  Light general aviation activity had been suspended by the Government as part of 

its Covid-19 procedures and had only returned to normal activities towards the end of June.  

6.26 The Airport had supported key tenants and partners with a range of initiatives regarding rent 

holidays and other financial assistance packages.  However, businesses had also been encouraged 

to use the Government’s financial support programmes whenever possible.   

6.27 Information about Return to the Skies is included in paragraphs 5.04 and 6.15 above and the CEO 

thanked John Willis and Anoop Bamrah for their flying clubs’ support.  

6.28 Economic Development/LoCATE@BigginHill  

 Hangar development - notwithstanding the negative impact of Covid-19, the hangar development 

continued to proceed on time and on budget and was still targeted for completion in April 2022.  

The centre core of the steel frame was virtually complete and would be followed by the 

construction and installation of the roof spans either side of the central core.  The hangar which 

will be European home for Bombardier will be a significant regional and national asset and a 

substantial investment. 

6.29 College Update – during the consideration of the minutes of the previous meeting the CEO was 

asked about progress with the College.  In his reply the CEO referred to the error in his report 

relating to this item and advised that there was now a revised programme.  The Airport continued 

to liaise with London South East Colleges (LSEC) regarding construction of the long-awaited 

Aerospace Technical College.  It was hoped that enabling works would take place towards the end 

of the year and LSEC was now targeting September 2022 for the College opening. 

6.30 Airport Hotel - the development of the Airport Hotel proceeded at pace and, notwithstanding some 

planning alignment with the College, it was hoped that work would commence on construction 

around the last quarter of this year.  Its target completion date was towards the end of 2021 and it 

would have a ‘soft’ opening in the early part of the following year.  This would allow its facilities 

to be thoroughly tested before its formal opening in April 2022.  This would coincide with the 

opening of the Bombardier hangar. 

6.31 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.  

6.32 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.  The CEO added that he was conscious that this was partly 

due to the reduction in traffic movements.  Nevertheless, they have been comfortably within the 

stringent limits agreed with LBB when activity at the Airport was normal and the CEO saw no 

reason why that situation should not continue. 

6.33 Referring to paragraph 6.30 (16 April 2020), David Pinchin asked whether there had been any 

progress on the issue relating to the suppression by National Air Traffic services (NATS) of the 

Secondary Surveillance Radar (SSR) code.  The CEO advised that, following pressure from 

Biggin Hill Airport, the military aerodrome had agreed to drop the use of the code and it was now 

solely a Biggin Hill one.  Both NATS and Webtrak had confirmed that it was now no longer 

suppressed.  It was a good result because to go through a formal reallocation of ‘squawks’ would 

have taken a considerable amount of time. 

6.34 The CEO added that he was currently working with LBB (and he would be involving Matthew 

Ames in it) on the Deed of Variation and Management Information Letter on the operation of the 

Airport.  He was also working on a review of the Noise Abatement Policy which had been written 
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in 2015 and was subject to a 5-year review.  This would result in some agreed statements on, for 

example, the timing of circuits.  The only reference to circuits in the lease related to their timing 

and further restrictions were being introduced.  However, exceptions would be made where pilots 

were required to carry out circuits to maintain their night currency.  The notes explaining noise 

sensitive areas (NSAs) were being expanded to clarify the situations that would allow pilots to fly 

in them.  There had been some success in the observation by pilots of the Biggin Hill and Tatsfield 

NSAs.  In addition, the northern departure routes from runway 03 were being reviewed.  Some 

work would also be required to be carried out on helicopter movements.        

 
7. Noise contours 

 

7.01 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. 

7.02 The contours are based on the average daily movements in the period and there had been 9 

movements during the late evening period (10-11pm), with a maximum of 2 movements in a 

single late evening period which occurred on three individual days.  There had been 18 

movements during the early morning period (6.30-7pm), with a maximum of 2 movements on one 

day.  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 were excluded. 

7.03 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 1.0 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 0.3 km2. 

7.04 This analysis indicated that the Airport had operated in accordance with the agreed Noise Action 

Plan. 

7.05 John High asked about the reason for the spike out to one side in the noise contours plan for 

daytime movements.  In reply the CEO said that it was caused by engine ground-running and 

indicated that the monitoring was so sensitive that if it took place even at idle outside hangars 510 

or 446 (where it is limited to 15 minutes or less) the sensors would pick up the noise.  That is why 

any engine ground-running for over 15minutes and above idle is required to be held on Charlie 

taxiway.    

 

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 second quarter of 2020 

had been emailed to members shortly before the meeting.  It showed that during the quarter there 

had been only 4,066 movements at the Airport compared with 11,329 in the same quarter of 2019 

(7,263 fewer).   

8.02 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 map that plotted the areas from which the complaints/comments had emanated.  

8.03 During his presentation of the report, Richard Parry mentioned that there had been a total of 56 

complaints including the automatically identified track deviations.  These complaints were 

received from 37 individuals.  Seven were noise complaints.  With one minor exception, 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 a Zoom meeting, had examined, discussed and evaluated each complaint in detail. 
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8.04 The report advised that, during the Covid-19 lockdown the Government and the CAA had 

permitted ‘pilot currency’, ie., flying proficiency flights to enable pilots to maintain their skills 

and licences.  The Return to the Skies initiative meant that there were a significant number of 

circuits taking place which involved manual and visual flying.  Consequently, there had been 

some minor infringements resulting in complaints.  Richard Parry thanked Martin Allen for 

drawing the CEO’s attention to an encroachment into an NSA which had originally been assessed 

to have been on the boundary of it.  The CEO advised that a letter about the breach was being sent 

to the pilot.  It was noted that no noise complaint was judged to have identified a genuine 

infringement and 13 Minor Infringement Warnings were issued for minor track violations.   

