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STATEMENT OF COMMON GROUND

This Statement of Common Ground has been prepared and agreed by (1) London
Luton Airport Limited (trading as Luton Rising) and (2) Buckinghamshire Council.

Signed on Behalf of LONDON LUTON AIRPORT LIMITED (TRADING AS LUTON RISING)
Signature:

Name:

Position:

Date:

Signed on Behalf of Buckinghamshire Council
Signature:

Name:

Position:

Date:
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising)

1

1.1
111

1.1.2

1.13

1.14

and Buckinghamshire Council

INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

Purpose of Statement of Common Ground

This Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) relates to an application made by
London Luton Airport Limited, trading as Luton Rising (“the Applicant”), to the
Secretary of State for Transport under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (“the
Act”).

The application is for an order granting development consent, known as a
Development Consent Order (DCO). The draft DCO is referred to as the
London Luton Airport (Expansion) Development Consent Order. The DCO, if
granted, would authorise an increase of the permitted capacity of London Luton
Airport (“the airport”) to 32 million passengers per annum (mppa) (“the
Proposed Development”).

This SoCG has been prepared by the Applicant and Buckinghamshire Council
in respect of the Proposed Development. In particular, this SoCG focuses on:

a. Climate change and greenhouse gases
Surface access

Noise and vibration

Air quality

Green Controlled Growth

Employment Training and Skills
Economics and employment

S@ "o a0 T

Landscape and visual impact
Draft DCO
j. Airspace change

k. Health and Community
I. Section 106 agreement

The purpose and possible content of SoCGs is set out in paragraphs 58-65 of
the Department for Communities and Local Government’s guidance entitled
“Planning Act 2008: examination of applications for development consent” (26
March 2015). Paragraph 58 of that guidance explains the basic function of
SoCGs:

“A statement of common ground is a written statement prepared jointly by the
applicant and another party or parties, setting out any matters on which they
agree. As well as identifying matters which are not in real dispute, it is also
useful if a statement identifies those areas where agreement has not been
reached. The statement should include references to show where those matters
are dealt with in the written representations or other documentary evidence.”
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising)
and Buckinghamshire Council

1.15 SoCGs are therefore a useful and established means of ensuring that the
evidence at the DCO examination phase focuses on the material differences
between the main parties, and so aim to help facilitate a more efficient
examination process.

1.2 Parties to this SoCG

121 The Applicant is the owner of the airport and is a private limited company wholly
owned by Luton Borough Council (LBC). The airport is managed and operated
by London Luton Airport Operations Ltd through a Concession Agreement with
the Applicant and LBC. This agreement lasts until 2032.

1.2.2 Buckinghamshire Council is a neighbouring local authority under Section 42(a)
of the Act. It is listed as a prescribed consultee in Schedule 1 of the
Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure)
Regulations 2009 and so has been consulted throughout the course of the
development of the Proposed Development. Until April 2020, when
Buckinghamshire Council was formed, the Applicant engaged with
Buckinghamshire County Council, Aylesbury Vale District Council, and Chiltern
District Council as neighbouring authorities.

1.2.3 Having reviewed the application documents and the Relevant Representations,
the EXA requested on 13 July 2023 that the Applicant should seek to develop
an SoCG with Buckinghamshire Council.

1.2.4 The Applicant and Buckinghamshire Council are collectively referred to in this
SoCG as ‘the parties’. The parties have been, and continue to be, in direct
communication in respect of the Proposed Development.

1.3 Proposed Development description

1.3.1 The Proposed Development builds on the current operational airport with the
construction of a new passenger terminal and additional aircraft stands to the
north east of the runway. This will take the overall passenger capacity to 32
mppal. In addition to the above and to support the initial increase in demand,

1 On 1 December 2021, the local planning authority (Luton Borough Council) resolved to grant permission for
the current airport operator (LLAOL) to grow the airport up to 19 mppa, from its previous permitted cap of 18
mppa. However, the application was then called-in and referred to the Secretary of State for determination
instead of being dealt with by the local planning authority, and an inquiry to consider the called-in application
took place between Tuesday 27 September 2022 and Friday 18 November 2022. At the time the application
for development consent was submitted, the outcome of the inquiry was still unknown and, therefore, all of
the core assessment undertaken for the application used a “baseline” of 18 mppa. The application by
LLAOL has however since been approved, with a joint decision to grant planning permission issued by the
Secretary of State for Transport and Secretary of State for Levelling Up, Housing and Communities on 13
October 2023. In anticipation of this, the Applicant’s environmental assessments included sensitivity analysis
of the implications of the permitted cap increasing to 19mppa. As a result, the Applicant believes that the
environmental assessments are sufficiently representative of the likely significant effects of expansion,
whether the baseline is 18 mppa or 19 mppa. Where the change of the baseline does affect an assessment
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising)
and Buckinghamshire Council

the existing infrastructure and supporting facilities will be improved in line with
the incremental growth in capacity of the airport.

