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BIGGIN HILL AIRPORT CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 

Minutes of meeting held on Thursday, 15 October 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: 

Deputy Chairman (in the chair) 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 

Private Owners Mr John High  

Sevenoaks District Council Councillor Roderick Hogarth 

London Borough of Croydon Councillor Toni Letts 

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 informed members that the Chairman, John Bowden, had been readmitted to hospital.  

The Committee asked that their best wishes for his speedy and complete recovery be recorded.  

1.02 The Deputy Chairman welcomed members to the meeting and particularly Councillor Arthur who 

had recently been appointed as an LBB representative.  Although he had been present at the previous 

meeting, his attendance had not been noticed at the start of the meeting and he had not, therefore, 

been welcomed on that occasion.  

 

2. Membership 

 

2.01   The Committee noted that there had been no changes of membership since the last meeting.  

  

3. Apologies for absence 

 

3.01 In addition to the apologies for absence from the Chairman, John Bowden, they were also received 

from Anoop Bamrah (Flying Clubs and Schools) and Councillor Becky Rush (Surrey County 

Council).   

 

4.  Minutes of the previous meeting held on 16 July 2020 

 

4.01 The minutes of the meeting had been previously been circulated to members.  As they had approved 

them as a correct record it was agreed that the Chairman would sign them at the earliest opportunity. 

 

5. Matters arising from the minutes 

 

5.01 There were no matters arising from the minutes of the last meeting that would not be dealt with 

during the consideration of the agenda for this meeting. 
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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 third quarter (July to September 

 2020).   

6.02 WingX data - the CEO apologised that the WingX data on aviation activity in all countries in Europe 

and globally was not available when the report was produced.  He suggested that the Committee’s 

meetings should be put back a week until the fourth Thursday when the data would be more likely to 

be available (see minute 12 below).   

6.03 Global activity - the report advised members that, as in previous quarters, the third quarter of this 

calendar year had been dominated by Covid-19 and its wider impact on the aviation industry.  There 

had, of course, been a dramatic reduction in overall movements in both the previous quarters and 

aviation analysts were suggesting that it would be 2024 before scheduled aircraft traffic levels would 

return to pre-Covid levels.   

6.04 During the CEO’s presentation of the data, the Committee was informed that, during the quarter, 

some momentum had been lost on movements in the United States of America (where a lot of 

internal activity had been keeping the market buoyant) and it was now operating at 80% of normal 

activity.  So far as the Middle East was concerned, there was a mixed picture and, whilst there had 

been a contraction in Saudi Arabia, activity in some other parts was increasing.  In Africa activity 

was still depressed whilst in Latin America movement activity was even worse.        

6.05 Month-by-month figures showed that there had been a peak in August with 25k more business 

aviation movements over July, a 4.4% increase.  Compared with 2019, in August there had been a 

68k reduction in business aviation movements compared with the same month in 2019, a 17% 

reduction.  Overall, there had been a 28% fall in movements in the year to date.           

6.06 Market conditions across Europe – the CEO advised that the data showed that activity had increased 

since the last meeting because of it having been the summer period and following the opening up of 

economies from lockdowns and the other measures implemented to combat the spread of Covid-19.      

6.07 Biggin Hill movement summary - despite the bleak projections for the scheduled aviation sector, 

there had been signs of recovery at Biggin Hill Airport with traffic levels picking up throughout the 

three months.  Overall movement levels in the quarter were well down on the same period in 2019 

but surprisingly, this included the Airport’s best August performance of all time.  Although activity 

levels in the quarter improved by 9%, this activity involved smaller aircraft and particularly excluded 

the lucrative transatlantic traffic.  This was having a significant deleterious effect on the Airport’s 

economic situation.  In total in 2020 to date movements at the Airport were about 22k against around 

32k last year.  This represented a reduction of 13% but the rest of the London market was down 37%.  

At the end of last year overall movements were approximately 39k and it was clear that this sort of 

level will not be achieved in 2020.   

6.08 The differences (outlined in paragraph below) between the nature of scheduled aviation where the 

public mass together and the safer business aviation had been evidenced during the Covid-19 crisis.  

There were indications that corporate travellers were moving from scheduled to business aviation and 

the Airport had secured several new customers.  Nevertheless, the economic challenges remained and 

the pressure on the aviation industry generally continued to be immense.  

6.09 Clarity of messaging, active marketing and prudent cost control measures, had helped the Airport to 

minimise the adverse economic effects of the current crisis.  The Airport was still forecasting an 

outturn well below budget for the year end.  However, overall performance remained above earlier 

projections.  
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6.10 The following schedule that summarised the operational movements during the third quarter of 

 2020 was included in the report: 
 Club 

Circuit 

Club 

Other 

Private 

Owner 

Heritage ATM 

Schld. 

ATM 

Charter 

Corp. 

Jet 

Corp. 

