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1.0 Introduction 

1.1 This statement of case is provided by the Local Planning Authority (LPA), Luton Borough 

Council, to establish the LPA’s position and to assist the Inspector and Secretary of State (‘SoS’) 

in considering the Section 73 planning application (‘the planning application’) for: 

“Variation of conditions 8 (passenger throughput cap), 10 (noise contours), 22 (car parking 

management), 24 (travel plan) and 28 (approved plans and documents) to Planning Permission 

15/00950/VARCON (dated 13th October 2017) to accommodate 19 million passengers per 

annum and to amend the day and night noise contours.” 

1.2 The planning application was submitted on 11 January 2021 by the Wood Group on behalf of 

London Luton Airport Operations Limited (LLAOL) and sought to vary conditions attached to 

the 2017 permission (ref: 15/00950/VARCON) which had itself varied a condition attached to 

the original planning permission granted in 2014 for the enlargement of the terminal building 

and expansion of the airport infrastructure to accommodate up to 18mppa (ref: 

12/01400/FUL). The original development was EIA development, and, since it was considered 

that the proposal would be likely to have significant environmental effects, the Screening 

Opinion advised that the current application would also be EIA development. Consequently, 

the application was accompanied by an environmental statement addendum (ESA). 

1.3 Following public and technical consultation, the application was reported to the Development 

Management Committee meeting held on 30 November and 1 December 2021. The 

Committee resolved on behalf of the LPA to grant conditional planning permission, subject to 

the completion of a legal agreement under Section 106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 

1990. The decision of the LPA was subject to referral to the SoS.  

1.4 The letter on behalf of the SoS advising of the referral to the SoS was received on 6th April 2022. 

The planning application is now to be determined by the SoS following the report and 

recommendation of the Inspector and is the subject of this call-in inquiry.  

2.0 Site and Surroundings 

2.1 A description of the site and its surroundings is set out in Section 3 of the SoCG. 
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3.0 Relevant Planning History 

3.1 Relevant planning history is set out in Section 4 of the SoCG. 

4.0 Relevant Planning Policy 

4.1 Relevant planning policy, both national and local, is set out in Section 5 of the SoCG (and also 

in paragraphs 19-69 of the Development Management Committee Report of 30 November 

2021). 

4.2 Since the date of the Development Management Committee, the Government published a 

further consultation which is referenced in the SoCG. The Jet Zero further technical 

consultation took place between March-April 2022 following developments such as: an update 

to the Department for Transports aviation model; more up-to-date evidence on the 

development and uptake of new technologies; and further policy work on sustainable aviation 

fuels (SAF). 

4.3 One further document that is of relevance is the Government Response to the Transport 

Committee Report on the revised draft Airports National Policy Statement (2018). 

5.0 The Proposal 

5.1 The description of the proposed development is set out in Section 2.0 of the Statement of 

Common Ground (SoCG).  The application seeks to vary the current passenger cap of 18 mppa 

(condition 8) to allow up to 19mppa, together with a variation to the extent of the area within 

the 57dB summer day time and 48dB summer night time noise contours. 

5.2 Whilst the increase of 1mppa represents a 5.5% increase in passenger numbers, the application 

indicates that this will generate only a minor increase above the total number of air traffic 

movements that occurred in 2019 (142,566 total movements compared to 141,481 in 2019 or 

less than 1%) when the airport was operating at 18mppa and significantly below the 156,840 

movements predicted in the 2012 application (ref: 12/01400/FUL) granted planning 

permission in 2014. The reason given for the smaller increase in air traffic movements is that 

the number of seats in aircraft have increased and the load factor (% occupancy) of the aircraft 

used by carriers has also improved, consequently the number of movements per mppa has 
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decreased in recent years compared to the average in 2014 when planning permission was 

granted. 

5.3 The LPA appointed noise consultants (Suono) and climate change consultants (Ricardo) to 

advise on technical matters associated with the application. Following a review of the 

information that had been submitted, a Regulation 25 request was made to the Wood Group, 

LLAOL’s agent, in April 2021 seeking further information in relation to noise and climate 

change. The response from the Wood Group addressed noise issues that had been raised, with 

the provision of an updated noise chapter for the ESA, whilst on climate change a Carbon 

Reduction Plan was provided. 

5.4 Upon receipt of these comments, a further round of consultation was undertaken in 

accordance with the EIA Regulations, with responses from third parties and the LPA’s 

consultants being assessed. Further clarification was sought in July 2021, with a response from 

the Wood Group being provided in August, addressing points raised by the LPA’s noise 

consultants and also third parties. Since the response from the Wood Group addressed specific 

points that had been raised, inter alia, by LADACAN and North Hertfordshire District Council, a 

final round of consultation was undertaken. 

5.5 The issues that arose and the responses to them were fully considered in the body of the report 

to the Development Management Committee.  

6.0 Committee Resolution and Secretary of State’s Referral 

6.1 On 30 November and 1 December 2021, the application subject to this statement was 

reported to Luton Borough Council’s Development Management Committee. The 

Development Management Committee has full delegated authority to make planning 

decisions on behalf of the LPA including in relation to this section 73 application. 

6.2 Following presentations, oral representations from members of the public, discussion, 

comments and, statements by Members of the Development Management Committee, on 1 

December 2021, the Chair moved the officer’s recommendation to approve the application.  

The motion was seconded, put to the vote and carried, with the minutes recording the 

following:: 

 “(a) That the Development Management Committee resolved that: 
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(01) That the requirements of Regulation 18 and Schedule 4 of the Town and Country 

Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017 (as 

amended) are satisfied by reason of the Addendum to the Environmental Statement including 

at least the following information: 

(i) A description of the development comprising information on the site, design and size of 

the development; 

(ii) A description of the measures envisaged in order to avoid, reduce and, if possible, 

remedy significant adverse effects; 

(iii) The data required to identify and assess the main effects which the development is 

likely to have on the environment; 

(iv) An outline of the main alternatives studies by the applicant and an indication of the 

main reasons for the choice made, taking into account the environmental effects; 

(v) A non-technical summary of the information under (i) to (iv) above. 

(02) That it be recorded that, that in making the decision on the application, the Committee 

has taken into account the environmental information comprising the Environmental 

Statement and Addendum and that this information meets the minimum requirements of 

Regulation 18 and Schedule 4 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 

Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017 (as amended). 