1.3.2 Key elements of the Proposed Development include:

a. extension and remodelling of the existing passenger terminal (Terminal 1)
to increase the capacity;

b. new passenger terminal building and boarding piers (Terminal 2);

c. earthworks to create an extension to the current airfield platform; the vast
majority of materials for these earthworks would be generated on site;

d. airside facilities including new taxiways and aprons, together with
relocated engine run-up bay and fire training facility;

e. landside facilities, including buildings which support the operational,
energy and servicing needs of the airport;

f. enhancement of the existing surface access network, including a new dual
carriageway road accessed via a new junction on the existing New Airport
Way (A1081) to the new passenger terminal along with the provision of
forecourt and car parking facilities;

g. extension of the Luton Direct Air to Rail Transit (Luton DART) with a station
serving the new passenger terminal;

h. landscape and ecological improvements, including the replacement of
existing open space; and

i. further infrastructure enhancements and initiatives to support the target of
achieving zero emission ground operations by 20402, with interventions to
support carbon neutrality being delivered sooner including facilities for
greater public transport usage, improved thermal efficiency, electric
vehicle charging, on-site energy generation and storage, new aircraft fuel
pipeline connection and storage facilities and sustainable surface and foul
water management installations.

topic, in most cases it means that the “core” assessments (using an 18 mppa baseline) report a marginally
greater change than would be the case with a 19 mppa baseline. The findings of the assessment, including
the sensitivity analysis, are presented in the Environmental Statement submitted with the application for
development consent.

2 This is a Government target, for which the precise definition will be subject to further consultation following
the Jet Zero Strategy, and which will require further mitigations beyond those secured under the DCO.
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising)

2

2.1
2.1.1

2.1.2

2.1.3

and Buckinghamshire Council

ENGAGEMENT WITH BUCKINGHAMSHIRE COUNCIL

Summary of engagement

The pre-application statutory consultation carried out by the Applicant, and the
way in which it has informed the DCO application, is set out in full in the
Consultation Report [AS-048]. As a statutory consultee, Buckinghamshire
Council was consulted on the proposals as a neighbouring local authority in
accordance with Section 42 of the Act and submitted a formal response to the
statutory consultation carried out by the Applicant in 2022.

The parties continue to be in direct communication in respect of the Proposed
Development.

This SoCG is based on a programme of consultation and ongoing engagement
which are summarised in Table 2-1. This sets out the meetings and substantive
correspondence that took place and the topics discussed. Matters under
discussion are set out in section 3.

Table 2-1: Engagement between the Applicant and Buckinghamshire Council (BC)

Form of Details

correspondence

18 March 2021 Greenhouse Gas and Meeting to discuss GHG assessment

Climate change working on topics of methodology, assessing
group — meeting no 1. the significance of the effects and
potential mitigation. The Jet Zero
Strategy and Green Controlled Growth
were also discussed.

64 November Climate change and Preliminary findings of 2022 PEIR
2021 greenhouse gas working | presented and update on Green
group — meeting no 2 Controlled Growth was provided and
discussed.
84 April 2022 Email/letter Response submitted to the 2022

Statutory Consultation

13

September | Climate change and GHG | Updates to assessment since PEIR
2022

working group — meeting | outlined, including changes to

no 3 assessment criteria and UKCP18
projection. Detail provided on how
consultation responses have been
addressed and overview of assessment
findings presented. Comments raised
about some of the thresholds in the
new likelihood and consequence
criteria.

8 June 2023 Meeting — MS Teams Meeting to discuss the DCO

application, Buckinghamshire
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Form of

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising)
and Buckinghamshire Council

Details

correspondence

Counci'sBC’s role in the DCO process,

and key issues related to Highways &
Passenger Transport, Noise, Air
Quality, Climate Change and
Sustainability.

2 August 2023 Meeting — MS Teams Meeting to discuss Landscape and
Visual Impact, Climate Change and
Sustainability, and Cultural Heritage.

3 August 2023 Meeting — MS Teams Meeting to discuss Transport, Air
Quiality, Economic Development, and
Noise.

8 August 2023 Meeting — MS Teams Meeting to discuss Transport.

8 August 2023 Meeting — MS Teams Meeting to discuss Airspace Change

and Sustainable Aviation Fuels.

21 September
2023

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting to discuss the Outline
Transport Related Impacts Monitoring
and Mitigation Approach (OTRIMMA)
and Sustainable Transport Fund (STF)

21 September
2023

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting with BC’s Landscape Architect
to discuss landscape and visual
impacts on the Chilterns Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)

2 October 2023

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting with BC’s highway officers to
discuss and progress surface access
matters in the SoCG.

15 November
2023

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting with BC’s highway officers to
discuss and progress surface access
matters in the SoCG.

16 November
2023

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting with BC'’s officers to discuss
Green Controlled Growth and Noise

6 December 2023

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting with BC’s traffic and transport
officers to discuss the OTRIMMIA.

12 December
2023

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting with BC'’s traffic and transport
officers to discuss the surface access
related matters in the SoCG.

15 January 2024

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting with BC to discuss the draft
S106 agreement, in particular the ETS
related sections.

15 January 2024

Meeting — MS Teams

Meeting with BC'’s traffic and transport
officers to discuss the surface access
related matters in the SoCG, and the

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising)
and Buckinghamshire Council

Form of Details
correspondence
surface access documents submitted at
Deadline 7.
17 January 2024 | Meeting — MS Teams Meeting to discuss the outstanding
health and community matters in the
SoCG.
29 January 2024 | Meeting — MS Teams Meeting to discuss the outstanding
surface access matters in the SoCG.
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

3 MATTERS AGREED, ONGOING, OR NOT AGREED

Table 3-1: Summary of matters between the Applicant and Buckinghamshire Council (BC){B&)

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

3.1 Climate Change and Greenhouse Gases

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
Not
agreed

3.1.1 | Sustainabl
e Aviation
Fuels —
modelling
scenarios

BC considers that the Applicant
places an unwarranted level of
confidence in the introduction of
Sustainable Aviation Fuels (SAF)
and next generation aircraft.