Twin 

Helis. Military Total 

July 152 394 990 422 0 1,303 291 9 303 15 3,879 

August  45 459 680 633 0 1,491 271 43 263 0 3,885 

September  81  527  734  747  0  1,051  354  40  301  0  3,835  

Total  278  1,380  2,404  1802  0  3,845  916  92  867  15  11,599  

Change  69  -205  -119  -345  0  525  -243  -5  -322  -35  -680  

Year to Date  815  2,116  5,010  1,902  0  7,751  2,381  244  1,909  48  22,176  

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

Circuit 

Club 

Other 

Private 

Owner 

Heritage ATM 

Schld  

ATM 

Charter 

Corp. 

Jet 

Corp. 

Twin 

Helis. Military Total 

July  48  586  912  684  0  1,254  449  37  421  17  4,408  

August  111  547  860  734  0  1,024  289  41  352  26  3,984  

September 50  452  751  729  0  1,042  421  19  416  7  3,887  

Total  209  1,585  2,523  2147  0  3,320  1,159  97  1,189  50  12,279  

Year to Date 1,842  4,092  10,810  0  0  8,299  3,200  259  3,093  177  31,772  

6.12 Covid-19 - the report advised that the unpredictable nature of the Covid-19 crisis and the variation in 

regional approaches and lock down measures, were making the business environment extremely 

challenging.  Business aviation was not subject to any exemptions and the Airport continued to 

follow Government guidance and amend its Covid-19 Health Action Plan in reaction to changing 

policies, procedures and practices.  The priority throughout this quarter had been to place people 

before profit and ‘Protect the Business, Protect Jobs and Protect each other’.  The Airport’s key 

initiatives, Return to the Skies and Contactless Travel, had highlighted the distinct advantages of 

business aviation travel which takes place in a safe, secure and contactless manner.   

6.13 The Airport had remained open throughout the crisis, as part of the national transport infrastructure, 

operating a full range of business flights.  It was following all quarantine restrictions regarding entry 

into the country.  The imposition of lock down restrictions through a 3-tier system was presenting 

challenges in complying with national policies regarding aviation travel as well as local procedures.   

6.14 The CEO added that Heathrow and Gatwick airports were trialling Covid-19 testing both prior to 

departure when a negative test allows the passenger to travel and on return any passenger who tests 

negative would be exempted from quarantine.  

6.15 UK aviation policy and Biggin Hill Airport (LBHA)   

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

had largely been abated during the Covid-19 crisis.  Some activity was still being undertaken but only 

by personnel directly employed on essential Covid-19 support activities.   

6.16 Aviation Strategy 2050 Green Paper - work the Green Paper was also in abeyance during the Covid-

19 crisis.  

6.17 Airport facilities  

03 GPS approach - it was noted that, having completed all necessary safety case assessments and 

submitted all required documentation, the Airport was awaiting formal approval from the Civil 

Aviation Authority (CAA).  The implementation of the revised approach was dependent upon the 

CAA’s ability to provide sufficient resources.  The Government had decided that the CAA’s priority 

should be given to light general aviation airports that do not have any form of instrument approach.  

Because the revised approach was a sensitive issue in areas such as Petts Wood, Woldingham and 

Farnborough the Airport was doing everything it could to expedite its implementation.   

6.18 Runway/Taxiway works - the Airport continued to review the issues identified in the condition survey 

undertaken across all operating areas.  Subject to any planning considerations, it was looking to 

complete necessary repairs whilst traffic movements were lower than normal.   

6.19 Instrument Landing System (ILS), runway 21 - the CEO advised that the replacement of the ILS had 

been delayed until the spring of next year.  This was to ensure that, taking into account the delay in 
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implementing the 03 GPS approach, the Airport continued to have a stable instrument approach 

through the winter months.  

6.20 Tenants and businesses at Biggin Hill - the Airport continued to work tirelessly to support key 

Airport partners.  The CEO said that BHAL welcomed the return of light aviation activity.  

6.21 The Airport was persevering with its support of key tenants and partners with its range of initiatives 

regarding rent holidays and other financial assistance packages.  Businesses had also been 

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

6.22 Economic Development/LoCATE@BigginHill  

 Hangar development - the development was proceeding on time and on budget and, currently, the 

project was still targeted for completion in April 2022.  Most of the steel fabric was completed and 

the roof and external cladding had started to be installed.  The CEO anticipated that the building 

would be watertight by towards the end of November.     

6.23 College Update - the Airport was continuing to liaise with London South East Colleges (LSEC) 

regarding construction of the long-awaited Aerospace Technical college.  The CEO added that the 

project was important for the future of the Airport as it was necessary for it to be able to develop 

apprentices and he was hopeful of receiving a positive update in the next two weeks.  In response to a 

question from Deva Ponnoosami, the CEO said that LSEC was about to carry out an assessment of 

the impact of Covid-19 on progress of the plans for the project.    

6.24 Airport Hotel - the development of the Airport Hotel was proceeding at pace and, notwithstanding 

some planning alignment with the College, it was hoped that work would be starting on site around 

the last quarter of this year or in the first of next.  This would allow its completion to be aligned with 

the opening of the Bombardier hangar in April 2022. 