(b) Planning permission be granted subject to: 

- The Airport Master Plan being adopted by the Council’s Executive, which occurred on 23 

November 2021 

i. Delegated authority being granted to the Head of Planning in consultation with the 

Council’s Senior Solicitor (Planning) to: 

A. complete a variation to the current agreement dated 9/10/2017 and made under Section 

106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, in order to retain its current provisions and 

be varied to contain the following: 

1. provision, implementation, monitoring and review of travel plans for passengers and 

staff; 

2. review of the Airport Surface Access Strategy within twelve months, such a review to 

make provision for additional staff parking and electric charging points; 

3. provision and an update to the noise alleviation measures including the noise 

management plan, noise mitigation and noise insulation scheme (including an increase in 

the noise insulation fund); 

4. provision and update to the current employment, skills and training programme; 
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5. provision, implementation, monitoring and review of a Carbon Reduction Strategy; 

6. provision of an annual airport monitoring fee 

B. finalise the terms of the Section 106 agreement. 

ii. The imposition of the conditions as detailed in Appendix 1 to this report and set out below, 

with delegated authority being granted to the Head of Planning in consultation with the 

Council’s Senior Solicitor (Planning) to add any further conditions as considered necessary and 

to finalise the terms of the planning conditions as set out in Appendix 1.” 

6.3 On 22 December 2022 the Planning Casework Unit within the Department for 

Levelling Up, Housing and Communities, wrote to inform the LPA that the SoS had issued an 

Article 31 Holding Direction, preventing the LPA from granting planning permission for the 

development without specific authorisation.   

6.4 On 6th April 2022, the SoS issued his call-in letter, directing that the application be 

referred to him and that “the matters which he particularly wishes to be informed about for 

the purposes of his consideration of the application are: 

a) The extent to which the proposed development is consistent with Government 

policies for meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change 

(NPPF Chapter 14); 

b) The extent to which the proposed development is consistent with Government 

policies for conserving and enhancing the natural environment (NPPF Chapter 15); 

c) The extent to which the proposed development is consistent with the development 

plan for the area; and 

d) any other matters the Inspector consider relevant.” 

7.0 The LPA’s Position 

7.1 The officer’s report to the Development Management Committee set out the position of the 

LPA to the proposals that were considered in November/December 2021. The minutes of the 

Development Management Committee summarise the discussions, deliberations and 

resolution in relation to the documents and plans that were presented by officers to the 

Committee. 
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7.2 The main issues that were identified in relation to the application reported to the Development 

Management Committee on 30 November and 1 December 2021 related to: principle of 

development; climate change; noise; traffic and parking; air quality; health and wellbeing; 

economic benefits; airspace change; public safety zones; breaches of condition; consistency 

with the Luton Local Plan 2011-2031; and the planning balance.  These headings are used 

below with a summary of the LPA’s position in relation to the application that was considered 

by the Committee in November/December 2021. 

7.3 As stated in the agreed SoCG (para 1.3), the Applicant intends to prepare a further Addendum 

to the Environmental Statement, to provide up-to-date data and forecasts, given the time that 

has elapsed since submission of the planning application.  Consequently, the LPA reserves the 

right to submit an update to this Statement of Case once that further information has been 

submitted. It is therefore possible that the LPA will submit additional evidence in relation to 

the forecasts of future numbers of ATMs and passengers and their impacts including in terms 

of noise and air quality emissions, climate change, health and surface access following the 

submission of additional evidence submitted by LLAOL. 

7.4 The forecasts and published statements of Luton Rising (the airport owner) submitted in the 

DCO process, which is ongoing, will also be commented upon in evidence. 

Principle of Development 
7.5 As established within the policy section of this statement, a key priority of national aviation 

policy is to make best use of existing runway capacity, taking all relevant considerations into 

account, particularly economic and environmental impacts and proposed mitigations. The APF 

in 2013 set out the government’s high-level objectives and policies for aviation which continue 

in place. Support is given for growth, and it identified that there will be capacity challenges at 

all the main airports in the south-east of England. The Airports Commission Final Report in 

2015 recognised the need for airports other than Heathrow to make more intensive use of 

their existing infrastructure. The government’s Policy Paper MBU stated in 2018 stated that 

the government is supportive of airports beyond Heathrow making more intensive use of their 

existing infrastructure. These policy documents establish the most up-to-date Government 

policy and this is reaffirmed within the government’s Jet Zero consultation. On the basis of the 

policy statements made by the government, the proposal to make best use of the prevailing 

runway at Luton is consistent with national aviation policy. 
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7.6 As was made the clear by the Inspectors in the London Stansted Airport appeal decision, there 

is no national aviation policy requirement for airports to demonstrate a need for either their 

proposed development or for associated additional air traffic movements and increased 

passenger numbers (paragraph 17 of appeal ref: PP/C1570/W/20/3256619). 

7.7 Although there is a balance with environmental impacts of development that need to be 

considered, there is in-principle support for airports making best use of their existing 

infrastructure and capacity, as was proposed by the application that achieved a resolution to 

grant in December 2021.  This position is reiterated in the Bristol Airport appeal decision that 

was issued post the Development Management Committee resolution (paragraph 212 of 

appeal ref: APP/D0121/W/20/3259234) – this is now the subject of an appeal to the High 

Court. 

Environmental Statement Addendum (ESA) and Uncertainties 
7.8 The ESA that was submitted in support of the application was prepared in accordance with the 

Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (as 

amended) and addressed additional matters required to be considered by those regulations 

which were not addressed within the environmental statement for the original application (ref: 

12/01400/FUL) or the subsequent addendum to the environmental statement associated with 

the variation application in 2015 (ref: 15/00950/VARCON). 

7.9 The baseline data for the original environmental statement was gathered in 2011, with the key 

assessment year, for ‘with development’ and ‘without development’ being 2028 (it was 

assumed without development the airport would have reached 12.4mppa in 2028 and with 

development would be operating at 18mppa). The baseline years have been used to inform 

the ESA, with the 2011 baseline data updated to take into account, amongst other things, 

population growth since that permission; the updated data associated with the 2015 variation 

application; and more recent up-to-date data from 2018/2019 (for instance from air quality 

monitoring, emissions modelling, traffic data, population increase, etc). Noise generated by 

the airport from 2019 was not included as the airport was in breach of the noise contour cap 

for the summer period (condition 10). 

7.10 This was considered an appropriate approach for establishing the baseline for the 

environmental assessment of the various topics scoped into the EIA. 

