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East Midlands Airport 
Independent Consultative Committee (ICC) 

Monitoring, Environment, Noise and Track (MENT) Sub-Committee 
Friday 4 February 2022 

Via MS Teams 
 

Present 

Independent Chair Mr G Liguori 

Independent Secretariat Ms C Harrison 

Organisation 

Leicestershire County Council Cllr T Pendleton 

Nottinghamshire County Council Cllr M Barney 

Kings Newton Residents Association Mr S Leech 

Melbourne Civic Society Dr P Grimley 

PAIN – People Against Intrusive Noise Mr R Sutton 

WHICH Dr A Manhire & Mr I Jones 

DHL Aviation Ltd Mr A O’Neill 

SAVE Mr E Green 

Rushcliffe Borough Council Cllr A Edyvean 

East Midlands Airport (EMA) 

Group Head ESG & Environmental Strategy Mr A Freeman 

Operations Director Ms D Thomas 

Planning Manager Mr J Bottomley 

EMA Community Engagement Manager Ms C Hempson 

Group Head of Community Engagement Mr R Pattison 

Group Flight Evaluation Unit (FEU) Advisor Ms D Patton 

Group Environment & Energy Manager Mr M Churley 

EMA Environmental & Utilities Manager Mrs H Saini (Chana) 

Head of Asset Development - Utilities, Energy & 
Environment 

Mr T Rix 

Future Airspace Consultation Senior Project 
Manager 

Ms S Robinson 

  

Absent and Apologies 

Loughborough University 
 

Mr A Timmis 
 

  

The meeting commenced at 1000. 
   
1 Introduction and Apologies  
 

The Chair welcomed all to the meeting and apologies were recorded.  

2 Declaration of Interest  
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No declarations of interest were reported. 

 

3 Minutes of the last meeting  
 

The Committee approved the minutes of the last meeting held on 1st October 

2021 as a true and accurate record of the meeting. The Chair noted an error 

on Page 3 of previous minutes.This was amended and corrected as 

requested. 

Action: Secretariat to amend previous minutes with wording as 

corrected.- COMPLETE 

 

3a Matters arising  
 

All actions either complete or covered within the agenda for this meeting.   

4 An update by the Chair  
 

The Chair attended the Virtual Annual Conference UKACC AGM, in 

November.  At this meeting, our nomination for the working group was 

accepted.  The conference was an opportunity to ask DfT (Department of 

Transport) and CAA (Civil Aviation Authority) with regard to their plans for 

ICCAN after its dissolution on 30th September 2021. A note of the meeting will 

be circulated to committee members. 

It was also noted by the Chair that the DRAC (Derby Railway Angling Club) 

had written to the Airport, and this would be discussed later in the meeting. 

 

5 General Waste – Zero Waste to Landfill Commitment 
 

Presentation slides were distributed in advance and taken as read, and key 

areas were highlighted in a summary presentation. 

 

 
The Chair had noted there were some points which needed expanding within 

the presentation.   Firstly, an acronym ‘SDP’ was confirmed to mean 

Sustainable Development Plan. Secondly, clarity was sought on what the 

Airport considered ‘ultra-low emission vehicles’ (ULEVs) to be.  The term is 

derived from the Department of Transport’s policy to decarbonise vehicle 

fleets and to reduce air quality issues.  ULEV’s are defined as vehicles which 

have low carbon emissions and also a minimum range of zero emission travel, 

including hybrids.  Very soon there will be parity between the cost of fossil 

fuelled vehicles and the zero emission vehicles of the future.  

The Chair asked what was meant by ‘excluded energy types’ (p10).  It was 

explained that this related to Environmental Energy Management System 

(EnMS), which meant any scope of energy which falls into EMA’s control will 

be included. The Chair asked whether it was possible to breakdown what 

wasn’t recycled using the disposal of cardboard waste as an example.  

However this is not possible to do on a per item basis.  

A question was asked regarding the disposal and reduction of Category 1 

(animal by-product) International Catering Wase going to landfill. Presently, 
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incineration was not an option as there is no local facility, but it is always being 

considered and under review. 

A question was raised about EMA/MAG’s photovoltaic (PV) offer. TR 

responded to say that the MAG PV strategy is in formation; MAG is 

implementing a framework for renewables starting with Stansted then rolling 

out to Manchester and EMA. 

A discussion followed on whether EMA have any plans to introduce hydrogen 

vehicles. It was confirmed this was currently under review and discussions are 

in place, but nothing has been decided at this stage. 

 

6 Water Waste Drainage Management  
 
A letter from DRAC had been received and a copy of the letter would be sent 
to all members after the meeting.   Any comments or observations would be 
welcome from the Committee. EMA agreed that any response would be 
shared with the Chair.  
 
Action - Chair to send the DRAC letter to Members of MENT after the 
meeting. 
 