6.25 West Camp Development – it was noted that the Airport had commenced talks with Pentridge, 

English Heritage and LBB regarding the potential for redevelopment of elements of West Camp.  It 

was hoped that this would provide the opportunity to progress the work that Pentridge and Bernie 

Ecclestone had started with the refurbishment of the station headquarters, officer aircrew, selection 

services and other buildings.    

6.26 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.  No members of staff had been made redundant and staff members 

were no longer being furloughed.  Approximately 40 % of the Airport’s staff complement had been 

furloughed and such members of staff had received full pay.      

6.27 Environment – as mentioned in minute 7 below, the latest noise contours were attached to the CEO’s 

report (see minute 7 below).   

6.28 The CEO also informed that the Committee that the Airport’s Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) 

programme was continuing to be progressed.  A new website would shortly be launched which would 

separate the programme into the Airport’s business, people, environment and community issues.  It 

was intended that it will include video links to staff throughout the Airport working on aspects of 

those areas.  It was also proposed to endeavour to make progress with environmental impact 

initiatives.  These would include the Airport becoming plastic-free, re-cycling and alternative means 

of power, especially solar power.  Tentative talks had begun with Air BP about sustainable fuels.  

Tangible targets were being developed to be included on the website.    

6.29 Councillor Letts congratulated the CEO on his comprehensive report and the Airport’s performance.  

In answer to a question from her relating to paragraph 6.21 and 6.22 above, the CEO advised that the 

Airport had engaged with tenants at an early stage.  Some support had been provided by the Airport 

to tenants that had direct tenancy agreements from BHAL.  They continued to pay their rents and 

were being allowed to draw own their deposits to preserve their cash flow.  They were also being 

encouraged to obtain rent relief from LBB.  By staying open, the Airport had benefited companies 

including Bombardier to increase their market share.  The CEO advised that some companies had 

furloughed staff and had other staff working from home.  He was not aware of whether tenants had 
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needed to make staff redundant and summarised his answer to Councillor Letts question by saying 

that the general message was that the businesses had survived well.   

 
7. Noise contours 

 

7.01 The quarterly report produced by Bickerdike Allen Partners LLP (BAP) about the noise contour 

maps that were attached to the CEO’s report had been previously circulated.   

7.02 The CEO’s report summarised the BAP report by saying that, as usual, all noise levels remained well 

within the agreed limits set out in the Airport’s Noise Action Plan.  The CEO added that it was 

important that the local community was aware that movement activity was being closely monitored, 

particularly the early morning and late evening periods.   

7.03 It was noted that, for the daytime and early morning periods both contour areas were well within the 

areas prescribed.  The BAP report advised that there had been 26 movements during the late evening 

period (10 - 11pm), with a maximum of 3 movements in a single late evening period which occurred 

on two individual days.  There had been 47 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.   

7.04 The noise contour maps were based on the average daily movements in the period and 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 significantly less at 0.2 km2.   

7.05 For the late evening period reasonable endeavours were to be used to keep the contour area no more 

than 1.3 km2.  The area for this contour was less at 0.2 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 lower at 0.6 km2. 

7.06 The CEO added that movements by military aircraft had been excluded from the report and that he 

intended to ask BAP to include such movements in the reports in future to prevent challenge on the 

basis of the lack of transparency by the Airport.    Action:  CEO  

 

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 third quarter of 2020 had 

been emailed to members shortly before the meeting.  It showed that during the three months there 

had been 11,599 movements at the Airport compared with 12,279 in the same quarter of 2019, only 

680 fewer.  It was noted that there had been 226 complaints.  

8.02 In addition to the report referred to in the preceding paragraph the following had also been emailed: 

o the report of Richard Parry, the Chairman of the Sub-Committee; 

o a paper providing outline information about the 226 complaints and, where they had been also 

referred to the Airport’s Safety and Noise Abatement Review Board (SANARB), a summary 

of the Board’s findings and its decisions; 

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

8.03 Richard Parry’s report advised that 13 of the complaints related to noise and 49 alleged track 

deviations.  17 complainants alleged low flying.  One individual had submitted 48 complaints of 

which none were substantiated.  It was noted that 27 incidents were referred to SANARB, 20 of these 

via the Automatic Track Violation Detection system.  

8.04 The report also informed members that, during the Covid-19 lockdown, pilots were permitted to 

undertake Pilot Currency, ie. Flying Proficiency, flights to enable them to maintain their skills and 

licences.  A few of these check flights were the subject of complaints and Richard Parry advised that 

the Airport had now imposed a limit on their number and they were now not allowed to take place 

before 9am.  

8.05 Richard Parry, in his presentation, advised that all of the complaints had, as usual, been dealt with 

effectively and swiftly by the Airport, apart from one or two which, due a to a glitch in the system, 
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were not and for which appropriate apologies had been made.  None of the noise complaints involved 

genuine infringements and SANARB had issued 22 Minor Infringement Warnings for minor track 

violations.  The remaining 5 incidents were still being investigated.   