7.11 Third party representations to the application raised concerns about uncertainties with the 

forecasting, including the impact of the Covid-19 pandemic and questions about fleet mix and 
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the introduction of new generation aircraft. These concerns were addressed across the 

officer’s report to the Development Management Committee and it was concluded that the 

stated uncertainties could be readily anticipated and considered within the planning balance. 

Climate Change 
7.12 Climate change is a global issue and, whilst many of the objections to the planning application 

focussed on climate change issues, the position of the Government on climate change is that 

it is to be addressed at the international and national level. The following are relevant: 

 The Climate Change Act 2008 set a target of an 80% reduction in emissions, which allowed 

aviation some headroom, as amended to achieve net zero carbon emissions.  The targets 

apply across the UK economy, with a series of five yearly carbon budgets to deliver the 

target. In 2019 the Climate Change Act (2008) was amended to achieve net zero carbon 

emissions at 2050. 

 Up until 2021 international aviation had a separate allowance. In April 2021 the 

Government decided to include aviation within the UK carbon target from the 6th carbon 

budget onwards (2032-37), although this has yet to be incorporated in UK law. 

 The Jet Zero consultation paper (July 2021), which sets out how Government expects to 

achieve net zero aviation by 2050 includes an expectation that aviation could grow by 60% 

whilst achieving net zero. Government recognised that this required new efficiency 

technologies, new fuels, and new markets for trading carbon emission offsets. The 

conclusions and policy decisions following consultation responses are expected in July 

2022. 

 There is no aviation budget set by Government within the overall UK carbon budget. 

7.13 In the Stansted Airport High Court appeal decision the following was held (Mrs Justice Lang in 

October 2017) that “It was correct to find that carbon emissions policies are addressed at a 

national level, in the MBU, and are not a matter for local planning decision-makers. It was 

entitled to conclude that the national policy ‘Making best use of existing runways’ (‘MBU’), 

published in June 2018, was made in full knowledge of the UK’s then commitments to combat 

climate change, and that it thoroughly tested the potential implications of the policy in climate 

change terms (DL 18). It was also entitled to conclude that the Government has not altered the 

policies in the MBU, notwithstanding changes to the targets for reduction of greenhouse gas 
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emissions” (Judge’s decision on application for permission to apply for Planning Statutory 

Review [CPR PD 8C] Ground 1, page 2 ref: CO/2356/2021). 

7.14 The Bristol airport appeal decision which was published after the Luton Development 

Management Committee resolution, reiterated the position stated in the Stansted decision 

and the High Court ruling concerning the interpretation and application of MBU.  The Bristol 

decision is currently the subject of a High Court challenge. 

7.15 Along with neighbouring authorities, the Council has declared a climate emergency and 

policies, such as LLP1, LLP25 and LLP37, within the Local Plan, acknowledge the significance of 

climate change and seek to protect the environment. These policies, however, are of relevance 

to carbon emissions from the airport’s building, ground operations and surface access, which 

comprise local policy concerns that were addressed within the content of the application. 

7.16 The submitted ESA considers impacts on the climate that would result from the proposal and 

this was reviewed on behalf of the LPA by Ricardo. The review led to a response that was 

provided by the Wood Group and these interactions confirmed that the consideration of 

climate change was appropriate and the results were consistent with planning policy relevant 

to the determination of the planning application. The consideration of climate change impacts 

of the proposal were set out within the officer’s report to the Development Management 

Committee, where it was determined that appropriate mitigation would ensure that the 

proposal would be consistent with both existing and emerging policy concerning climate 

change. 

7.17 This would be achieved through the implementation of a Carbon Reduction Plan (CRP), which 

has been provided in support of the application and sets out steps that LLAOL is taking to 

achieve carbon neutrality by 2026 and deliver net zero carbon for the Airport’s direct 

operational emissions by 2040. As such, the CRP addresses scope 1 emissions, namely those 

directly related to activities that LLAOL controls (such as the burning of gas and fuel on the 

airport) and scope 2 emissions associated with the consumption of heat and electricity 

purchased by LLAOL. Scope 3 emissions are those linked to the airport (including tenants’ 

concessions and subcontractor emissions) over which LLAOL has very significant influence, and 

which are ground based activities, and some emissions which LLAOL does not have absolute 

control, but can influence through commercial agreements including flights and surface access. 
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7.18 In order to ensure that the objectives of the CRP are realised, a planning condition was 

recommended to secure the production, implementation and regular five yearly review of a 

carbon reduction strategy, covering all ground based activity (including scope 1, 2 and relevant 

scope 3 emissions). The Section 106 legal agreement will also secure the monitoring of the 

carbon reduction strategy. 

Noise 
7.19 National aviation policy recognises that the impact of noise is one of the environmental effects 

that is a key concern associated with airport development, and seeks to limit and where 

possible reduce the number of people significantly affected by aircraft noise. It also recognises 

that proposals when judged by the relevant planning authority should take careful account of 

all relevant considerations, particularly economic and environmental impacts and proposed 

mitigations. However, there is no policy stating that airport expansion should not be permitted 

if it results in an increase in noise levels above existing levels. Further, the potential for airport 

expansion to result in an increase in noise is something that the government recognises may 

occur, since the APF allows for compensation schemes in such circumstances. 

7.20 National and local policy seek to minimise and mitigate the impact of noise from airport 

expansion upon the local community. The PPG provides guidance on how it can be established 

whether noise is likely to be a concern. Thus for an increase in noise between the LOAEL and 

SOAEL thresholds, small changes in behaviour and attitude may occur and consequently 

consideration should be given to mitigating and minimising those effects, taking into account 

economic and social benefits derived from the activity. For levels above the SOAEL a material 

change in behaviour is likely to occur, such as keeping windows closed, and it is undesirable for 

such exposure to be caused, therefore the planning process should be used to avoid this effect 

occurring, or appropriate mitigation should be used.  

7.21 The proposed changes to the noise contours resulted in the greatest number of objections, 

and were also the subject of considerable scrutiny, with the LPA’s noise consultants, Suono, 

providing an assessment of the proposals at the pre-application stage and providing comments 

on three occasions following the submission of the application. This included a request for 

further information under Regulation 25 of the EIA regulations. 

7.22 The ESA adopted an approach to significance with regard to both the absolute level of noise 

and the change in noise level. In order to consider the absolute level, LOAEL and SOAEL 

thresholds were adopted, whilst to consider change in noise levels, thresholds of significance 



 

11 
 

Statement of Case on behalf of the Local Planning Authority  

were adopted. Increases of 3dB above the LOAEL were considered significant, whilst a lower 

level of 1dB above the SOAEL was chosen to reflect the evidence that people are more sensitive 

to increases in noise at higher absolute levels, and following PPG guidance. 

