FILTON AIRFIELD CONSULTATIVE GROUP MEETING

NOTES FROM TWENTY-SIXTH MEETING HELD AT 

BAE SYSTEMS, AVIATION SERVICES, FILTON 

ON WEDNESDAY 25 OCTOBER 2006
PRESENT:-

Alan Haile               
-  
Airfield Manager, BAE SYSTEMS Aviation Services

Cllr Lew Gray


-
Patchway Town Council
Cllr Brian Allinson

-
Stoke Gifford Parish Council

Cllr Gordon Crane

-
Filton Town Council
Tim Clarke


-
Bristol City Council

Tony Duffy


-
Rolls Royce
Cllr Gordon Crane

-
Filton Town Council

Neil Higgs


-  
Community Services, South Gloucestershire Council
Cllr Sheila Cook

-


Trevor Mason


-
Airbus UK, Communications

APOLOGIES:

Cllr WJ Alldridge

-
South Gloucestershire Council
Cllr Stan Sims


-
Filton Town Council
Derek Pickup


-
Bristol City Council
Cllr Pat Hockey

-
Frampton Cotterell Parish Council
NOTES OF LAST MEETING – Agreed
MATTERS ARISING 

Complaints – Letter still to be sent out to residents once actions to be taken are agreed.
COMPLAINTS
Royal Mail – A letter explaining the consultation with the Royal Mail was sent by Neil Higgs, South Gloucestershire Council and a copy given to committee members. However it was agreed that despite the fact that group members were aware of the temporary move to Filton the most pressing issue from the concerns raised was the fact that local residents were not consulted.   It was agreed that a further press release could be issued through the group as the newspaper reports did not reflect the process that was undertaken before allowing the Royal Mail to start flying from Filton. AH explained to the group that the CAA licence for Filton does not restrict any flights operating from the airfield and the restrictions in place are imposed through South Gloucestershire Council. For this reason the Royal Mail were advised to approach South Glos council to agree the temporary operation. A press statement may be drafted and sent to the group for agreement, subject to advice from the Councils Press Officer.
BA stated that regardless of the process that was initiated, the public should have been advised at start of the consultation explaining the temporary operation and to stop the rumours and press statements that this would become a permanent operation. The airfield failed to provide information and should have been more proactive.  GC said it should be the Royal Mail’s responsibility.  AH stated that when approached by the Royal Mail he advised them to gain agreement for the temporary operation with South Gloucestershire.
It was thought the letter issued by SGC after the operation had started did help a lot and interesting points came out of this.  Stoke Gifford Parish Council asked if they could put the letter on their website.  AH advised the committee that information of the Royal Mail operation had been put on the Filton Airport website and the notes of this and the previous FACG meeting will be put on the website, with the intention that all future meetings notes would be posted on the website.
NH thought something else should be put out to residents.  He had spoken to a member of  CAFCA, who would like to attend a meeting at Filton. BA had received letters from the CAFCA member who seemed to be more satisfied once he had received the letter from SGC.

GC thought a statement needs to be made to residents.  NH proposed that the council press office should be involved.  SC thought John Warren would be good for this.

It was decided that to address the concerns regarding the Royal Mail a member from CAFCA should be invited to a meeting at Filton. But it was also agreed that the consultative group would not benefit by inviting too many different groups to come to the meeting and that the members of the group could adequately address any concerns.  

TM informed the group that in 1989 when the Royal Mail carried out the previous operation he sat in the tower to cover any complaints raised, though none were received.  
NH explained that there is a significant difference between the 1989 operation and the current operation. In 1989 the flights continued until approximately 03:00 each night with 8 aircraft movements. He also suggested that the lack of complaints from 1989 may have been due to the fact that the operations started in November with bedroom windows closed making any noise less obvious, rather than in July as with the current operation.

It was agreed that SGC should draft a letter and that the Royal Mail should also play a role in this. AH to speak to Royal Mail to get statement from them.

BA thought this should be done as quickly as possible to inform CAFCA of the Royal Mail’s intentions. BA agreed that he will inform the CAFCA member of the actions taken by the group and suggest an invitation to the next meeting if required.
Circuit Training – A copy of the letter from the Campaign Against Low Flying (CALF) was handed out to the group members. TC also produced a letter signed with 147 other names and addresses with most in the Bristol Council area. Low flying at weekends seems to be the main problem.  TC asked why there was a need to fly circuits at weekends, AH explained that people work Monday to Friday so the weekends is when they want to fly. The airport has already reduced the opening hours at weekends and bank holidays despite opposition from the flying clubs and operators.  If weekend flying was stopped even for a trial period there would be greater opposition if it was restarted.  

TC produced a CAA document regarding 10 light aircraft crashes within the last year with one fatality. It was stated that people’s perception of training with low flying aircraft is an issue.  TC commented that the CAA had said there is no other airport in the country with low flying aircraft flying over such a large residential area. AH asked for details to take this up with the CAA and he could think of a number of airports in similar locations. BA thought the records for accidents from CAA should be obtained as the report was not about aircraft under training.