8.06 There were 117 Safety Reports, of which 42 were Mandatory Occurrence Reports which, as required, 

were submitted to the CAA.  Many of the Mandatory reports identified aircraft unserviceability.  The 

Airport had experienced an increase in the number of drone flights and the malicious use of lasers.  

Despite police investigations, to date those responsible for these incidents had not been identified.  

The Airport’s Safety Team would be instigating a series of initiatives to publicise the danger of such 

incursions and the potential consequences.  The Airport’s Air Traffic Control had received its annual 

inspection by the CAA.  The Airport was pleased by the contents of the resulting CAA Findings 

report which contained only one suggestion for improvement.  It was noted that the inspection, 

unusually and due to the Covid-19 epidemic, had taken place remotely.    

8.07 When concluding his presentation of his report, Richard Parry thanked Councillor Allen for being a 

critical friend of the Airport and for raising a number of issues including possible faults with 

Webtrak.   

8.08 When the CEO had introduced the presentation of his report (minute 6 above), he advised that he 

would be mentioning some noise abatement initiatives he was currently working on with Matthew 

Amer, LBB’s Airport Monitoring Officer, partly in response to the matters raised by Councillor 

Allen.  These initiatives were in relation to the following: 

o The level of constructive oversight and scrutiny had been significantly increased by LBB 

through Matthew Amer and had given rise to a number of areas where improvements could 

be made particularly in its communications with local residents. 

o A trial was shortly to be carried out with Councillor Allen to measure the error between 

observations on the ground compared with the Webtrak measurement and to see if residents 

can understand it.  The Airport would be working with Tatsfield on that because it had been 

proactive in this area.  If it is successful it would be used in other areas around the Airport. 

o At least three tracks had been identified that were not being picked up by Webtrak probably 

because they are at the extreme limit of the radar source it uses. 

o The difference between pilots entering a noise sensitive area (NSA) and merely skimming its 

margin.  Particularly at weekends spitfires were prone to skim the edge of the Tatsfield 

NSA, probably because the Heritage Hangar uses guest pilots at weekends.  The Airport was 

engaging with the Heritage Hangar on the issue and the CEO asked Councillor Pinchin and 

Councillor Allen to monitor the situation. 

o Work was also being carried out with LBB on ways of informing visiting pilots of the 

Airport’s flying regulations.  One idea raised at SANARB was to have an on-line noise 

abatement procedure for visiting pilots.   

o Efforts were being made to ensure that the information provided in the Aeronautical 

Information Publication (AIP) is clear and simple and points pilots to the correct 

information. 

o A request had been submitted to Webtrak for the lag time difference between a flight being 

flown and the time in which a resident can submit an observation or a complaint to be 

reduced to 25 minutes. 

8.09 Councillor Allen said that he continued to be disappointed with the number of infringements of the 

NSA of which there had been 29 in the quarter.  Some time ago that number had been 28 so no 

progress had been made.  Tatsfield had requested that pilots be required to fly 3 miles before turning 

but the Airport had decided that this cannot happen.  He said that infringements are not minor and 

involve planes flying over the village.  He referred to a large plane that had flown over Tatsfield 

despite the pilot having apparently been told not to and to the Airport identifying more flights that the 

village had not identified.  He said that something, possibly Webtrack, was not working properly and 

to the Airport losing its credibility.     
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8.10 The CEO responded that he and Councillor Allen disagreed over some of the issues.  Despite what 

Councillor Allen said, there was a difference between a pilot skimming the edge of the NSA (which 

was not a breach) and a blatant overflying of the village.  If there is any doubt about whether an 

incident was a near miss or a skirting infringement, it was, unlike in the past, now added to the 

infringement data.  However, if a plane was skirting an NSA it is not breaching the Airport’s 

procedures.  He said that that the NSA is not a no-fly zone and was only to be avoided if it was safe 

to do so.  Pilots must be able to divert to avoid a danger and to keep their aircraft safe.  If a pilot was 

deemed to have blatantly breached the guidance on the NSA they would receive a warning letter.  If 

the same pilot committed a further similar breach the pilot could be banned from using the Airport 

and pilots have been so banned.  David Winstanley referred to having investigated the possibility of 

having a buffer area to on the edge of the NSA to the south of Tatsfield to move pilots further away 

from the village.  However, the likelihood was that pilots would not be flying if there were buffer 

areas and he added that there needed to be a balance.   He supported Councillor Allen’s comments 

although, he said, the two of them do not agree on all of the interpretation of the data.  He undertook 

to carry out the trial referred to in paragraph 8.08 above which would remove any ambiguity about 

what constituted a breach and the Airport would continue to work to find a resolution to the problem.  

Richard Parry said that there had been over 11,500 movements in the quarter and at the most, fewer 

than 50 tracking infringements and most of those were on the very edge of the NSA so real 

encroachments were rare.     