7.23 The proposed development has three potential noise sources, namely, ground noise, road 

traffic noise and air noise. Ground noise and road traffic noise were considered in the Screening 

Report with the results of the assessments indicating that the effects would be negligible and 

consequently they were screened out of the ESA. The assessment of air noise was based on 

the forecasts provided by LLAOL in the planning application which took into account the 

existing fleet mix and airline orders for new generation aircraft to 2026 of the principal 

operators at Luton Airport (Whizz Air, easyJet and Ryan AIr). The potential noise impacts arising 

from the proposed development are assessed in Chapter 8 of the ESA. The report to the 

Development Management Committee sets out the methodology of the assessment, which 

was undertaken in line with Government guidance and policy, such as the Noise Policy 

Statement for England (NPSE). The forecasts are being updated by the Applicant and evidence 

will be submitted having regard to these and forecasts in the DCO Luton Rising published 

forecasts and statements. 

7.24 The report also covers results for years up to 2028, predicting the worst case years for the 

number of additional dwellings (724) being above the SOAEL as 2022 and 2023. This figure then 

steadily decreases up to 2028. For 2028, a key assessment year, the noise assessment 

demonstrates that there are no properties within the area between the LOAEL and SOAEL 

contours for day or night-time that would be exposed to an increase in noise levels above 1dB, 

neither are there dwellings currently exposed to levels above the SOAEL (day or night) that 

would be exposed to a 1dB increase. The reduction in the number of properties exposed to 

increases in noise levels from 2023 onwards is associated with the introduction of more 

modern quieter aircraft types (Airbus neo and Boeing max), with the forecast for their 

introduction being based on orders for the major carriers operating from Luton (Wizz Air, 

easyJet, and Ryanair). 

7.25 The report went on to outline the details of the Noise Insulation Scheme and how this would 

respond to the evolving situation over the period up to 2028. The airport’s noise insulation 

scheme will contribute significantly to mitigating the noise effects for those who currently 

experience noise above the SOAEL and those who as a consequence of the expansion will do 

so. It was, however, recognised that the roll out of the programme is such that not all dwellings 
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that will experience adverse noise impacts will be able to be insulated prior to those impacts 

occurring. Consequently, it was considered that the measures proposed are compensation 

rather than mitigation. However, the difference between mitigation and compensation in this 

case is recognised to be of limited weight given that the consequence of the development is 

not likely to result in a noticeable change in noise levels.  

7.26 At paragraph 137, the report also detailed consideration of non-residential properties that 

might be sensitive to increases in noise. Eight non-residential properties were identified as 

being adversely affected by noise and their eligibility for noise insulation grants would be 

carried forward into the new Non-Residential Noise Insulation Scheme. 

7.27 Matters relating to the performance of the A321neo were raised with representations, 

however, the actual performance of this aircraft has been factored into the ESA. It was, 

therefore, considered that the modelled contours provide justification for the change in the 

contours that were sought in the application. The issue of tranquillity was also raised, however, 

the matter is more appropriate for consideration within the context of airspace change, a 

separate regulatory regime. Notwithstanding this assertion, the proposal would not result in 

any new areas being overflown, whilst the number of flights would increase by only 1% and 

the ESA envisages almost 14,500 fewer movements than the assumptions within the 2012 

environmental assessment for the increase to 18mppa. On that basis, no material change is 

anticipated to the character of the areas overflown. 

7.28 It was accepted that the proposal would be contrary to local policy, as it would be contrary to 

elements of policies LLP6 and 38; however, this is to be weighed against all relevant impacts 

and considerations including the economic and other benefits of the development.  

Traffic and Parking 
7.29 The planning application was accompanied by a Transport Assessment, a Travel Plan and a Car 

Parking Management Plan. In addition, the ESA included a chapter on transport, assessing the 

impact of the additional passenger numbers on the highway network. To inform the baseline 

transport conditions, the Transport Assessment built upon the 2012 environmental 

assessment data, referencing more recent 2019 information when the airport was operating 

at 18mppa. The forecast year for reaching 19mppa for the Transport Assessment was 2024. 

The Transport Assessment considered the existing situation, both in terms of the sustainable 

transport network (rail, coach, bus, cycling and walking) and also the road access and parking 
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facilities. The assessment considered the performance of the road network feeding the airport 

as well as anticipated improvements, including the DART and the M1-A6 link road. 

7.30 The Transport Assessment predicted that there would be an increase of 121 two-way vehicle 

movements in the AM peak (an increase of 3.7%) and 93 two-way vehicle movements in the 

PM peak (an increase of 3.2%). Overall, the Transport Assessment demonstrated that this small 

increase in traffic volumes would not have a significant adverse impact upon the operation of 

the highway network, even before the measures in the Travel Plan have been taken into 

account. 

7.31 The Travel Plan submitted with the application utilised the CAA (Civil Aviation Authority) 

passenger data, which shows that between 2016 and 2019 there was a 1.6% increase in the 

use of public transport as the main means of access to the airport, with the private mode share 

dropping by 10.8%. The Travel Plan also demonstrates that the airport has already met its 

sustainable transport target (as set out within the Airport Surface Access Strategy 2018-2022 

[ASAS]) and provides both further targets for achieving 19mppa by 2024 and an action plan for 

achieving that target. 

7.32 The provision of available car parking at the airport is below that which was envisaged within 

the 2012 application and the rapid growth of the airport has resulted in a greater under 

provision of available spaces. Alongside an established Car Parking Management Plan, which 

restricts availability and establishes cost of vehicular entry to the airport, this has motivated 

the increased use of sustainable modes of transport. The Car Parking Management Strategy 

submitted with the application continues this approach, with the ASAS and the Travel Plan 

providing targets that will be monitored to assess effectiveness. 

7.33 With current targets having been met without the DART being operational, it is considered that 

the use of sustainable transport methods will increase and the targets provided within the 

Travel Plan are attainable. With regard to staff, an early review of the ASAS is proposed to 

encourage staff to opt for sustainable modes through the provision of electric charging points 

and cycle facilities. 