The Applicant should assess and
account for, in a meaningful way, the
probability of the delivery of
hydrogen/Low Carbon aircraft and
sufficient quantities of SAF being
available in the future.

Sensitivity analysis using uncertainty
analysis should be undertaken to
reflect the probability of realisation.
Graphics should be updated to show
this meaningfully and clearly e.g.
apply uncertainty bars/probability
bars to figures 12.1 and 12.2 of
Environmental Statement (ES)
Chapter 12.

Future legislative targets relating to
the introduction of Sustainable
Aviation-Fuels{SAFs} and next
generation aircraft are presented as
“certainties” without accounting for
probability of delivery.

BC welcomes the acknowledgement
by the Applicant that there is
significant uncertainty. BC’s position
regarding the need to model these
uncertainties remains unchanged.

BC does not accept that insufficient
data is available; as a minimum,
professional judgement should be
used to apply uncertainty to the data
in Fig. 12.4, e.g., a 40% slower
development in each case and

Carbon emissions for aviation in the
Environmental Statement (ES) are
modelled on the Jet Zero Strategy (JZS)
High Ambition scenario that represents
current UK Government policy on aviation.

As such, the assumptions that underpin this
scenario are therefore assumed to be an
appropriate basis on which to model future
GHG emissions from the Proposed
Development.

There are numerous DCO and other
planning application examples where future
GHG emissions have assumed to be in line
with Government Policy for example Bristol
Airport aligns with the JZS andwith the
recently granted-awarded DCO for the A428
Black Cat to Caxton Gibbet is reliant on the
government’s commitments set out in the
Transport Decarbonisation Plan to
decarbonise emissions from road
transportation.

FheClimate-Chapter_12 in-of the ES
[REP3-007APP-038] acknowledges that
there is some uncertainty about the speed
and mix at which the various technology
options, including SAFs and next generation
aircraft, will be implemented. The graph
presented in Inset 12.4, on page 70,
presents the contribution each GHG
reduction option makes to overall reduction
from aviation emissions. Given the
acknowledgement around uncertainty, it is
therefore possible to see the relative
contributions that the use of SAFs,
improvements in efficiencies, and the use of
zero emission aircraft make according to the
High Ambition Scenario presented in the
JZS and to discount each mitigation

OngoingNo
t agreed

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council
GID position

subsequently to re-calculate the
carbon emissions that would result.
This should also be fed into the GHG

analysis and the modelling of cost of
the carbon etc.

By undertaking this exercise, the
Applicant will also be able to
demonstrate the impacts of the
slower development in the
decarbonisation of aviation. Where
this could be the case, the slower
development in SAF and next
generation aircraft would result in
greater reliance on the UK
Emissions Trading Scheme and
CORSIA to offset the resulting GHG
emissions from increased passenger
number, as well as the BAU
emissions. With the increased need
for offsetting, this could impact on
the Right to Fly at low-cost aspect
put forward by the DCO, with the
cost of offsetting passed through to
the customer by airlines and
potentially resulting in reduced
passenger numbers due to

affordability.

The Applicant position

measure as necessary. But it is not possible,
given the existing availability of modelling
data, to apply quantitative estimates of
uncertainty via the use of error bars or
similar means.

Carbon Offsetting and Reduction Scheme
for International Aviation (CORSIA) works
alongside other measures to offset COz2
emissions that cannot be reduced through
the use of technological improvements,
operational improvements, and sustainable
aviationfuels{SAFs} with emissions units
from the carbon market. CORSIA aims to
ensure that international aviation's net
carbon emissions do not increase from 2020
levels. Participating airlines are required to
monitor their emissions and report them to
their respective national authorities. These
authorities verify the reported emissions and
ensure compliance with CORSIA
regulations.

Currently the scheme is voluntary and
serves as a pilot phase. From 2027 onward,
all eligible international flights will be
required to offset their emissions above the
baseline level.

The Applicant does not consider there to be
any specific evidence on the production and
take up of SAFs that could be modelled to
provide a more ‘meaningful way’ of
modelling emissions from aviation.

It remains the Applicant’s position that it is
reasonable to assume that stated
government policy, including on aviation
decarbonisation as described in the Jet Zero
Strategy, will be implemented in full in order
for the UK to remain compliant with carbon
budgets and net zero targets.

The Applicant’s position on sensitivity
analysis remains as presented in Chapter
12 Greenhouse Gases of the ES [REP3-
007APP-038], specifically paragraphs
12.9.17 t0 12.9.19, Table 12.23 and Inset
12.3. The relative contributions to