It was explained that for circuits at Filton there are measures in place agreed with the FACG. These are: Training circuits are restricted to two aircraft at a time, the circuit height raised to 1500 feet, weekend hours reduced to 8 hours 09:00 to 17:00, airport closed on bank holidays, North and South circuits.
NH stated that aircraft are exempt from statutory nuisance but any new operations may need planning permission.

TC showed an up to date map of area dated March 2006 and explained that the problem is that aircraft fly over the residences in south circuit especially when turning. AH accepted that residents close to the western end of the runway would hear the aircraft on take off and when on the south circuit turning to fly the down wind leg of the circuit. This is also true for the residents to the east of the airport. To clarify the operation AH has spoken to the Flying Schools and Air Traffic Control and it is confirmed that the pilots use the normal flight procedure which is after take off increase height to approximately 900 – 1000 ft (the aircraft would be approximately over Haw Wood) and then turn.  Still climbing to 1200ft before turning on the down wind leg then when level with western end of the runway at 1500ft. It was also explained that aircraft may have to turn earlier as instructed by ATC.  AH showed records from ATC of the training circuits showing the controls in place to ensure North and South circuits are evenly spread.

TM asked how many planes fly at same time. AH explained that for circuits there could be 2 aircraft at one time.  The aircraft are noisier on take off because of needing to reach 1500ft, it may be less noisy if flying to 1000ft as before.
BA asked if the circuits could be extended out over the Severn and it was explained that this would make little difference as the aircraft would still have to turn North or South to complete the circuit.
SC asked what the result would be if circuit flying stopped on Sundays – AH explained that the airport already restricts flying on Sundays and closing would affect revenue and the members of the flying community. It was also likely that training would increase on the other days.
NH said that the residents’ perception is that there has been an increase in these movements where in fact there has been little or no change in the last couple of years.  The evidence to show this is reported at each consult group meeting.  

BA agreed that the airport should be shown to have sympathy with residents. AH agreed that aircraft can cause annoyance and the measures taken by the group reduces the effect on the local area.
SC asked if training is carried out at BIA, maybe people’s perception is that they now come to Filton instead. AH stated that training does take place at Bristol though this is more difficult because of the increase in commercial traffic.
NH reminded the group that in addition to the measures in place, helicopter training operations at Filton is restricted.

TC said there was a perception that aircraft are turning much closer to the runway now.

AH explained that the height of aircraft is determined from the runway height therefore because of the land level, there is a difference in heights.  TC thought this information should be put out to residents as they do not understand.

NH thought the key to the problem was to restrict flying at unsocial hours, and to trim hours at weekends, maybe 1 hr less on Sundays.  AH would need to discuss this with the aircraft operators.
It was agreed that starting in November the circuits to the North and South would be alternated on a week by week basis for a trial period to assess whether this action mitigates the training operations. AH will confirm with ATC and issue a notice before to the group before starting.
TM said it was the small aircraft repetition that causes the complaints. AH agreed that was the reason for the north/south circuit, to reduce the number of times an aircraft flies over each area.
TD suggested holding a meeting with a representative of CALF.  AH said he was quite happy to arrange this and would arrange for ATC and a flight instructor to attend and explain the operations at Filton.

GC said the importance of the airfield to the area should be spelt out to residents.

TC asked about the silencers for the locally based aircraft at Filton.  AH had already discussed this with the flying groups and most engines would need to be upgraded or new aircraft bought. TM thought that changing the propeller to four blades would make a difference.  GC thought it should be shown Filton looking at changes if feasible to be made. AH would pursue this with the aircraft operators.  NH stated that published 5 dB attenuation in the specification would be worth doing and will be a noticeable improvement.
Airport Report – Graph for 2006 complaints shown – 50 received so far, which is significantly higher than last year.  

South Gloucestershire report – Report is now done annually but now complaints increasing maybe this should be changed.  There are more issues with circuits than the Royal Mail.

Bristol Report – Training flights main problem, 180/190 complaints so far.
NH thought a line should be drawn on map of Northfield for noise criteria etc. AH will assess whether this can be produced.
AIRFIELD ACTIVITIES

Beluga Loading – Work has resumed this week on the ramp.  Ironwork structure to start in February and planned operation to start in March 2007.
Hangar Repairs - £300,000 repair to doors to commence.  SGC have been consulted as it is listed building.

Northfield Update – Appeal to take place in November.

Movements – Graph shown (attached), similar numbers to 2004, lower than last year.  29,000 – 30,000 movements across 3 year split.
Chairperson for the next meeting – Alan Haile will be the chairperson for the next meeting.  
Suggested dates for meeting in 2007:   14 March





  11 July






  7 November     

ANY OTHER BUSINESS

Autoclave – Structure has been removed, pieces of autoclave still on site.  Aircraft has to be relaunched.    The land has been cleared on A38 site.