7.34 It was considered that the Transport Assessment, Travel Plan and Car Parking Management 

Plan are acceptable, being in accordance with policies in the NPPF and Policies LLP31 and LLP32 

of the Luton Local Plan. 
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Air Quality 
7.35 National aviation policy recognises that airport operations have the potential to impact upon 

local air quality. The NPPF states that planning decision should prevent new development 

giving rise to unacceptable levels of air pollution and where possible help to improve local 

environmental conditions. The Air Quality Standards Regulations set air quality limit values for, 

inter alia, NO², NOx, PM10 and PM2.5s. Therefore, the policy framework within which air 

quality impacts must be considered is: the impact of the proposed development on the AQSs 

and AQOs; whether the impacts are mitigated to an acceptable level; and the need to sustain 

that compliance. The ESA has a chapter on air quality and considers the impacts of the 

proposed development upon air quality against these criteria. 

7.36 The monitoring over the period 2013-2018 demonstrates that NO² levels are below the AQS 

limits, showing a downward trend of approximately 0.5μg m-3 each year. PM10 and PM2.5 

concentrations are also shown to be below the AQS mean concentration limits. The ESA 

assessed the air quality impact of the proposed development upon both human receptors and 

ecological receptors. 

7.37 With regard to the impact of PM10s on human health, the ESA found that the impact of the 

increase in PM10s associated with the additional 1mppa would be negligible, with the greatest 

predicted concentration of 20μg m-3 being only half the AQS level. For PM2.5s the increase 

again was predicted to be negligible, with an increase in emissions of 0.1μg m-3 representing 

51% of the AQS level. Concentrations of NOx are predicted to increase by a maximum of 3μg 

m-3 at Winchill Wood (one of the ecological receptors modelled). There are a number of 

ecological locations where the concentration is predicted to exceed the AQS level of 30μg m-3, 

though these are close to major roads and since the receptors are only of local importance, 

the ESA classifies the impact as not significant. 

7.38 Overall in terms of air quality, the proposed expansion to cater for up to 19mppa will not have 

a significant effect upon air quality. Where the ESA does predict an increase in emissions, it is 

in each case negligible and well within the AQS limits set by government. In terms of the 

predicted impacts upon air quality, the proposed development is considered to align with 

national policy as well as policy LLP38 of the Local Plan. 

Health and Wellbeing 
7.39 A comprehensive health impact assessment was undertaken for the original planning 

application in 2012, assessing the impact of the development on health determinants in four 
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broad categories, namely: social and economic factors (e.g. employment, economic effects, 

community cohesion); environmental factors (e.g. air quality, noise, travel); lifestyle factors 

(e.g. exercise and diet); and access factors (e.g. to health and social services, local amenities, 

etc). The current proposal is a variation to conditions attached to that permission and so the 

application and ESA consider areas where change and impacts upon health may occur. 

7.40 The ESA includes a chapter on human health and wellbeing, considering the health effects at a 

population level and not individual level impacts. Since the proposed variations to the planning 

conditions do not entail a change to the spatial pattern of aircraft movements and do not result 

in a significant adverse impact upon air quality or traffic, the assessment in the ESA is focussed 

on the impacts of aircraft noise upon human health. 

7.41 Since the proposed variation to the capacity cap and noise conditions will see more people 

exposed to daytime and night-time noise levels between the LOAEL and SOAEL and also above 

the SOAEL, the ESA notes that this is likely to have some adverse health effects, with additional 

cases of, amongst other things, hypertension, stroke, heart disease, as well as annoyance and 

sleep disturbance, impacting upon the population’s health and wellbeing. 

7.42 The officer report to the Development Management Committee acknowledges that there 

would be adverse health effects of moderate significance in 2022 (the worst case year), as well 

as 2028 (the year in which noise reduction was required to have been achieved by the 2014 

permission). Amendment to the Noise Insulation Scheme is proposed to address the impacts 

that have been identified and, of the minority of the population who are more sensitive to 

noise effects and increased exposure, only a proportion of them will experience a change in 

risk factor. 

7.43 Whilst the ESA has identified this negative impact on health arising from the increased 

exposure to noise, this would be a small change in risk factors for health to those affected, and 

over a limited period of time. This identified impact on health and wellbeing for those affected 

is balanced against in particular the socio-economic benefits of the development, and the 

original environmental statement identified long-term health benefits through reducing levels 

of poverty and inequality. 

7.44 The Government recognises the significant benefits for health and wellbeing associated with 

aviation and the LPA’s evidence will build upon these benefits. 
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Economic Benefits 
7.45 The report reiterates the importance of airports to the UK economy and establishes the 

Government’s position that the expansion of airports will be significant in enhancing global 

connectivity and economic growth. 

7.46 Whilst the proposal would be unlikely of itself to significantly increase employment numbers, 

additional passengers and expenditure by them would support and sustain the employment of 

airport and aviation related staff and the economy of the wider area, as well as safeguarding 

the continued commercial viability of the airport and existing direct and indirect jobs, 

preventing the loss of jobs, and consequently be likely to produce a significant economic 

benefit to Luton and the wider area. 

7.47 The airport is an asset to the town of Luton and the wider sub-region. The international 

connectivity it provides to countries throughout Europe and further afield attracts tourism, 

brings in foreign investment, encourages international trade and creates employment 

opportunities. The airport stimulates economic growth both directly and indirectly, providing 

material benefits to local people, including those living in areas of local deprivation. 

7.48 The report considers comments related to economic growth within representations received 

to the application and balances these against local and national policy, which does not 

recognise outbound tourism as being of material detriment to the UK economy. 

7.49 The report concludes that the proposal would bring significant economic benefit and that it 

would be consistent with local and national policy in these terms. The economic benefits 

associated with the proposal will be expanded upon in the LPA’s evidence. 

Airspace Change 
7.50 Airspace changes are administered under a separate regulatory regime to that of planning, 

with the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) being the independent aviation regulator responsible 

for deciding whether to approve changes proposed to the design of airspace over the UK. None 

of the airspace changes are caused by or are relevant to the planning application and the 

increase from 18 mppa to 19 mppa.  

7.51 Whilst not directly relevant to the current planning application, the officer’s report to the 

Development Management Committee detailed the airspace change options that were being 

considered by the CAA in relation to airspace around Luton.  This information was provided 
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since some third party responses had raised airspace change in their representations and so 

was included as background information for Councillors on the Committee.  

7.52 Since the Committee resolution Airspace Development 6 (AD6), referred to in paragraph 180 

of the committee report, has been completed (10 December 2021), implemented (this step 

was completed on 8 March 2022) and is now in the post implementation review stage. 