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /

Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
GID position agreement Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

decarbonisation of the aviation mitigation
measures described in the JZSet-Zero
Strategy are shown graphically in Inset 12.4.
It should be noted that the demand forecasts
already take into account the costs of
carbon, including the costs of UK Emissions
trading Scheme (UK ETS) permits, CORSIA
or of abatement as set out in the Need Case
[AS-125], Section 6.3. Hence, the level of
demand growth has already been
moderated to reflect the higher future costs
associated with meeting carbon reduction
targets.
3.1.1 | Sustainabl | Historically, efficiency improvements | The Applicant recognises that greater BC disagrees-that-efficiency  Notagreed: Not agreed
b e Aviation | are offset by increased use, see efficiencies resulting from improvements in savings’ should be
Fuels — Jevons Paradox. Any efficiency aircraft engines and airspace management | presented-aspure-gains BG—asseﬁs—tha{—the
efficiency gains in future and next generation could exert a downward pressure on costs B Appheani—sheulrelﬂe
savings aircraft are likely to be at least in part | that might lead to increased demand (via the ) . . the-following—
or totally offset by an increase in Jevons Paradox noted). But this downward BGs—pesmen+ema|ns o« Make explicitthe
flying. For example, although jet pressure will be more than countered by unenanged—BC's sensitivity
engines are considerably more increased costs resulting from market-based fundamental-concerns-have analyses
efficient than in the 1950s, they are | measures such as the UK-Emissiens Rotbeen-addressed. conducted-onUK
also significantly larger and more Frading-Scheme{UK ETS) and the Carbon ETS and CORSIA
powerful. Aircraft size is typically Offsetting-and-Reduction Scheme for price-development
increased to accommodate more International-Aviation{CORSIA) as well as within-its_models_
passengers thus negating the the higher costs associated with the use of Show-the_effect of
efficiency savings. This must be SAFs and other new technologies. the_above_within
adequately accounted for and . an-update to the
graphically displayed within the The ‘].ZS envisages that th_e costs GHG-assessment
conclusions. associated with carbon or its abatement
through the adoption of SAFS, or other new FRO2000LAPP/S-
In addition, “efficiency savings” are | technologies are expected to increase the 01-{REP3-004}-
presented as pure gains. This has costs to airlines. +—Show-also-hew-the
implications for the assessment of o sensitivity
greenhouse gas emissions, air The demand forecasts underpinning the analyses-above
quality and noise generated by the P_roposed Devel_opment have taken th_ese accounts for
Proposed Development. -BC higher costs, using the same assumptions failure-of-any-or-al
disagrees that ‘efficiency savings’ as us_ed in Jet Zero, into account, so of the JZS
should be presented as pure gains red_ucmg the I_evel of demand growth measures-to-come
within assessment work. projected. Ultimately, passenger demand forward-and-show
cannot grow beyond the limits imposed by the-effect upon
BC asserts that the Applicant should | planning authorities, and overall aviation beth-price-and
do the following: emissions from aviation at Luton Airport will cumulative
- " be managed and capped by the UK ETS emissions-of each
e Make explicit the sensitivity I of
analyses conducted on UK ETS

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024 Page 9
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

and CORSIA price development
within its models.
e Show the effect of the above

within an update to the GHG
assessment [REP3-007].

e Show also how the sensitivity
analyses above accounts for
failure of any or all of the JZS
measures to come forward and
show the effect upon both price
and cumulative emissions of
each or all of these measures not
coming forward; Efficiency
savings, SAF savings, Zero
Emissions Aircraft (ZEA), savings
(see Insert 12.4 within [REP3-

007]).

The above notwithstanding, BC
considers that Table 12.23 within
[REP3-007] should be extended to
include sensitivity analyses upon
Efficiency savings, SAF savings and
ZEA savings not coming forward
upon cumulative carbon emissions.
The above must demonstrate
beyond doubt that the Proposed
Development is robust to the
sensitivities inherent within future
technological development and that
they would not increase GHG
emissions to the extent that future
governments were unable to meet
future carbon budgets.

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

within the European Economic Area, and coming-forward:
CORSIA for all international aviation. e
The UK ETS sets an overall, scheme-wide Emissions Aircraft
cap on the amount of carbon which may be ZEA savings{see ’
emitted by operators, including participating Insert 12 4 within
airlines. The available allowances place a IRG%@@O:’L#AFZ%
cap on the total amount of GHG emissions 01 [REP3-007}) '
that can be emitted by sectors, including '
aviation, covered by the UK ETS. This cap The above
will be reduced over time stimulating potwithstanding—BC
innovation by participants to increase the een&de#s—thaﬂable
carbon efficiency of their operations, or 12 23 withi
indeed to take steps which would reduce the IRGQG@G%P—P/%—O&
overall scale of their operations. This [REP3-007] should-be
effectively puts a binding cap on the amount extended-to include
of GHG emissions the aviation sector can sensitivity-analyses
emit. The UK government has made it clear upon-Efficiency
that available allowances under the UK ETS savingsSAF :
will be aligned with the UK meeting the 6th ndZE A savings-Rot
Sixth Carbon Budget and later Carbon coming-forward-upon
Budgets to net zero in 2050. cumulative_carbon
The Applicant acknowledges the inevitable SHHSSIoNS—
uncertainty around the future cost of Fhe-aboveraust
compliance with market-based mechanisms demenstrate-beyond
such as the UK ETS and CORSIA, and the doubtthatthe
incidental implications for passenger Ppropesed _
demand. The coverage of the UK ETS Ddevelopmentis
across multiple sectors including aviation fobustto-the
means that any projections of future cost of sensitivitiesinherent
carbon are subject to uncertainty, within-futdre
particularly in combination with the delivery technelogieal
of mitigation measures. development-and-that

they-would-not
Any attempt to model the impact of this increase-GHG
uncertainty on GHG emissions via sensitivity emissions-to-the
analysis, involving so many different extentthat future
variables, can be of only very limited value goveraments-were
to the planning process. The Applicant notes unableto-meet future
that while improved efficiency of the aviation carbon-budgets—
sector can have an upward pressure on
passenger demand, this is ret-enly
countered by the impacts of carbon pricing
which are fully accounted for with sensitivity
tests of a range of carbon/abatement costs
as set out within the Need Case [AS-125]
and Need Case Appendix B [APP-214].