8.05 The report also advised that there had been 116 Safety Reports, of which 88 related to wildlife.  

Since the Airport was being used a lot less during the Covid-19 lockdown, animals had been 

appearing on it more frequently.  The analysis of these safety reports had not identified any 

particular concerning trends.  

8.06 Richard Parry’s report’s summary informed the Committee that, the 4,066 aircraft movements at 

Biggin Hill Airport.  The 4,066 movements involved a few, minor track infractions and no 

substantiated noise complaints. 

  

9. Planning issues 

 

9.01 Paul Mellor started by outlining the Government’s recent announcements.  It was noted that it was 

proposed, inter alia, that: 

o a planning policy paper was to be published later in July which will be setting out 

comprehensive amendments to the planning system to better support the growth of the 

economy and to release more land for housing 

o a wider range of commercial buildings will be able to be converted for use for residential 

without planning permission; 

o there was to be more flexibility in the types of commercial premises that will be able to be 

repurposed through the planning system; 

o developers will no longer need a normal planning application to demolish and rebuild 

residential and commercial properties if the sites are to be redeveloped for homes; 

o there will be new permitted development rights (PDRs) for temporary use of land; 

o there will also be new PD rights for owners of detached blocks of flats to be able to build 

an additional two storeys on top of their existing height (but not within 3 kms of an 

airport); 

o from I September the preceding new PD right would be extended to enable home-owners 

to build an additional two storeys on residential properties; 

o there had been no change to LBB’s Green Belt Policy and no loosening of Green Belt 

policy nationally.  However, the new PD rights referred to above could impact on the 

openness of green belts.   

9.02 So far as the London Plan was concerned, the Committee was informed that progress had stalled 

since the Secretary of State’s letter to the Mayor directing that some changes were required to be 

made.  On 24 April the Mayor had written to the Secretary of State suggesting that there should be 

meetings between the two teams to decide upon a publishable version of the Plan.  Nothing further 

had been heard since and the timeframe for the publication of the Plan was currently unknown. 

9.03 Paul Mellor advised that he was in regular contact with the officer dealing with the siting of the 

noise monitor to the north of the Airport.  The Airport had opted for the monitoring compound 

should be retained on its current site and the use of that site would be supported with noise 

evidence.  The case would be reported to a future meeting of the Planning Committee. 

9.04 Martin Allen asked whether the above information about the Government’s intentions had been 

sent to LBB or whether it had been discovered through research.  In reply Paul Mellor said that the 

Government has a website dealing with the London Plan.  Little information is received directly 
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from the Government.  LBB has its own policy team that carries our research and passes on 

information to the appropriate officers.  

9.05 Referring to paragraph 5.07 above, Deva Ponnoosami referred to a paper produced by the 

Government’s Planning Advisor and sent to local authorities on 2 April.  The paper said that local 

authorities should be more pragmatic in dealing with planning applications.  It was his perception 

that it would reduce the role of local authorities in planning.  Paul Mellor replied that it was a 

difficult question to answer at present in the absence of the planning policy paper.  Nevertheless, 

there was a clear trend towards the requirement for more flexibility and to provide ‘permission in 

principle’ for certain types of planning applications to ease routes by developers through the 

planning system.  He answered a further question from Deva Ponnoosami by advising that 

commercial properties were included in the intended changes to the use classes order to enable 

such redundant buildings to be converted or rebuilt for residential use.   

9.06 The Chairman asked whether there was anything in the proposals to promote the development of 

commercial premises to provide jobs.  Paul Mellor replied that there would also be flexibility for 

commercial properties to change their use, for instance from retail to office or cafes without the 

need for planning permission.  Permissions for new office and commercial properties would be 

able to be obtained more expeditiously and would enable demand to be met easier.  Certain 

premises that provide community value would be excluded.   

 

10. Community Relations 

 

10.01 Press cuttings - the press cuttings for the last quarter had been circulated with the agenda for the 

meeting.  

10.02 The Chairman commented that the cuttings were all from the aviation press which, he presumed, 

reflected the Covid-19 situation and the lack of personal contact with the local population.  He 

asked that CEO whether his presumption was correct.  David Winstanley agreed saying that, 

whilst Biggin Hill Airport was important to the local community, it did not have as great a 

regional or national profile as others such as Luton. 

 

11. Any other business 

 

11.01 Light aviation - David Pinchin asked whether it was still the case that only licensing or 

maintenance flights were permitted.  Anoop Bamrah said that there had been a cautious reversion 

to the normal situation in line with the Government’s and the CAA’s regulations.  He outlined 

how the clubs and schools were complying with the need for hygiene and other precautions.  

11.2  The Chairman added that private owners were able to recommence flying on a solo basis or in 

compliance with social distancing rules.   

 

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, 15 October 2020; 

o Thursday, 21 January 2021 (following the Annual General Meeting).  

 

 

           

 

 

 

The meeting closed at 4.15pm. 
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 LONDON BIGGIN HILL AIRPORT 

 A11103-N13-DR 

 09 July 2020 

 NOISE CONTOURS – 2020 Q2 

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 Q2 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 April to 30th June. 
There were 9 movements during the Late Evening period (22:00-23:00), with a maximum of 2 
movements in a single Late Evening period, which occurred on three individual days. There were 
18 movements during the Early Morning period (06:30-07:00), with a maximum of 2 movements 
in a single Early Morning period, which occurred on 22nd May. 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 a validation exercise which compared the measured results at the Airport’s noise 
monitors in 2019 with predicted levels for individual aircraft movements. 

The 2020 Q2 contours are shown in the attached Figures A11103-N13-01 to A11103-N13-03 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 Q2 
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 Q2 contour was less at 1.0 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 Q2 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 Q2 contour was less at 0.3 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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