7.53 Future Airspace Strategy Implementation – South (FASI-S), referred to in paragraph 181 of the 

committee report, has also progressed since the Committee resolution, with the CAA 

confirming that they are satisfied that LLAOL have met the requirements of the process to date 

and the CAA has therefore approved progress to Stage 3: Consultation preparation.  One of 

the key aspects of this overall airspace modernisation that LLAOL is looking at is the 

opportunity for aircraft to reach higher altitudes sooner on departure and remain higher for 

longer on arrival, thereby enabling significant environmental benefits. 

Public Safety Zones 
7.54 Matters relating to public safety zones (PSZs) are addressed within the report to the 

Development Management Committee, however, it was noted that the profiles of PSZs are 

now standardised. None of the changes to the PSZs are caused by or are relevant to the 

planning application and the increase from 18 mppa to 19 mppa. 

Breaches of Conditions 
7.55 Many of the representations submitted in response to the application indicated that LLAOL 

have been in breach of planning conditions that were attached to the original permission. The 

responses suggested that not only have the noise contours been breached, but also the total 

number of movements permitted by the permission have been exceed, together with the 

number of movements at night and the passenger cap. 

7.56 With regard to breaches of the noise contour cap, the report to the Development Management 

Committee set out how this had been addressed prior to the submission of the application, as 

well as the approach that has been taken within the application to decrease the likelihood of 

any future breaches occurring. In answer to representations that enforcement action should 

have been taken by the LPA against the Airport for breaches of condition 10, the LPA refers to 

government guidance contained in PPG. In every case, taking enforcement action in respect of 

a breach of planning control must be only when it is considered by a local planning authority 

to be expedient do so, must be proportionate and have regard to the Development Plan, 

government policy and other material considerations. The LPA followed such guidance when 
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considering the potential action to be taken in the case of breaches of condition 10 for Luton 

Airport. It concluded in all the circumstances that enforcement action would not have been 

expedient or proportionate.  

7.57 The report also addressed comments received concerning passenger numbers, establishing 

that the airport had come close to achieving 18mppa, but that this had not been exceeded and 

consequently there had not been a breach of planning condition 8.  

7.58 The committee report also noted that neither the 2014 planning permission (ref: 

12/01400/FUL) nor the subsequent 2015 variation (ref: 15/00950/VARCON) included a 

restriction on the total number of movements at the airport – thus no condition was breached 

in this regard, also noting that the airport was operating with a significantly lower number of 

movements than had been modelled for an 18mppa airport in the original planning application 

and environmental statement.  Further, the controls that were in place in relation to the 

movement cap covering the night period and the early morning shoulder period, had never 

been breached. 

Contrary to Policies in the Luton Local Plan 2011-2031 
7.59 The application was advertised as, amongst other things, a departure from the development 

plan. At the time of receipt of the application, it was recognised that the proposal would not 

be in accordance with the 2012 Airport Master Plan, which envisaged growth up to 18mppa 

and that the 2021 Airport Master Plan that was submitted at the same time as the application 

had not been adopted by the Council. Further, the EIA Screening Report had concluded that 

the expansion of both the daytime and night-time contours would expose more people to 

adverse effects from noise which, would be contrary to policies within the Luton Local Plan. 

7.60 Whilst the proposal, in supporting economic growth, enhancing infrastructure and proposing 

development that would be appropriate in nature and scale, would accord with various aspects 

of the Local Plan, it is acknowledged that it would be contrary to other elements, such as 

leading to a temporary increase in noise and the number of properties that would be affected 

by that increase. 

7.61 That there was not an adopted Airport Master Plan that demonstrated an increase to 19mmpa 

was an additional deviation from the requirements of the Local Plan, however, at the meeting 

of the Executive on 23 November 2021, the Executive resolved to adopt (‘formally approve or 

accept”) the Airport Master Plan 2021 that was submitted with the application. This updated 
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Master Plan does not constitute a Local Development Document or Supplementary Planning 

Document. 

7.62 Although fully assessed within the ESA, the report to the Development Management 

Committee makes clear that it would not be possible to insulate all the properties eligible 

under the Noise Insulation Scheme before the adverse noise impacts occur. Further, despite 

the fact that over time the ESA demonstrates that noise levels will be reduced, the application 

itself results in an increase in day and night-time noise above the current permitted levels until 

2028, and it is not until 2031 that the noise reductions conditioned under the 2014 planning 

permission (ref: 12/01400/FUL) and subsequent variation (ref: 15/00950/VARCON) are 

achieved. Whilst the planning application incorporates an incentivisation scheme to secure 

fleet modernisation, it was also acknowledged that this has occurred at a slower pace than was 

envisaged in 2012. Noise, therefore, comprises the element of the proposal that remains 

inconsistent with Policy LLP6 of the Luton Local Plan. 

Planning Balance 
7.63 National aviation policy, including the APF and MBU (the most up-to-date aviation policy), all 

support the increased use of existing runway capacity at UK airports. They also highlight the 

positive impacts that airport expansion can bring to the UK economy. The ANPS also suggest 

that with the UK leaving the EU, the importance of aviation to the economy will only increase. 

The NPPF advises that significant weight should be given to the need to support economic 

growth and productivity. There is, however, the need to balance economic benefits against 

environmental impacts. 

7.64 The report to the Development Management Committee weighed negative matters in relation 

to climate change, noise, highways and air quality against the benefits and importance of the 

sustainable growth of the airport to both Luton and the wider sub-region. 

7.65 In terms of economic benefit, as stated above, whilst the proposal would be unlikely of itself 

to significantly increase employment numbers, additional passengers and expenditure by them 

would support and sustain the employment of airport and aviation related staff and the 

economy of the wider area. It would also safeguard the continued commercial viability of the 

airport and existing direct and indirect jobs, preventing the loss of jobs, and consequently be 

likely to produce a significant economic benefit to Luton and the wider area. 
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7.66 No significant highway implications were identified through consideration of the application 

and its supporting documents. Moreover, strategies for a further shift towards sustainable 

modes of transport would be secured through implementation of the proposal. 

7.67 With regard to greenhouse gases, the Carbon Reduction Plan targets 2026 for the airport to 

become carbon neutral and 2040 to achieve net zero. Secured through condition and planning 

obligation, it was considered that the impact would be appropriately mitigated by this 

intervention, in accordance with Policy LLP37. 

7.68 Noise impacts, therefore, comprises the material consideration most-weighted against the 

benefits of the proposal. It was accepted that the planning application, resulting in more 

residents being exposed to noise that cannot be adequately mitigated, would be a departure 

from local policy. In weighing matters of noise, the report set out the adverse impact, as well 

as the temporary nature of the increase in the size of noise contours, the expansion of the 

noise mitigation scheme and the benefits of fleet modernisation that would be accelerated. 