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /

This ensures that the implications of any
change in carbon pricing is accounted for in
the demand forecasts.but-also-constrained

by passenger limits imposed at an airport
level:

It remains the Applicant’s position that the
existing qualitative sensitivity analysis as
presented in Table 12.23 of Chapter 12
Greenhouse Gases of the ES [REP3-
007APP-038] provides sufficient context for
the purposes of the DCO application_and
having regard to the fact that GHG
emissions from aircraft are a matter to be
addressed at the national level principally.

\[e]
agreed

3.1.1 | Sustainabl
C e Aviation
Fuels -
forecasting

As stated by BC in SoCG ID 3.1.1,
the Applicant should be able to
demonstrate the impacts of the
slower developments in SAF and
next generation aircraft.

If this scenario occurred, it would
result in a greater reliance on the UK

Emissions Trading Scheme (UK
ETS) and CORSIA to offset the
resulting GHG emissions from
increased passenger numbers, as
well as existing BAU

emissions. With the increased need
for offsetting, this could impact on
the right to fly at low-cost aspect put
forward by the DCO, with the cost of
offsetting passed through to the
customer by airlines and potentially
resulting in reduced passenger
numbers due to affordability.

The right to fly cheaply needs to be
demonstrated as achievable even if
these measures do not come
forward, otherwise the need case is
undermined.

BC does not agree with the
forecasting. BC asserts that the
Applicant should generate scenarios
reflecting different probabilities of

As part of the forecasting process, account
has been taken of the costs of carbon
abatement, i.e. the higher cost of SAFs or of
electric or hydrogen aircraft consistent with
the assumptions made by Government in
JSZ as explained in the Need Case and
Appendices [AS-125 and APP--213/214].
Efficiency savings such as from improved
airspace design are also taken into account
in the demand forecasts to ensure that the
forecasts are robust. The Applicant
considers that any uncertainties as to the
take up of SAFs or next generation aircraft
usage are reflected in the range of carbon
pricing assumptions used in deriving the
forecast demand scenarios albeit that these
cannot be directly related to specific
assumptions about SAF take up, the price of
SAF or the take up of new generation
aircraft. The approach is consistent with
that applied in the Government’s Jet Zero
Strategy modelling.

The Applicant’s position on sensitivity
analysis remains as presented in Chapter
12 Greenhouse Gases of the ES [REP3-
007APP-038], specifically paragraphs
12.9.17 t0 12.9.19, Table 12.23 and Inset
12.3. The relative contributions to
decarbonisation of the aviation mitigation

-Not
agreed

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

SAF and next generation aircraft measures described in the Jet Zero Strategy | as-achievable-evenifthese
usage. are shown graphically in Inset 12.4. measures do not come
forward, otherwise the need
Scenarios should be subject to eas&&unde#wne@
sensitivity testing. '
BC does not agree with the
Stio-divided subseque] Ri-io-this
3.1. | Forecastin | BC agrees with the use of 10%, 50% | Noted. Unchanged. Agreed This was Agreed
2 g—- RCP and 90% probability levels, leading added to
to the selection of Representative BC’s
Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 Comments
from UKCP18, commensurate with a on Further
global temperature increase of Deadline 1
approximately 4.3 degrees Submissions
centigrade by 2100. This represents [HREP1-038]
an appropriately conservative case
to assess climate change resilience
against.
3.1.2 | Decommis | Itis noted that de-commissioning of | Decommissioning was scoped out of the ES | ynehanged- Notagreed—iFhe Not agreed
b sioning the Pproposed Ddevelopment has entirely, not just the Climate Change Applicantsheould
been scoped out (para 9.3.18 of Resilience assessment JAPP;-035] and acceptand-drafta
Chapter 9 of the Environmental this_-was agreed by the Planning requirernent fora
ESStatement). BC recommend a Inspectorate in the Scoping Opinion [APP- separate-assessment
Requirement of the DCO to ensure | 168]. The Applicant does not consider it ofclimatechange
that a separate assessment is appropriate to include any requirement for resilience with
required for future de- decommissioning to be subject to further regards-to-future
commissioning. assessment. It is considered that the decommissioning-of
airport, once operational, will be a the site
The Applicant should accept and permanently functional airport and that the
draft a requirement for a separate site will not be undertaking activities that
assessment of climate change pose a long-term risk requiring detailed
resilience with regards to future decommissioning plans or assessment. _
decommissioning of the site. There are no foreseen elements of the The decommissioning
The decommissioning of a airpqrt which will become redundant during ef—a—elevelepmem—ls
development is an important the lifespan _of the Proposed D_ev_elo_pment. an-mportant
component of its lifecycle. No sh_orter_t_lmescale det_:omms&omng has eempenem—e:f—ms
Consideration should be given to been identified at the point of submission for H#eeyel& _
how the site will be used following developmer_lt consent. F“t‘%’e Gens;de#aﬁen—sheutd
the decommissioning of the airport, decommissioning which arises after the _ b&@venmoremhe
ensuring that the impacts of climate consent of the Propos_ed Develppment will aie%u-be—used
change projected for that time period be subject to appropriate planning and #euemngme .
assessment requirements. decommissioning-of

are assessed and that strategies or
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

simulation had been conducted on

calculate the emissions.