Action – EMA to share their response with the Chair 
 
Action - a small sub-group to be convened to discuss issues raised in 
the letter from DRAC 
 
A member suggested that discharge figures should be brought to MENT in an 
open and transparent way. The Chair agreed that Water Waste Drainage 
Management should become a standing item on the agenda. 
 
Action - Water Management System to be included on the next MENT 
agenda and a standing item report to be produced 
 
A presentation was given on Surface Water Drainage along with an 
introduction to the experienced team who are responsible for this area of work. 
 
The presentation detailed how a plan has been developed to address the 
concerns that various stakeholders have. The plan has been split into three 
different workstreams, short, medium and long term. EMA is working with the 
Environment Agency to promote a collaborative approach to surface water 
management, along with other Airports within the MAG Group. 
 
The Chair asked whether it was possible to share best practice between other 
UK airports. This was being done, where possible but depended on the airport; 
some are more open and helpful than others, and some airports have very 
different characteristics. However, one airport has similar characteristics to 
EMA and is two to three years ahead of EMA so have been able to provide 
detailed and helpful information. 
 
A member raised concerns about the correct calibration of kit and the 
measurement of BOD (Biological Oxygen Demand) as the sewage plume in 
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the Trent indicated problems. EMA replied that remedial measures had been 
undertaken including monitor maintenance and calibration as well as 
maintenance of aerators prior to winter. EMA would continue to monitor the 
asset to see what impact existing regimes had before working out what 
investment the system needs for incremental improvement. 
 
A question was asked whether water treatment offsite had ever been 
considered. It was confirmed that it had been in the past but discounted as 
there was no capacity at the local treatment works to deal with the effluent. It 
is something which will be re-considered in time. 
 
It was asked whether the airport was confident that the asset is good enough 
to do the job it was being asked to do. EMA said it was not known at this stage 
but should come out of the work MAG is doing and should flush out the details 
and any pinch points within the system. 
 
The Chair asked what steps can be taken in the short term to mitigate sewage 
fungus, and EMA explained that they are exploring options but don’t yet know 
what impact they will have. 
 
The Chair then asked whether there was any way MENT could compare 
EMA’s performance with other airports on water waste.   EMA said that there 
was no accurate way to compare one airport with another due to the 
significant infrastructure differences between one airport and another. 
 
In regard to the timescale on the MAG programme, the short term is the next 
few weeks up to the end of this winter. The medium term is preparing for next 
winter by the end of September / October 2022, and long term is difficult to put 
a timeline on as EMA needs to have data that spans across at least one winter 
to compare data.  
 
A member asked if there were existing regulations as to what EMA could 
discharge into the River Trent and Diseworth Brook. EMA said there is an 
Environment Agency permit with limits set on BOD levels, suspended solids, 
pH and proliferation of sewage fungus in the River Trent only. 

   

7 Environment Reports and Quarterly Reports 
 
A presentation was shared with a summary of all reports distributed before the 
meeting. 
 

• From October, there have been very few movements on Runway 09, 
most movements have been on Runway 27. The number of complaints 
reflects this data. 

 

• Long Eaton has been highlighted as having many individual 
complainants, which will be looked at when discussing mobile monitors, 
also Gotham, which may relate to the number of training flights and 
EMA will be speaking to Ryanair regarding this. 
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• Over the last 12 months, the continuous climb data averaged above 
90%. 

 

• Continuous descent performance has ramped up since the change in 
restrictions regarding the COVID pandemic, it averages at 90%. Most of 
the data reflects what has been happening regarding the number of 
flights during the pandemic. 

 

• Departure track keeping compliance is an average of 98%. 
 

• Good progress has been made on the reduction of training flights over 
Melbourne. 

 
A member voiced appreciation for the reduction in training circuits over Kings 
Newton as there has been a noticeable improvement. 
 
A question was asked regarding how persistent complainants are dealt with, 
and it was stated that all complaints are noted and reported and included in 
the reports. EMA tries to use various methods to resolve complaints including 
emails, phone calls, and even offers of meetings.  Persistent complainants are 
dealt with in the same way as all complainants, and handled with the same 
importance, however there is not always a positive outcome no matter what 
the response from EMA.   
 
A member mentioned that in Sutton Bonington it had been noticed that there 
was a significant reduction in noise in the last three months.  This could be 
due to the wind direction but also due to Kallita aircraft not flying at night, 
which has stopped a lot of the complaints by local communities.  It was 
confirmed that Kallita is not expected to be returning to night flights for the 
foreseeable future. 
 
It was asked as to why there has been an increase in freight flights over the 
course of the year. This has been mainly because the autumn is a busy time 
for cargo operators and quarter 4 is always the busiest period.    
 
There was a question as to why there was an increase in use of Runway 27 
(westerly) and 09 (easterly) and this was purely down to wind direction. 
 