8.08 Councillor Allen said that he would be pleased to work with the CEO to find a solution and 

suggested that the paper that provided outline information about complaints should say whether an 

encroachment into the NSA was for safety reasons.  In all the time he had been raising the issue, no 

second warning had been referred to in the report nor whether a minor infringement warning had 

previously been issued to the same pilot.  He added that Tatsfield had worked with the CEO on a 

departure profile.  He said that for the credibility of the people of the village it needed to clear that 

advancements were being made.     

8.09 The CEO responded that, subject to it not being a breach of data protection regulations, he would 

arrange for the report to include the sort of information requested by Councillor Allen.   

Action:  CEO 

Whilst thanking the CEO, Councillor Allen said that it needed to be seen that were moving towards 

using the route agreed or even further away from Tatsfield and he referred to spitfires.  He added that 

spitfire pilots were subject to the same scrutiny as any other pilot and that there was no favouritism.   

8.10 Under any other business Councillor Pinchin thanked the CEO and Councillor Allen for their efforts 

on behalf of Tatsfield residents.  He mentioned that he had previously asked why pilots should not be 

required to turn left after 3 nautical miles rather than 2.  If this was to be implemented there would 

not be an issue about whether an aircraft was just in or just outside the NSA because they would be 

well away from the village.  John Willis said that some time ago there was an experiment with 3 

miles and Gatwick and Redhill airports and had not approved.  Two miles works if every pilot 

complied with the correct procedure but 3 miles created real difficulties and would take pilots very 

close to Gatwick’s zone.  John High indicated said that he would have made the same points.  The 

CEO agreed and said that Biggin Hill’s airspace was complicated to the south.  He said that the aim 

was to encourage pilots to keep on a westerly direction longer to stop them turning left earlier.  If 

they keep on that track for 2 miles from the Airport’s boundary and fly over Park Wood golf course 

and do not cut the corner there should no longer be any near misses.  The flagrant infringements 

would then be more obvious and the Airport could then take stringent action against them.               

8.11 Councillor Letts said that she was concerned that one person had made 48 complaints, none of which 

were valid.  She commented that the Airport had been in existence for over 100 years so residents 

would have known it was there when they moved to the area.  She asked about the cost to the Airport 

of dealing with these complaints and suggested that some of this expenditure could have been used to 

benefit the community.  Richard Parry said that it was not the first time that this person had submitted 

multiple complaints.  There were a number of individuals who sometimes submit a lot of complaints 
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most of which have no substance.  The Sub-Committee had decided to ask the CEO to write to the 

complainant to request that he be more reasonable in submitting complaints and warn him that, if the 

situation does not improve, he would be regarded as a vexatious complainant and that any further 

complaints from him would merely be noted.  Dealing with so many unsubstantiated complaints was 

a waste of staff time and distracts them from their valuable work.  The CEO advised that normally all 

complaints are dealt with on the assumption that they are legitimate.  The Airport was required, under 

the lease, to be a good neighbour.  All complaints were fully investigated by the Airport’s tracking 

officer before being reviewed by the Senior Air Traffic Control Officer.  It was then considered by 

the CEO.  If the movement breached the Airport’s procedures he would refer it to SANARB which is 

constituted of 7 or 8 experts.  All complaints were considered very seriously.  Complainants are 

deemed to be vexatious if they were made in a rude and/or disrespectful way.  In that case the 

complaint would be responded to but would include a comment about the need for respect.  If 

someone persisted in submitting a large volume of trivial complaints then they would be treated in 

the way outlined by Richard Parry above.  The responses to all complainants are always respectful.    

  

9. Planning issues 

 

9.01 Paul Mellor reported that the Planning for the Future consultation document had been published by 

the Treasury and that the closing date for responses was 29 October.  He advised that, as outlined at 

the last meeting,  under the proposed new system, local authorities would have to produce, within 30 

months, stripped back local plans zoning all land in their areas for ‘growth’, ‘renewal’ or 

‘protection’.  The proposed changes were outlined and it was particularly noted that,  whilst Biggin 

Hill Airport was in the Green Belt where most of the land would be considered to be protected, it was 

possible that the Airport itself would be zoned as a renewal area.  In his opinion, this would be in line 

with the current Local Plan which is supportive of the Airport as a hub for aviation and related high-

tech industry.  There was no reason to suggest that the Government would not introduce the changes. 

9.02 Whilst the new local plans would be more powerful in that they would convey outline planning 

permission in principle, developers would still have to secure approval for reserved matters and 

details in accordance with local design codes.  Section 106 legal agreements were to be scrapped and 

the community infrastructure levy would be replaced with a nationally set levy on all development 

value.  It will be paid at the time of occupation.   

9.03 Referring to paragraph 9.01 of the minutes of the last meeting, Paul Mellor advised that some of the 

permitted development rights had been introduced from August and September.    

9.04 Other reforms include: 

o the introduction of top-down housing targets; 

o a more digitised planning service including public involvement and standardisation of how 

plans are produced and displayed on websites. 