7.69 The report concluded that the economic benefits of the proposal weighed heavily in its favour. 

Conversely, whilst there would be adverse noise impacts associated with the proposal, this 

would decline from its peak and return to existing levels over time. 

7.70 It was, therefore, concluded that the material considerations weighed in favour of approval 

and the Development Management Committee agreed with that recommendation from 

officers. 

Developer Contributions and Planning Obligations 
7.71 The original consent in 2014 and the subsequent variation approved in 2017 both were subject 

to legal agreements that covered the following matters: highway infrastructure improvements; 

travel plans; transport forum; noise mitigation measures; training, skills and employment; 

community fund; environmental management; safeguarding of access to Century Park; 

sustainability; annual monitoring report and the airport consultative committee. The 

provisions of the current Section 106 legal agreement are still required and should be updated 

going forward. 

7.72 The additional measures and updates to the provisions within the Section 106 legal agreement 

that will be secured include: 

 provision, implementation, monitoring and review of travel plans for passengers and staff; 
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 review of the Airport Surface Access Strategy within twelve months, such a review to make 

provision for additional staff parking and electric charging points; 

 provision and an update to the noise alleviation measures including the noise management 

plan, noise mitigation and noise insulation scheme (including an increase in the noise 

insulation fund); 

 provision and update to the current employment, skills and training programme; 

 provision, implementation, monitoring and review of a Carbon Reduction Strategy; and 

 provision of an annual airport monitoring fee. 

7.73 The agreement also provided for a Section 106 monitoring fee. 

Flood Risk, Coastal Change and the Natural Environment 
7.74 In addition to the overt considerations associated with the application as it was reported to 

the Development Management Committee, the referral letter from the Secretary of State also 

specified other matters which he particularly wished to be informed about.  The first two 

matters specified were the extent to which the proposal was consistent with Chapters 14 

(Climate Change, Flooding and Coastal Change) and 15 (Conserving and Enhancing the Natural 

Environment) of the NPPF.  The third specific matter identified by the call-in letter was the 

extent to which the proposed development is consistent with the development plan, and this 

has been addressed above.  The final area to be addressed, namely “any other matters the 

Inspector considers relevant” will no doubt be set out by the Inspector at the Pre-Inquiry 

Meeting on 6 July 2022. 

7.75 The issue of climate change was considered at length within the ESA, the application as a whole 

and the officer’s report to the Development Management Committee. 

7.76 Water resources and flood risk were scoped out of the ESA as no material change was proposed 

to the quantum of built development or impermeable areas. The Lead Local Flood Authority 

(LLFA) provided comments in respect of the proposal and additional and revised information 

was sought and provided to address the concerns that were raised.  

7.77 In terms of coastal change, no material implications were identified within the scoping of the 

proposals environmental impacts given the location of the airport and the nature of its 

operational requirements. 
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7.78 In terms of the natural environment, impacts were considered amongst the assessment of the 

proposal regarding noise, air quality and climate change. In scoping the extent of the 

environmental assessment, however, ecological and biodiversity impacts were scoped out for 

a number of reasons, including: 

 The height and distance of aircraft from locations that benefit from ecological designations; 

 There are no material changes to the quantum of built development associated with the 

proposal; 

 The increase in air traffic movements as a result of the increase in passengers would be 

minor and the direction of flights will remain the same; 

 Noise assessments demonstrated that in-air and ground aircraft noise and road traffic 

noise would yield a negligible change to the noise environment at designated and non-

designated biodiversity sites; and 

 No significant impact on air quality around ecological receptors were identified. 

7.79 Speaking to noise, the issue of tranquillity was raised, however, the officer’s report sets out 

how the proposal would not lead to a change in the areas that are overflown, whilst the 

number of flights would be increased by just 1% and the number of movements would fall by 

around 14,500 over those considered for 18mppa within the 2012 environmental assessment. 

7.80 The ESA assessed the air quality impact of the expansion upon ecological receptors, with the 

highest increase in the level of nitrous dioxide (NO²) predicted to be close to the M1 Motorway. 

This would, however, be less than 55% of the AQS level and areas closer to the airport would 

be lower still. The conclusion of the ESA was that the impact of the proposed scheme in terms 

of NO² emissions would be negligible. 

7.81 Further information regarding the above-mentioned considerations will be provided within the 

LPA’s evidence. 

8.0 Conditions and Section 106 Obligation 

8.1 Planning conditions and the heads of terms for the Section 106 obligation were agreed as a 

part of the resolution by the Development Management Committee. 



 

23 
 

Statement of Case on behalf of the Local Planning Authority  

8.2 As required by the Planning Inspectorate’s ‘start letter’ of 11 April 2022, a draft of the Section 

106 obligation will be provided at least ten days before the Public Inquiry opens. 

9.0 Conclusion 

9.1 The resolution of the Development Management Committee from the meeting of 1 December 

2021 records the decision of the LPA in respect of the planning application that is the subject 

of the call-in by the Secretary of State. The resolution of the Committee was to grant 

conditional approval for the application, subject to the variation and agreement of the 

corresponding Section 106 obligation.  

9.2 Whilst the position of the LPA has not changed, given the further Addendum to the 

Environmental Statement that the Applicant proposes to submit, the LPA reserves the right to 

submit a further Statement of Case once this information has been received and examined. 

9.3 Evidence will be presented by the LPA to support matters contained within the officer’s report 

and the subject of the resolution of the Development Management Committee, including in 

particular the calling of expert evidence concerning planning, noise and climate change. 

Further, the LPA will call evidence and make representations upon the planning conditions and 

planning obligation proposed in respect of any grant of planning permission. The LPA reserves 

its position in respect of any evidence called and representations made by the Applicant, third 

parties or other authorities. 

10.0 Facilities for Inspection 

10.1 Any person may inspect and where practicable take a copy of this statement and the 

documents referred to or listed in it by visiting the Council’s Public Access online planning 

service at: http://planning.luton.gov.uk/online-applications/. Simply enter the application 

number (21/00031/VARCON) to retrieve the case. All of the plans and documents can be 

viewed by clicking on the ‘documents tab’ and then click on any of the associated documents.  

10.2 A dedicated website will be established by the Programme Officer for the Luton Airport public 

Inquiry. 

  

http://planning.luton.gov.uk/online-applications/
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11.0 Appendices 

11.1 A full set of documents relating to the planning application were provided to the Planning 

Inspectorate on 25 April 2022.  The tables below list those documents which are also readily 

available by visiting the Council’s Public Access online planning service. 

