
Airport Consultative Committee  

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WORKING PARTY 

8th July 2026 @ 10.00 hours, 

Meeting held at Lulsgate House and virtually using Microsoft Teams  

Agreed Minutes of the Meeting 

Present:  

David Hall, Chairman (DH) 

Hannah Pollard, Head of Sustainability, Bristol Airport (HP)   

Beth Wingfield , Bristol Airport (BW) 

Jill Patch, Winford Parish Council (JP)  

Hilary Burn- Cleeve Parish Council (HB) 

Dee Mawn, North Somerset Council (DM) 

Andrew Goodchild, Head of Planning and Growth (AG) 

Nick Williams, Noise Consultant, Bickerdike Allen (NW) 

Alicia Fox- secretary  

• Apologies for absence 

Shaun Luckham- Wrington Parish Council (SL) 

Lindsay Howe North Somerset Council (LH) 

Sundar Muthuganesan, Bristol Airport (SM) 

 

• Minutes of the previous meeting held on 28th April 2026 

The minutes were agreed as a true record of the meeting. 

• Matters arising from previous meetings 

Tour of waste tour following the meeting for those who are interested. 

• Noise- Bickerdike Allen- Nick Williams 

Slides attached Appendix A 

Bickerdike Allen have been working with Bristol Airport for around 10 years.  



Noise Assessment look at four types: 

Air noise (and vibration), Ground noise- aircraft moving around airport, Road noise and 

Construction noise/vibration. Main consideration is the Air noise as it impacts the largest 

majority of people.  

Road traffic noise: defined calculation that is used. For the 15mppa application they have used 

this calculation for roads around the Airport but also roads further afield which are known to be 

used by airport traffic.  

Construction noise: a lot of the time they may not have all the details on the duration over 

which particular equipment might be in use, so they have to make pessimistic assumptions. For 

15mmpa they are following a similar process to how the 12mppa application was done.  

Air noise: only two metrics that can be relied on from a planning policy point of view- LAeq,16h 

and LAeq,8h. There are two primary measures, LOEAL and SOEAL 

Every 5 years within the UK noise mapping is carried out. SEL- Single event level is another 

measurement used for aircraft noise. SEL measures total noise energy, you add them all up and 

divide by the number of movements to give you an average.  

AEDT allows for various inputs including; runway locations, flight tracks, local terrain, aircraft 

operation, aircraft type and departure weight.  

CAA document CAP2091 sets out best practice. In terms of calibration Category A would be 

Heathrow and using lots of Radar information. Other end of the scale is level E, level D and E 

requires less monitoring, Bristol Airport fall under Category D although this does not affect the 

extent of assessment carried out to support planning applications.  

Departures are generally noisier than arrivals. Runway 27 departures occur 3 times more than 

runway 9 due to prevailing winds. This impacts the shape of the noise contour at Bristol. 

Insultation Scheme- The Airport have set out changes to the mitigation scheme as part of the 

planning application, proposing to remove the annual cap, increase the amount offered, 

particularly for those affected by night noise and are considering using approved contractors. 

NW noted a lot of installations of windows under the scheme have not been including vents 

which means people are still having to open windows. The Airport hope if they have approved 

contractors  window ventilation will be included as standard.  

The 15mppa application includes a series of new acoustic barriers which help to limit the 

impact of ground noise on those living closest to the Airport. 

QUESTIONS: 

HB- What is the threshold for aircraft vibration noise? 



NW- The threshold is determined in terms of LMAX noise level and believe it is 97db LCMAX but 

unable to confirm the figure, he will confirm after the meeting. (Confirmed this is correct 

following the meeting) 

HB- The aircraft stands and subsequent taxiing on the Goblin Combe side do not have any 

barriers, why is this? 

NW- There are practical reasons as to why a high barrier cannot be located at the end of a 

runway but this is factored into the model. 

HB- No mention of cumulative noise for departure taxiing aircraft and arriving aircraft which 

can be heard together, why is it not factored. 

NW- There is no specific criteria to look at cumulative noise in terms of policy, there are no 

different thresholds available to look at and point out any significant change.  

HB- How did you consider the noise for Bristol Airport with aircraft taking off over a Combe 

which causes the noise to ricochet.  

NW- The height and terrain of the Airport were factored into the calculation.  

HB- You say there are no significant impacts and yet there will larger aircraft and therefore 

more thrust needed for take off, plus an increased fleet mix which shows more older 

generation aircrafts.  

NW- Advised he would need to check the fleet make up as the fleet mix in the 15mppa 

application shows the opposite: there’s a greater mix of new generation vs older generation. 