9.05 It was noted that since the last meeting progress on the production of the London Plan appeared to 

have stalled since the objections from the Secretary of State.  This stalling was also likely to be due 

to the Planning for the Future consultation referred to above which if implemented would be likely 

to require changes to key sections of the Plan. 

9.06 Paul Mellor also reported that the LBB’s environmental health officers had requested further 

information from the Airport about the noise monitoring compound on the north side of the Airport 

before it could be submitted to a committee meeting.   

9.07 Deva Ponnoosami asked whether it would be correct to say that the Planning for the Future 

proposals would diminish the role of local authorities in the planning process.  In reply, Paul Mellor 

said that the local planning authority would have to provide quite a detailed local plan about which 

areas would be placed in each of the types of zones referred to in paragraph 9.01 above.  They would 

also have to provide their own design codes.  Whilst sites zoned for development would have 

permission in principle they will still need to have a full assessment and consideration of the detail by 

the planning authority.  However, there will be a slight diminution of the authority as they would no 
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longer have the scope for refusing an application for development in a growth area.  Deva 

Ponnoosami thanked Paul Mellor for this information and said that he understood that the 

Government saw the need for the changes because of the time that local authorities were taking to 

process applications.  Councillor Allen advised that an initial reaction at Tandridge Council to the 

Government’s proposals was that there would probably be less need for as many planning 

development officers and more enforcement officers.  This was because they would give developers a 

lot of freedom and unchecked freedom could be damaging.  In response to Deva Ponnoosami’s 

comments about the time taken to deal with planning applications Councillor Allen sad that one of 

the problems with the Government’s ambition to increase the stock of housing was that there were 

many sites with planning permission for development which were not being implemented.  However, 

that had been barely mentioned by the Government.    

9.08 Councillor Hogarth asked whether there would be likely to be any growth areas within close 

proximity of the Airport.  Paul Mellor replied that he thought that it would be unlikely.  Airfields will 

have a 3km zone around them excluding the permitted development rights to enable buildings to be 

extended upwards or demolished and rebuilt to a greater height.  Most of the land within 3km of the 

Airport was in the green belt and would be in the protected zone.  He could not think of any sites that 

would be allocated for growth although there may be some that could be allocated for renewal.  

Councillor Hogarth said that perhaps the Committee’s representatives of the other local planning 

authorities surrounding the Airport should have a monitoring role to ensure that no site would be 

zoned for growth if it could have a future impact on the Airport.  The Chairman replied that he was 

sure that the Airport would be grateful for such monitoring and the CEO indicated that he would be 

in favour of such action.   

 

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 80th anniversary of the Battle of Britain may be one of the reasons 

for the number of spitfire movements.  He added that there was a lot of positive information about the 

Airport in the cuttings.   

 

11. Any other business 

 

11.01 RAF Northolt - referring to paragraph 6.21 of the minutes of the meeting held on 16 July 2020, and 

Deva Ponnoosami asked a question from about BHAL’s concerns relating to the use of RAF Northolt 

for civilian flights in unfair competition with private airports and the large amounts of public money 

that was being spent to upgrade that airfield.   

11.02 The CEO apologised that he had not covered this matter in his report.  He said that it continued to 

rankle with BHAL that a significant amount of taxpayer’s money was being expended to help 

Northolt to compete with Biggin Hill Airport.  Northolt had advertised with a view to receiving 

applications for appointment of a third party to run the civilian flights operation and there were still 

outstanding issues.  However,  since the Committee’s last meeting and following BHAL 

commissioning a report to look at how the CAA regulates a military airport operating civilian flights, 

BHAL had received formal notification that Northolt Airport had been de-notified from the UK AIP.  

This meant that it would be more difficult for civilian pilots to plan to operate from Northolt because 

it does not meet the same safety regulations with which Biggin Hill had to comply.  So, to a certain 

extent this would reduce its unfair advantage over private airports such as Biggin Hill.  What had not 

been addressed was the amount of public money that had been provided.  BHAL now needed to 

assess the impact it would have on Northolt’s market share.  In answer to Deva Ponnoosami’s further 

comment the CEO referred to some military exemptions having been withdrawn some years 

previously.  He advised that Northolt still has several military exemptions which are understandable 
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for military aircraft using it.  However, if civilian aircraft are using a military airport they should 

operate under CAA regulations.      

 

12. Dates of next meetings  

 

12.01 The Committee was reminded that it had previously been agreed that the next meeting would be held 

at 3pm on Thursday, 21 January 2021 following the Annual General Meeting.  