actions are formed based on the that the impacts of
projected outcomes. climate change
srojected{oribralbbdme
period are assessed
and that strategies or
e
based onthe
projected outcomes.
3.1. | Sensitivity | The Applicant should quantitatively The High Ambition Scenario considered in BC does not agree with the  Not agreed. Position Not agreed
3 analysis — | assess the effect upon GHG the JZS and Core Planning Case assessed | pesitionprovided—TFhe is-the same as pre-
mitigation | emissions of the “Faster Growth and reported in Chapter 12 of the Applicant implies that it is for  Deadline 3.
measures | Scenario” as set out in the (JZS), Environmental Statement(ES) [REP3- the public-and-other
tested and should conduct sensitivity 007] consider the national delivery of three | interested-parties-to-read-off B@asse#ts%haﬁhe
analyses with respect to the effects key mitigation measure to reduce aviation the-data from-the graph-and Aapheam—shea#d
of the different technological emissions: assess the sensitivities guantitatively-assess
development trajectories that are o themselves.which-is-hardly the—eﬁeet—uﬁen—GHG
recognised within the JZS. This o Fuel efficiency measures; areasenable-approach— emissions-of-the
should include. as a minimum: « Sustainable aviation fuel; and “Faster Growth
’ e Zero emission aircraft. Fhe-ApplicantatiSH2 Scenario—as-setout
a) What would be the effect upon mentioned-that-a-Monte n-the (JZ2S)y-and
cumulative emissions of annualised | The efficacy in of each of these measures in | carle simulation-had-been | should-conduct
efficiency improvements that still reducing emissions incrementally during conducted-on-carbonpricing; | sensitivity-analyses
meet the 2% over the whole period, | assessment for the Proposed Development | whichcan-invelve hundreds | with-respectto-the
but where the initial improvements | is shown in Inset 12.4: The incremental or-even-thousands-of effects-of the-different
are lower and made up for with effect of JZS mitigation policies on aAviation | secenariosto-becaleulated. | technological
accelerated development in the emissions of Chapter 12 of the ES [REP3- | vet for this caseevena development
2040s? 007]. Therefore, the aviation emissions single-sensitivity-analysisis | trajectories that-are
should each of these measures not be beingrejected— recognised-within-the
b) What if sufficient feedstock is not | delivered is also shown in Figure 12.4; _ JZS_This should
available to supply the required which in effect provides a quantified Whilstwe-agree-thatthe include.as-a
levels of Sustainable Aviation Fuel sensitivity test should each of these SECOSEPNOG S B0 iR
(SAF)? measures not be delivered with the top line | Prepertionate-the
: being aviation emissions without any of Applieantsrejection-of arWhat-weuld-be-the
O NALAOUG 8 1€ IDICUBOT | i measures that s, the worstcase: | conducinganysensiviy | fectupon
emission aircraft do not develop at which itis understood is being requested. 4 ;
the anticipated rate? This is inherent to the Core Planning Case | Position thatwe-can ofannualised
for GHG emissions from aviation and does | whderstand-oraccept—Note | efficiency
The Applicant implies that it is for the | not need to be included in the section on alse-thatthe ExA-specifically | improvementsthat
public and other interested parties to | ‘sensitivity tests’ which is in response to the | &Sked-abeut-sensitivity sti-meetthe2%-over
read off the data from the graph and | process and tests described in Chapter 5 of | StudiesindtSH2therefore the-whole-period;but
assess the sensitivities themselves, | the ES [AS-075]. Therefore, it is not thisis-cleary-a-matterof where-the-initial
which is hardly a reasonable considered proportionate or appropriate to | #terest-hotenly-forthe BC: | improvementsare
approach. The Applicant, at ISH2 develop numerous combinations of each of lower-and-made-up
mentioned that a Monte Carlo these measures over various timescales and forwith-aceelerated

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024

Page 13




London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

carbon pricing, which can involve The Applicant’s position on sensitivity develepmontnthe
hundreds or even thousands of analysis remains as presented in Chapter 2040s?
scenarios to be calculated. Yet for 12 Greenhouse Gases of the ES [REP3-
this case, even a single sensitivity 007APP-038], specifically paragraphs b) What if sufficient
analysis is being rejected. 12.9.17 t0 12.9.19, Table 12.23 and Inset feedstock is not
12.3. The relative contributions to available to supply the
decarbonisation of the aviation mitigation required levels of
measures described in the Jet Zero Strategy Sustainable Aviation
are shown graphically in Inset 12.4. FaeHSAR2—
¢} What would be the
e e
alreraft-do-not-develop
e snlene o
rate?

3.1.3 | Sensitivity | BC is not suggesting that national The assessment of significance of these BC is not suggesting that Not agreed. Not agreed

b analysis — | policy mitigation measures, such as | quantified emissions follows the Institute of | rational-pelicy-mitigation .

application | the Jet Zero Strateqy (JZS) are Environmental Management & Assessment | measures;-such-as-the Jet B%m%he

of excluded from scenarios. What we (IEMA) Guide: Assessing Greenhouse Gas | Zero-Strategy(3£S)are Appheam—te—the

guidance are requesting is for sensitivity Emissions and Evaluating their Significance, | excluded-from resolution suggested
analysis to be applied to the JZS 2nd Edition, February 2022. Key to defining | seenarios—What-we-are %GGG‘%