AG – New generation aircraft will account for at least 85% of fleet mix by 2038, this is set out in 

the forecast report within the planning application. 

HB- 2038 is a long time away for residents to start to benefit those within the contours.  

AG- Larger aircraft movements on the 92 day busy day summer schedule has been factored into 

the noise assessment and the forecast report shows a steady increase in the ratio of new 

generation aircraft between now and 2038.  

NW- Confirmed the larger aircraft have been factored into the model presented.  

HB- 80 percent of the fleet mix at 2029 are estimated to be older aircraft and therefore there is 

no benefit to the local area.  

NW- Again, fleet mix needs to be checked, but confirmed that no one is disputing that from 

2029 if the Airport does not grow any further (i.e. remains at the current 12mppa cap), noise 

would decrease, however, if the Airport continues to grow to 15mppa there will more noise but 

levels would be below those experienced in 2024 because of the use of new generation aircraft.  



Noise measurement doesn’t mean you are hearing that specific noise all the time it is an 

average of the noise. Lots of research has been done in the UK to ask the public how annoyed 

are you by the aircraft noise and generally this correlated to the LAeq levels.  

HB- It is difficult to find a contractor who will install new windows into older properties where 

there are oak frames.  

AG- Confirmed the Airport are looking at all options but feel for most people an approved 

contractor with the ventilation in the windows is the best solution, however appreciate that 

this solution will not suit everyone and all house styles, for example those who live in Listed 

Buildings may need a different approach, the Airport would welcome input from the EEWG on 

this detail at the appropriate moment.  

JP- Said she was intrigued when NW came up with the HA and HSD figures. She said she had 

never been asked if she is highly annoyed by the aircraft noise. 

NW- HA and HSD are not a survey that is carried out. The DfT published a correlation between 

the LAeq levels to the HA and HSD, it is an objective measure.  

HB- If you use the new data that has come out from DfT rather than SONA how would it change 

your data? 

NW- Currently unable to comment as it has only just been published.  

HP- As it stands they can only use existing policy.  

AG- The Airport have not rerun the numbers based on the new policies, however they are 

actively considering if this is something that they will do. NSC are suggesting it is an exercise 

they would like to be carried out.  

DH- The terminology of Highly Annoyed it is a data line rather than it being a factual phrase. 

Best to focus on the levels of noise rather than the terminology itself.  

He asked if the modification to the noise insultation scheme enables people who have 

previously benefited will be able to apply for an upgrade? 

AG- If an application was approved recently it would likely be deemed as not needing an 

upgrade yet, they would like to prioritise those who have not have any improvements. If the 

windows were upgraded a while ago then they may benefit from an upgraded insultation and it 

is something that would be open to discussion. The aim is to still prioritise those most affected. 

Again, this is something that the Airport would like to discuss with the EEWG as the scheme is 

developed. 

HB- What about the people who live on the contour lines? Some years they are eligible and 

others they aren’t. 

HP- If there is money left over they will then consider people outside the contour boundary.  



DM- The planning department is now reviewing comments following the formal consultation is 

closing. Additional information can still be requested and submitted where appropriate and if 

NSC require more information from the Airport they will be requesting this.  

 

• General Sustainability Update: Hannah  

Attached as Appendix B 

JP- Asked if there had been any comments following the thunderstorms from local residents?  

HB- Advised that during half term there was a plane coming in and it suddenly dropped its 

levels due to the heat and then began to climb. 

JP- During the recent storm a TUI hedge hopped before it climbed again to then go on to 

Birmingham, Jet2 also tilted to its side before climbing again over Felton to go to Birmingham.  

HB- if you read the Vulcan Associates response to the planning application online it talks about 

large aircraft landing in extreme heat and how take off will need an even longer runway than 

the one proposed. 

AG – we are looking over that response and will respond in due course. 

HB- Can a report be produced on flight movements during the heatwave to show the flight 

which dropped due to a change in air pressure. 

HP – We will need more information to investigate the noise resulting to the flight “dropping,” 

regarding Jill’s point, we can ask NATS to provide any oversight at the next ACC.  

JP- Who decides if planes are diverted in a thunderstorm? 

HP- It is Air traffic control who make the decision on diverting aircraft.  

AG- Go arounds are monitored so they should be able to identify the flight in question.  

 

• AOB topics for future sessions 

• Dates for future Meetings 2026: 

17th September 2026 10.00-11.30 

7th  January 2027 10.00-11.30 

 

 