12.02 Referring to paragraph 6.02 above, the agenda set out suggested dates for the other meetings to be 

held in 2021.  The CEO and Secretary were asked to reconsider the dates and provide them to 

members in due course.      Action:  CEO/Secretary 

12.03  NB.  It was subsequently agreed that next year’s meetings would be held at 3pm on the following 

dates: 

o Thursday, 28 January 2021; 

o  Thursday, 29 April 2021; 

o Thursday, 29 July 2021; 

o Thursday, 28 October 2021. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The meeting closed at 4.20pm. 
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 LONDON BIGGIN HILL AIRPORT 

 A11103-N15-DR 

 08 October 2020 

 NOISE CONTOURS – 2020 Q3 

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 Q3 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 July to 30th September. 
There were 26 movements during the Late Evening period (22:00-23:00), with a maximum of 3 
movements in a single Late Evening period, which occurred on two individual days. There were 
47 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 three 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 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 Q3 contours are shown in the attached Figures A11103-N15-01 to A11103-N15-03 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 Q3 
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 Q3 contour was less at 1.9 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 Q3 contour was less at 0.2 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 Q3 contour was less at 0.6 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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Town

Date & Time of 

complaints relates 

to

Noise 

abatement 

violation

No of 

Specific 

flights in 

message

Action to 

reporter
Event Explanation

SANARB Outcome 

(warning/fine/ban)

Petts Wood Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 02.07.20  12:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 03.07.20  16:10 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Farnborough 04.07.20  16:49 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 10.07.20  10:30 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 16.07.20  14:32 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 16.07.20  14:46 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Dover 06.07.20  10:18 No 1 Letter Not Biggin Hill

Orpington 06.07.20  14:20 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Bracknell 09.07.20  17:40 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Ash 12.07.20  09:30 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Woldingham 12.07.20  17:00 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 14.07.20  06:40 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 14.07.20  11:37 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 14.07.20  15:33 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 15.07.20  16:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 16.07.20  12:43 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 16.07.20  20:34 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 16.07.20  20:58 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 21.07.20  14:33 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood Multiple No 48 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 15.07.20  14:33 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 16.07.20  20:48 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 17.07.20  19:08 N/A 1 Letter Aircraft not found

Orpington 17.07.20  19:08 N/A 1 Letter Not Biggin Hill

Noisy/Low flying

Noisy/Low flying

Noisy/Low flying

Noisy/Low flying

Noisy/Low flying

48 complaints to move flight path

Noisy 

Noisy/Low flying

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy/Low flying

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Spitfire

Off track/Low flying

Low flying

Spitfire

Off track

Increase in flights

Noisy/Low flying

Off track

London Biggin Hill Airport Quarterly Complaints Report: Q3 2020

Main Complaint

Increase in flights

Noisy/Low flying



Orpington 22.07.20  11:29 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Biggin Hill Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 16.07.20  12:20 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 16.07.20  21:00 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 16.07.20  21:10 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 17.07.20  09:10 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 16.07.20  20:45 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Keston 16.07.20  20:48 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Woldingham 16.07.20  21:00 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 16.07.20  21:00 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 16.07.20  21:10 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 16.07.20  21:10 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 17.07.20  13:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 17.07.20  13:22 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 20.07.20  17:22 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Offham 17.07.20  13:15 N/A 1 Letter Not Biggin Hill

Petts Wood 19.07.20  10:30 No 3 Letter Compliant flight/s

Halstead 20.07.20  11:45 No 3 Letter
2 x Compliant flights    1 

x Not Biggin Hill

Orpington 20.07.20  22:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 21.07.20  00:45 N/A 1 Letter Not Biggin Hill

Bromley 21.07.20  00:46 N/A 1 Letter Not Biggin Hill

Orpington 22.07.20  17:52 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 23.07.20  08:47 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Farnborough 31.07.20  13:38 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 01.08.20  09:02 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 01.08.20  11:13 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Off track

Off track

Noisy

Off track

Large aircraft

Increase in flights

Off track

Off track

Low flying

Noisy

Off track

Low flying

Noisy

Out of hours

Out of hours

Increase in flights

Large aircraft

Large aircraft

Large aircraft

Noisy

Large aircraft

Low flying

Noisy/Low flying

Noisy/Low flying

Low flying

Large aircraft

Increase in flights

Increase in flights

Noisy



Petts Wood 23.07.20  13:02 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 23.07.20  13:44 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Biggin Hill 23.07.20  15:13 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

West Wickham 24.07.20  10:40 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 24.07.20  13:30 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 24.07.20  12:12 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 24.07.20  13:41 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Tatsfield 28.07.20  12:44 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 31.07.20  10:36 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Tatsfield 01.08.20  10:33 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 01.08.20  17:51 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 01.08.20  17:52 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Bromley 24.07.20  22:42 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Bromley 25.07.20  08:55 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Downe 26.07.20  16:50 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 27.07.20  17:43 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

East Dean 29.07.20  17:00 N/A 1 Letter Not Biggin Hill

Petts Wood Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 30.07.20  18:00 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Woldingham 30.07.20  18:03 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Downe 30.07.20  18:08 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Downe 30.07.20  13:40 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 01.08.20  09:41 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 02.08.20  09:00 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Biggin Hill 01.08.20  16:34 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 02.08.20  12:36 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 03.08.20  16:36 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood Multiple No 3 Letter Compliant flight/s