A member asked why Kegworth and Castle Donington were not included in 
the new Peak Noise report.  It was explained that the monitors in these 
locations are community monitors and not ‘noise fine’ monitors.  Noise fine 
monitors are required to be located in precise locations 6.5km from the start of 
take-off, which is why we only use these, and not the community noise 
monitors for the Peak Noise report. 
 
A question was asked as to whether EMA would be able to have air quality 
reporting on future agendas. The annual air quality report for EMA is currently 
being produced by Ricardo, an organisation that works for most local 
authorities and government.  This organisation will produce air quality reports 
for EMA on an annual calendar year basis which will be published on the EMA 
website. 
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Action – EMA to publish Annual Air Quality Reports on website and 
include this data within the standing ‘Environment Report’. 
 
It was asked whether complaints are the best way of monitoring performance.  
It was stated that it is one of a number of ways of reporting. Complaints are an 
important indication as to how the local community are feeling, along with 
more operational measures, and some of the measures which will be 
discussed in another agenda item. 
 
The Chair stated he had a number of further questions, but he would send 
these by email to EMA.  It was suggested that for future meetings some data 
and reports could be consolidated and the Chair seconded that proposal. This 
will be explored outside of the meeting. 
 
Action – Chair to agree future MENT noise data and report format with 
EMA 
 

8 Portable Noise Monitoring Strategy 

Papers submitted to support noise monitoring and mapping were taken as 

read, with key areas highlighted in a summary presentation covering: 

EMA thanked members for their feedback during and after the last meeting.  

The feedback received was mixed. There were some key themes in the 

feedback, which allowed EMA to put forward the proposal now shared with 

MENT.   

EMA proposes a portable noise monitoring strategy which aligns to a 92-day 

summer period. 

EMA had feedback that they need to consider applications from all locations 

who have requested noise monitors, but it has been agreed that EMA would 

prioritise noise monitor requests for sites more than 2.4km from a fixed noise 

monitor.  This distance was because it is the width of the EMA noise 

preferential route (NPR).  

Feedback was also received as to how EMA engage with communities who 

request a portable noise monitor.  It was agreed that EMA will work with the 

MENT committee to agree the prioritisation of locations.  Once a location is 

prioritised, CH will work closely with Parish Councils with the support of the 

Flight Evaluation Unit (FEU) to agree the right location and specific site of the 

portable noise monitors, as there are certain requirements for the location of 

these monitors that need to be looked into.  

No portable noise monitoring has been done during the pandemic, for various 

reasons including access to properties.  It has therefore been arranged to 

make available a second portable noise monitor, which will be at an additional 

cost but will help with the backlog of requests for noise monitors in certain 

areas.  There have been a couple of requests from areas which already have 

fixed monitors so they have been declined at this moment in time. 

There are currently four requests awaiting a response. 
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It was therefore proposed that Sutton Bonington would be declined as there is 

already a noise monitor in Sutton Bonington and a portable monitor will not 

provide sufficient new information. 

Stanton by Bridge was also within 2.4km of a fixed monitor (at Weston on 

Trent) so would not be prioritised at this time but left on the list for future 

consideration. 

EMA will make contact with Keyworth Parish Council to agree a location for a 

portable monitor in time for summer. 

EMA will make contact with Councillors at Long Eaton and Breaston to agree 

a central location between these two locations, for a portable monitor in time 

for summer. 

Action – EMA to make contact with relevant Parish Councils to inform 

them about the decisions taken and agree locations for noise monitoring 

- complete 

 

9 Airspace change programme and Stakeholder Reference Group (SRG) 
update 
 
The report shared ahead of the meeting was taken as read and key themes 
highlighted prior to questions being taken.  

 

 
As progress remains slow in the post-pandemic landscape, a summary 

reminder was given of the journey to date including CAA approval of design 

principles and placement of EMA activity in the overall national plan. It was 

reported that DFT funding would be issued in this financial year, so that 

projects can be restarted with a view to implementing a stage two gateway in 

March 2023. 

The Chair confirmed he would be chairing the SRG and requested background 

information on the design principles and any draft envelopes which have been 

put together, along with any likely timescales and membership. 

Action -  EMA to arrange meeting with Chair to bring him up to date and 

discuss the restarting of the SRG. 

A question was asked around timescales. It was confirmed there were no 

actual dates, but there was a good plan of when activities will take place. It 

was suggested that confirmed dates would be available at the next meeting.  

There were technical questions which were put forward, but it was agreed that 

EMA was not at that stage of the process yet.  However, the questions could 

be taken to the technical team at the appropriate time.  The Chair shared a link 

to EMA's airspace change section on CAA website:  

https://airspacechange.caa.co.uk/PublicProposalArea?pID=176  

 

10 Noise Action Plan update   
 

Members were introduced to Dee Thomas, EMA’s new Director of Operations.  

https://airspacechange.caa.co.uk/PublicProposalArea?pID=176
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A paper was shared in advance of the meeting and taken as read. 