High Ambition scenario, providing significance in this guidance is the degree to | reguesting-isforsensitivity Fhe-Applicant sl_leulel
evidence that steps have been taken | which a project mitigates emissions with analysis-to-be-applied-to-the generate-scenarios
to look at this in detail, rather than respect to “applicable existing and emerging | JZS-High-Ambition-seenario; |eIIeetn_|g_ _d|IIe| eht

assume that what is demonstrated in | policy requirements and good practice providing-evidence-that ppebab%e&eféAF
this scenario will happen come design standards for projects of this type”. Sope o boop lecnp Lo and—nexkge#&#aﬂen
2050. Given that the JZS, and the mitigation look atthis-in-detailrather | aieraftusage—

: measures in it and considered above, are than-assume-thatwhatis Seenarios-should be
BC do not disagree that the IEMA national policy that can be delivered, and not | demenstrated-n-this subject-to-sensitivity
qwdgnce highlighted by the hindered, by the Proposed Development Sesperead s e coine testing—
Applicant has been followed they are considered embedded in the 2050

corgec”t_lv, Onl\é thathr(_eater o(ljepth Sf Proposed Development, not additional. .
modelling and analysis needs to be Therefore, further assigning of significance BC do notdisagree that the

unde_rg?ken fo ensure tuat arange of |, any scenarios where these national policy HEMA gwde&_nee hightighted
possible emissions pathways are mitigation measures are not delivered is not | 2Y-theApplicanthas-not

dem_onstrat_ed. The ab_ove will also considered appropriate. Lo folonndl copently ol
provide a view on the impact that tabgrontoraopth-af
offsetting schemes will need to meet | The Applicant’s position on sensitivity B e

the Net Zero Targets, as well as analysis remains as presented in Chapter needs to be undertaken to
demonstrate the financial impact on | 12 Greenhouse Gases of the ES [REP3- Cpeopetbal e o)

the airline industry and potentially 007APP-038], specifically paragraphs possible emissions pathways

passenger numbers if costs are 12.9.17 t0 12.9.19, Table 12.23 and Inset are-demonstrated—Fhe
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

passed through, potentially reducing
the requirement for the expansion of
Luton Airport.

The area of uncertainty is clearly
covered in the IEMA quidance, which

states that:

“Uncertainty can be considered by:
» Testing upper and lower limits;

* Testing for different inclusions and
exclusions; (p.13)".

As stated by the Applicant in SoCG
ID 1, there is uncertainty with
regards to the future fleet mix and
how it will develop, therefore this
should be tested to establish the
potential range of greenhouse gas
emissions resulting from aviation and

not rely only on the JZS High
Scenario.

It is for the Applicant to demonstrate
that the Proposed Development
does not hinder the delivery of
national policy. The sensitivity
studies are necessary to show that
this is the case and the Applicant
has so far failed to do this. NfA

The Applicant position

12.3. The relative contributions to
decarbonisation of the aviation mitigation
measures described in the Jet Zero Strategy
are shown graphically in Inset 12.4.

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.2 Surface Access
3.2. | Impacts of | BC accepts that the M1 motorway The Applicant welcomes and agrees with Upcharged-BCagreesthal  Agreed. Initial meeting | Agreed
1 airport will provide the primary vehicular BC's comment. The Applicant understands  the majority of the traffic will between
traffic on access to the airport. thercsheselentaHorsomeredisiabuben  beservedby-the M- Boskinghams
Buckingha of vehicular trips around the local highway hire Council
mshire setwork-oseresuieHhe Prgposer BC and the
communitie Development. Applicant on
S — primary - 2 August
vehicular Hemmve#&ny—srgmﬁean%eﬁeets—hav&been 2023--
access to @ennﬂed—thmugh—deta#ed—medeued
Airport assessmemsand—mmganen—prepesed—km
details-are-provided-in-the Transport
APP-206].
3.2.1 | Impacts of | Hewever-Tthere is a large The Applicant understands there is the BC has maintained since its ~ Not agreed. Meeting on OngoingAA
b airport catchment area to the west of the potential for some redistribution of vehicular | Written-Representation 15.01.202415 | greed
traffic on airport that is not well served by the | trips around the local highway network as a | [RERP1-042} paragraph-2.2-6 B@asseﬁs%haﬁhe January 2024
Buckingha | motorway network and therefore the | result of the Proposed Development. that the-demonstrated-long ABBP‘G‘&H{_S’%H@%
mshire local road network will continue to D distance commuting route thefollowing:
communitie | provide preferential routes across However, any S|gn|f|cqnt effects have been uses-the Buckinghamshire 1. Eengage with BC
S— Buckinghamshire. It is these areas identified through detailed madelled Retwerk-viathe B489—The | to present the work
methodolo | that the Highway Authority seeks to assessments and mitigation proposed. More | ansification in-use of this that it has undertaken
ay of ensure are not impacted in an details are provided in the Transport is shown within the to-support its-pesition.
preferential = unacceptable manner as a result of | ASS€ssment [APP-203, AS-123, APP-205, | oooiicants Trip Distribution
vehicular | this DCO. APP-206]. Plans [REP4-048REP1L- 2. Should the
:ﬁ?gﬁgh BC has received sufficient Fuﬁhe#and—eﬁensa&-da%a—melu&na—eaw _ access-to-the-count
Buckingha information from the Applicant that morning Hows (Sam to 7am) that was lis-netyetagreedthatthe | data obtained-by-BC;
mshire demonstrates that the impacts are |eque_sted,by SCwasteported-inine . impactsonthe a-request should-be
below a level that requires mitigation. Applicant's Responge to lssue Specific Buekinghamshire-network made.
BC has confidence in the modelling Hea#mq—?—AeHeH%——Mﬂqhee—JuﬁeHen aro-hetsigniieant-BCis ot
outputs within Buckinghamshire now | MAe€eting Review [REP6-070} _ to-receivehas received 3-—Demenstrate-that
that validation has taken place within | The-B489-Traflic-Modelling-Note;submitted | o\ wiciont information from the-medelled-flows-on
the County. at-Deadhne-6; shows-therelative ehangen | o applicant that the-B489-are
BHPOFLHPS: demonstrates-that the representative-ot-the
BC maintains that the B488 is the . . . . impacts-are below-a level actual-flows-en-that
most appropriate route for traffic The-Applicantwill continue-to-engage-with that requires mitigation. route.
using the western long-distance BC-en-this-matter: me%h&ewdenee—bef—e#e
commuting route, and has BC-at present itis not 4—Provide-a
undertaken surveys on the B489 to possible-to-haveBC has humerical
support its position, and obtain m assessment-of-the
baseline traffic flows on the route. It outputs-within additional
is now agreed that BC are satisfied development-traffic
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