Off track

Off track

Increase in flights

Noisy/Late

Off track/Low flying

Low flying

Noisy

Spitfire

Increase in flights

Off track

Off track

Noisy/Low flying

Noisy/Low flying

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Off track

Off track

Noisy

Low flying

RAF flight

RAF flight

RAF flight

Noisy/Large aircraft

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy/Large aircraft

Noisy/Large aircraft

3 x Off track



Biggin Hill 03.08.20  12:00 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Petts Wood 06.08.20  22:37 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Petts Wood 07.08.20  12:30 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Bromley 07.08.20  13:00 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 08.08.20  11:53 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 08.08.20  15:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 08.08.20  15:39 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 11.08.20  16:29 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 08.08.20  15:38 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Wadhurst 11.08.20  11:40 N/A 1 Letter Not Biggin Hill

Tatsfield 10.08.20  13:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 13.08.20  12:44 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Tatsfield 18.08.20  10:06 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 18.08.20  15:26 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 22.08.20  11:16 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Sevenoaks 11.08.20  14:25 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 12.08.20  07:57 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Farnborough 12.08.20  07:06 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 14.08.20  16:19 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 14.08.20  16:54 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 14.08.20  15:24 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 15.08.20  09:27 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 15.08.20  11:16 No 4 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 16.08.20  14:00 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 16.08.20  14:09 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 16.08.20  17:43 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 16.08.20  18:18 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 17.08.20  07:10 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 17.08.20  08:24 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/sNoisy

Off track

Off track/Low flying

Large aircraft/Late

Off track

Off track

Off track

Noisy/Low flying

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Circling light aircraft

Off track

Off track/Low flying

Off track

Noisy

Low flying

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy



Sevenoaks 18.08.20  06:54 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 18.08.20  06:56 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 20.08.20  12:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 21.08.20  22:22 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Biggin Hill 23.08.20  09:00 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Biggin Hill 23.08.20  09:45 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Orpington 25.08.20  09:33 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 25.08.20  15:18 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 25.08.20  15:20 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 25.08.20  15:20 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Chislehurst Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Biggin Hill Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Downe 29.08.20  11:10 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks 29.08.20  14:40 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks Not time specific No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Sevenoaks Not time specific No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Keston 30.08.20  12:27 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 31.08.20  17:08 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Tatsfield 01.09.20  11:47 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 12.09.20  10:11 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 13.09.20  09:20 Yes 1 Letter SANARB TBC

Tatsfield 15.09.20  09:17 Yes 1 Letter SANARB TBC

Tatsfield 15.09.20  13:25 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Orpington 03.09.20  18:43 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Box Hill 04.09.20  09:32 N/A 1 Letter Not Biggin Hill

Orpington 11.09.20  07:32 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 12.09.20  16:09 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Biggin Hill Multiple Yes 7 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Biggin Hill Multiple Yes 3 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Out of hours

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Noisy/Low flying

Low flying

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Noisy

Frequency/Noisy/Low flying

Increase in flights

Spitfire

Frequency  

Frequency

Frequency

Noisy/Low flying



Chelsham Not time specific No 0 Letter Compliant flight/s

Keston 20.09.20  16:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Keston 20.09.20  16:13 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Keston 20.09.20  16:20 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Keston 20.09.20  16:05 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Chislehurst Not time specific No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 21.09.20  19:25 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Orpington 21.09.20  17:18 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Tatsfield 24.09.20  14:17 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

Tatsfield 25.09.20  16:44 Yes 1 Letter SANARB Further investigation

Biggin Hill 25.09.20  16:45 Yes 1 Letter SANARB Further investigation

Keston 27.09.20  10:58 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

Keston 27.09.20  17:26 No 1 Letter Compliant flight/s

* NMTK - Tatsfield 03.07.20  15:58 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 09.07.20  10:59 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 13.07.20  15:39 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 23.07.20  10:50 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 22.07.20  15:51 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 24.07.20  13:39 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 31.07.20  13:55 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 31.07.20  10:30 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 07.08.20  12:21 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 04.08.20  12:08 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 13.08.20  12:39 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 23.08.20  18:13 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 22.08.20  11:12 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 31.08.20  17:05 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 02.09.20  11:35 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 15.09.20  13:23 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

Low flying

Low flying

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Increase in flights

Noisy/Low flying

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track



* NMTK - Tatsfield 24.09.20  14:18 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 22.09.20  12:26 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 22.09.20  11:37 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Tatsfield 25.09.20  16:20 Yes 1 Letter SANARB
Minor Infringement 

Warning

* NMTK - Infringements captured on the Noise Monitoring and Track Keeping System

Off track

Off track

Off track

Off track


	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 summa...
	A11103-N15-01 2020 Q3 Day.pdf
	Sheets and Views
	Layout 1


	A11103-N15-02 2020 Q3 Late Evening.pdf
	Sheets and Views
	Layout 1


	A11103-N15-03 2020 Q3 Morning.pdf
	Sheets and Views
	Layout 1