36 actions in total were detailed in the Noise Action Plan. Updates included:- 

• 6 commitments will be delivered by the Airspace Change Programme. 

• 10 actions which have remaining deliverables attached to them. 

• New web page is now live, with noise-related reports, league tables and 

crystal marked environment information sheets. 

• A Noise league table has been created to provide stakeholders with 

information about the aircraft used by airlines operating at the airport 

and their performance against noise abatement procedures. By the end 

of calendar year 2021 there was only one aircraft which did not meet 

Chapter 4 – actions underway to phase this out imminently. 

• QC4 – making progress with operators of noisier 747s. 

• Installation of an additional fixed noise monitor in Melbourne. 

• Consider CAA Arrivals noise report. 

A question was asked regarding Noise Action Plan, Action 5. It mentions new 

charges to be implemented on 1st April 2022, but the members were not aware 

of these.   EMA confirmed that these relate to two penalties.  Firstly, a new 

penalty to be introduced for persistent track keeping violators, in line with the 

relevant NAP action.  The second change relates to concerns raised by ICC 

MENT and others relating to QC4 penalties and ensuring these are adequate 

to incentivise change by carriers.  These changes don’t relate however to fees 

and charges that all carriers pay, which will happen in the next financial year. 

A member asked about when incentives for phasing in Ch14 would be done.  

With the new Omicron variant of Covid, there has been a delay in some of the 

planned completion dates around fees and charges.  MENT will be consulted 

in due course. 

A member asked how fees and charges, and penalties compare with other 

airports to ensure that airlines will not bring noisy aircraft to EMA if its charges 

for them are lower than other airports.  EMA confirmed that this would be 

factored into decision making and when proposals are brought forward for 

consultation. 

The Chair asked for details on the timescale, so members have sufficient time 

to contribute to a consultation. 

Action – Consultation on fees, charges and penalties to be brought to a 

future MENT meeting. 

Slides were presented to discuss the Melbourne Noise Monitor.  EMA have 

identified a location, had contractual discussions with Severn Trent (as a 

landlord), and a planning application is being prepared.  A map on location 

was shown to the Members.  The monitor sits between the two departure 

tracks, and directly under the arrival track on Runway 09.  Installation is 

expected to be completed in the Spring 2022. 
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The Quiet Flight Performance report was taken as read, with key areas 

highlighted verbally.  This is also now available on the EMA website. 

Some new metrics have been included after listening to feedback from 

members.  Also, now included are: 

• Chapter 14 compliance levels. 

• A new measure based on the average QC’s (Quota Count) category 

over a 24-hour period. This can help promote the requirement to bring 

in the quieter aircraft in at all times of day. 

• Metrics which are covered in the Noise Action Plan. 

• Noise fining detail has been kept in for transparency. 

It was decided not to include training flights and complaints in this data as 

these metrics are difficult to link into the league table.  It was not felt the 

league table is the best place to reflect this information.  Complaints 

particularly may be correlated to operations, but also some may not be 

correlated and therefore excluded, which would be problematic. 

The report covers 2021.  This will be published every 6 months and will be 

shared with MENT. 

The Chair asked why Kallita Air have 100% Chapter 4 compliance and it was 

explained that that their aircraft are certified to Chapter 4.  The difference 

between Chapter classification and QC classification was discussed. 

It was discussed that Chapter may not be the most appropriate measure to 

consider when setting fees and charges, and that QC may be more 

appropriate. 

There was a question as to why Jet2 and Ryanair are not Chapter 14, as 

members thought they flew modern fleets.  It is believed that these will change 

as we emerge from the pandemic and airlines rearrange their aircraft across 

UK.  Currently load factors are low and a more modern fleet may be 

introduced as EMA come out of the pandemic over the next 12 months as they 

see passenger numbers increasing. 

Members agreed that the new Quiet Flight Performance report is a very good 

summary.  A member requested clarity around why the ‘Average QC per flight’ 

metric was expressed as a percentage and the methodology was explained. It 

was asked whether passenger airlines operate at night, and the answer was 

generally not in the depth of night, however ‘slot 1’ departures will fall into the 

night-time period between 6-7am, and late evening inbound passenger aircraft 

arrive into EMA after 11pm.  On the whole, during the pandemic, it has 

normally been cargo operators flying at night-time. 

11 AOB  
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It was asked whether the next meeting could be in person, rather than virtual.  

The Chair confirmed that this was his ambition for the next round of ICC 

meetings.  

 

 

12 Date of next MENT meeting(s)  
 

• Friday 20 May 2022 

• Friday 30 September 2022 

There being no further business the Chair declared the meeting closed at 

1300. 

 

 


