NOTE OF TOUR UNDERTAKEN BY, FOLLOWED BY MEETING OF, ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES GROUP, HELD AT STANSTED AIRPORT ON 16 JUNE 2010

Membership

*  Keith Artus (Chairman)

   Jackie Cheetham
   Steve Cox
*  Gerard McEwen

    Duncan Peek

*  Mary Sartin

(* present)

Also present: Will Cockerell (Uttlesford District Council), Dr Andy Jefferson (STAL) , Martin Peachey (adviser - meeting only) and Graham Redgwell (Secretariat)
TOUR

The Group undertook a tour of facilities on the Airport site.  These included a drive past of the aircraft stands, Satellites, cargo area and north side facilities, plus visits to:

· the airfield refuelling base, with an opportunity to look at the range of equipment used, including an electric powered hose carrier which was being trialled.

· an aircraft being refuelled.

· the fuel farm on north side, including the control room.

There was also the opportunity to speak to staff at these locations and answers were given to many questions asked about the nature of the operation and how fuel was supplied to the Airport and individual aircraft, plus a range of issues around fuel smells and venting of vapours.

The Group wished to thank Duncan Smith of STAL for organising this visit.

The Chairman of the Group asked Members to pass any remaining questions or comments to Andy Jefferson, so that answers could be sought and the matter considered further at the next meeting.

MEETING

Issues discussed at last meeting of Noise and Track Keeping Working Group (NTKWG)
The NTKWG had met in May (the April meeting having been put back a month due to operational circumstances at the time).

This Group had been asked to monitor the NTKWG’s activities on behalf of STACC and to bring any major issues to the Committee’s attention via the notes of its meetings.  There were two such issues on this occasion:-

(i) Track keeping issues

The NTKWG had considered issues around the track keeping of Air Asia X flights, particularly over the Hatfield Heath/ Hatfield Broad Oak area (this had also been mentioned at the April STACC meeting following a question from a member of the public).  By using a number of additional way points, the airline had achieved much higher levels of compliance and concentration on or near the NPR centre line, with reduced levels of noise over built up areas.
The Director of Aerospace Policy (DAP) had been invited to agree a variation to the information made available to pilots and allow the use of RNAV departures, which a number of airlines had now trialled with success.  There was agreement amongst all parties involved with the NTKWG that this would be a beneficial move.  The DAP was not currently willing to agree this change.  The NTKWG was disappointed with this response and would work up a further case and keep pursuing the issue.  The local MP was also willing to assist in raising the issue with the Minister if required.
A further public meeting would be held in Hatfield Heath on 23 July.

(ii) Complaints data 2009

This data had been presented to and considered by the NTKWG.  It was available to any Committee member on request.
Waste disposal and collection

The Group received a presentation and additional comments from John Thain, Environmental Standards Manager at the Airport, describing how waste was collected and disposed of, and the targets set by STAL.  A copy of the PowerPoint presentation was subsequently circulated to each Committee member.

The following factual information was provided:

· STAL had contracts with ISS for collection of waste and with Grundens for its disposal.

· 50% of the waste came from the Terminal building, so the initial focus on improvements had concentrated on that building.  Data was available for each individual building on the Airport site.
· Where possible, waste was segregated on site.  If that was not possible, it was sent to recovery facilities for additional recycling.  Only in the last resort would it go to landfill.

· The landfill tax was currently £48 per ton.

· In 2009, 36.79 % of waste went to landfill, with 63.21% being recycled or diverted from landfill.

· In 2009, composting levels had reached 44% against a target of 42%.

· There were no formal links with District Council waste collection operations, although officers did liaise with the local Council on matters of good practice.

· Cardboard accounted for 26% of the waste collected; hazardous waste for 7%; and green for only 1%.

· 85% of construction waste was currently recycled.

· The average waste per passenger was 0.2 kilogrammes.

· Glasgow was currently the best performing airport in the BAA group but Stansted was close behind.

· Financial incentives to improve practices (and thereby reduce disposal costs) had proved to be the best way forward.  Companies operating in the Terminal had shown themselves to be very amenable to implementing good practice.  Close contact between STAL and private companies was the way forward.

The following proposals were noted:
· Future recycling targets were 2010 – 50%; 2015 – 60%; and 2020 – 70%.
· By 2015 it was anticipated that nothing would be sent to landfill.

· The Waste Strategy for the period up to 2020 was to be redrafted and published later this year.

The following challenges for 2010 and beyond were acknowledged:

· Airside waste collection and improving opportunities for recycling.

· Increasing the level of incentivised recycling.

· Management of waste contractor and achieving Key Performance Indicators.

· Monitoring levels of waste.

The Group thanked John Thain for an interesting and informative presentation.

Other issues

(a) Noise trends and controls at UK Airports

The Group noted a presentation prepared by the Civil Aviation Authority for a seminar earlier this year and now available on its website.

(b) Corporate Responsibility Report (CRR)

it was indicated that the final CRR should be available by the end of the month. This would be circulated to Committee members at that time (by e mail unless a hard copy was requested).  The Group had been asked to undertake a monitoring role about issues contained in the CRR on behalf of STACC.

(c) Noise Action Plan
DEFRA and the DfT had suggested some amendments to the draft Plan submitted by STAL.  These would be done and the Plan resubmitted.  At present there were no timescales for when approval would be given.  This Group had been asked to undertake a monitoring role about issues contained in the Plan on behalf of STACC.

(d) Other potential items for discussion
As well as further work on the items mentioned earlier in this note, it was suggested that the Group might wish to look at the possibilities for STAL working with partners to generate power on site.

The Group would also need to give further consideration to the selection and use of external speakers.  The Chairman would canvass views on this.
(e) Future meetings

These were provisionally set for 18 August and 17 November.
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