Ref Document Name Date 

Application Documents  

1.1 APPLICATION FORM January 2021 

1.2 SITE LOCATION PLAN - AS BUILT MASTERPLAN January 2021 

1.3 AS BUILT MASTERPLAN - LEVEL 00 VE January 2021 

1.4 AS BUILT MASTERPLAN - LEVEL 10 VH  January 2021 

1.5 AS BUILT MASTERPLAN - LEVEL 20 VF January 2021 

1.6 LONDON LUTON AIRPORT MASTER PLAN - 19MPPA 

(IDOM) 

January 2021 

1.7 PLANNING STATEMENT January 2021 

1.8 VOLUME 1 NTS January 2021 

1.9 VOLUME 2 ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT January 2021 

1.10 VOLUME 3 FIGURES AND APPENDICES January 2021 

1.11 CONSULTATION SUMMARY REPORT FINAL January 2021 

1.12 TRANSPORT ASSESSMENT January 2021 

1.13 TRAVEL PLAN January 2021 

1.14 DRAINAGE AND WATER SUPPLY INFRASTRUCTURE 

APPRAISAL 

January 2021 

1.15 SITE WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN January 2021 

 

Luton Council notification letters, site notices, press notices 

2.1 CONSULTEE LETTER 18.01.21 LLA 2100031VARCON January 2021 

2.2 PRESS NOTICE 20.01.21 LLA 2100031VARCON January 2021 

2.3 SITE NOTICE 20.01.21 LLA 2100031VARCON POSTED 

18.01.21 

January 2021 

2.4 INCORRECT LETTER SENT MAY 2021 LLA 

2100031VARCON NEIGHBOUR LETTER 

May 2021 

2.5 FURTHER INFORMATION LLA 2100031VARCON SENT 

04.06.21- 977 LETTERS 

June 2021 

2.6 PRESS NOTICE 02.06.21 LLA 2100031VARCON June 2021 

2.7 SITE NOTICE 02.06.21 LLA 2100031VARCON  EIAPDF June 2021 

2.8 RECONSULT 07.09.21 LLA 2100031VARCON – 1227 

LETTERS 

September 2021 

2.9 RIGHT TO SPEAK COMMITTEE LETTER 11.11.21 LLA 

2100031VARCON - 1229 LETTERS 

November 2021 
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2.10 PUBLIC INQUIRY LETTER LLA 2100031VARCON SENT 

22.04.22 - 1229 LETTERS 

April 2022 

2.11 PUBLIC INQUIRY LETTER 12 OWNER LETTERS LLA 

2100031VARCON SENT 22.04.22 

April 2022 

 

Representations received to consultations 

3.1 PUBLIC REPRESENTATIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION Jan/Nov 2021 

3.2 CONSULTEE RESPONSES TO PLANNING APPLICATION Jan/Nov 2021 

3.3 LETTERS OF SUPPORT POST COMMITTEE REPORT 

(17.11.21-29.11.21) 

November 2021 

3.4 OBJECTIONS POST PUBLICATION OF AGENDA (23.11.21-

1.12.21) 

Nov/Dec 2021 

 

Reg 25 and Clarification Requests and Responses 

4.1 REG 25 REQUEST (EIA FURTHER INFORMATION)  April/May 2021 

4.2 NOISE REVIEW ON BEHALF OF THE COUNCIL February 2021 

4.3 CONSULTANTS' COMMENTS ON CLIMATE CHANGE FOR 

THE COUNCIL  

May 2021 

4.4 WOOD GROUP REG 25 RESPONSE May 2021 

4.5 OUTLINECARBON REDUCTION PLAN May 2021 

4.6 ES CHAPTER 8 NOISE – REVISED  May 2021 

4.7 NOISE REVIEW FOR COUNCIL ON REVISED NOISE 

CHAPTER OF ES 

July 2021 

4.8 APPLICANT CORRESPONDENCE WOOD LETTER 25TH 

AUGUST 2021 

August 2021 

4.9 CLARIFICATION RESPONSE ON NOISE ISSUES  August 2021 

4.10 TABLE PROVIDING CLARIFICATION ON ISSUES  August 2021 

4.11 NOISE REVIEW FOR COUNCIL ON CLARIFICATION 

RESPONSE 

September 2021 

4.12 NOISE REVIEW FOR COUNCIL FURTHER COMMENTS November 2021 

4.13 CONSULTANTS FURTHER COMMENTS ON CLIMATE 

CHANGE FOR THE COUNCIL 

November 2021 

 

Luton Council Committee Agendas, Reports and Minutes 

5.1 EXECUTIVE - LONDON LUTON AIRPORT MASTER PLAN 

23.11.2021 

November 2021 

5.2 EXECUTIVE - LUTON AIRPORT MASTER PLAN - ANNEX-IIA November 2021 

5.3 EXECUTIVE – LUTON AIRPORT MASTER PLAN MINUTES  

5.4 OVERVIEW SCRUTINY BOARD (OSB) AGENDA CONTENTS November 2021 

5.5 OSB ITEM 12 LUTON AIRPORT MASTERPLAN November 2021 

5.6 OSB MINUTES (EXTRACT) November 2021 
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5.7 DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE (DMC) 

AGENDA 

November 2021 

5.8 DMC ITEM 7 LONDON LUTON AIRPORT November 2021 

5.9 DMC AMENDMENT SHEET November 2021 

5.10 DMC OFFICER'S VERBAL PRESENTATION November 2021 

5.11 DMC OFFICER'S POWERPOINT PRESENTATION November 2021 

5.12 NOISE CONSULTANT’S POWERPOINT PRESENTATION November 2021 

5.13 CARBON EMISSIONS CONSULTANT’S POWERPOINT 

PRESENTATION 

November 2021 

5.14 DMC MINUTES - 30 NOVEMBER AND 1 DECEMBER 2021 December 2021 

 

2012 planning application (12/01400/FUL) 

6.1 2012 APPLICATION FORMS FOR 18MPPA November 2012 

6.2 2012 ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT FOR 18MPPA November 2012 

6.3 2012 DECISION NOTICE FOR 18MPPA June 2014 

 

2015 planning application (15/00950/FUL) 

7.1 2015 APPLICATION FORMS FOR VARIATION June 2015 

7.2 2015 ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT ADDENDUM July 2015 

7.3 2015 DECISION NOTICE FOR VARIATION October 2017 

 

 