that the model validates well enough Buckinghamshire-now-thatas  expected-to-use-the
for the matters of the B489 to be no validation has taken place .
considered using the model and the -t e-Connbe . .
existing screenlines following review o M‘WM
of the B489 note against BC's survey Be—mam;mns-that—the-s488 requested wellin
data. Bm&#mspapmepna{ema{e ad#anee%LD@Jte
fortrafficusing-the-western  allow properreview-of
sotte—and-hosundoedaken —resched
Soioe o be S/ 00 0
. tion.and
on-the-route:
3.2.1 | Impact of It is not agreed that the impacts of The Applicant is of the view that the impacts | {is-netagreed-thatthe % Not agreed
c airport morning flows on the of morning flows on the Buckinghamshire impacts of morning flows on
traffic on Buckinghamshire network are not network are not significant. Further and e boclemenopne e
Buckingha | significant. extensive data on the redistribution of network-are-not significant.
mshire vehicular trips around the local highway
communitie network as a result of the Proposed
S— Development, including early morning flows
morning (5am to 7am), that was requested by BC
flows was reported in the Applicant’s Response to
Issue Specific Hearing 7 Action 3 - lvinghoe
Junction Modelling Review [REP6-070].
3.2.1 | Impacts of | It is-alse recognised that the highway | The Applicant understands there is the Asstated-in3-2-1b, BChas  Notagreed: Meeting on Ongoing
c airport network in Aylesbury acts as a route | potential for some redistribution of vehicular | retbeenprovided-evidence 15.01.202415
traffic on hub for all directions and is therefore | trips around the local highway network as a | thatthe-Applicanthas Nene+reselvedBG January 2024 Agreed
Buckingha | very sensitive to congestion and result of the Proposed Development. Copstopon Lo e s e o Feqmres—a—eleeumem
mshire small changes in traffic have a N the-development-adeguately te%&p#ewded
communitie | significant impact on the _Howc_a\_/er, any S|gn|f|ca_nt effects have been hrone e oo ne shewmg—hew—g;ewfeh
s— performance of the network. identified through detailed modelled process-within-Aylesbuny. #-Aylesoury-has-been
Aylesbury o o assessments ar_ld mitigation proposed. More o . accounted for within
BC are satisfied that sufficient details are provided in the Transport Elehebed e e PA DL e e
information has been provided Assessment [APP-203, AS-123, APP-205, | [AS-053}hatthe-modelling _
regarding the way in which Tempro APP-206]. B Fhis-can-be-a
has been applied for the Aylesbury _ ) _ ) growth in Aylesbury has summapy—ef
area. IheApphe&n%w#Lem%mae%eengagew&h been taken into-account. m#e#maﬂen&#eaely
The Applicant-will explained that growth Aylesbury-to-minor
within Buckinghamshire area was directly disruptions-to-the-network:

tied up to DfT projects as included in NTEM
v7.2 and agreed with BC to summarise the
information and share it with BC. This was
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council
GID position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

shared directly with BC on 11* December

2023.
d . ) ,
S l'a'ed. ”l'at. is-ncluded ".' FEMPro . ,
|||elluelllng & “S.t elll H EI M2 aSSURP tlensl
3.2.1d | Impacts of | The villages of Pitstone, Marsworth The Applicant understands there is the BC has maintained since its  BC asserts that route  Meeting on Ongoing
(1) airport and lvinghoe are also sensitive to potential for some redistribution of vehicular | Witten-Representation re-prioritisation-works  the N q
traffic on traffic changes, noting they are trips around the local highway network as a | [RER1-042] paragraph 226 | atthe B488/B489 15/01/2024 Not agreed
Buckingha | situated on a direct route to the result of the Proposed Development. thatthe-demonstrated-long jgnction-should-be
mshire airport. o distance-commutingroute included-as Off-Site
communitie However, any significant effects have been | | cos the Buckinghamshire | highway works within
—s _ re- BC seeks agreement from the identified through detailed modelled Aetwork viathe B489 The the DCO-
—|grioritisatio Applicant for highway mitigation assessments and mitigation proposed. More +H%€H—SI#G&HG-H—|—H—H—S€—Gf—t-h-I-S '
n works on works at the junction of the B488 and | details are provided in the Transport is shown-withinthe

the B489 in lvinghoe to change the
588/8489 junction priority, as required by
— | Policy TRA2 of the 'made’ lvinghoe

Assessment [APP-203, AS-123, APP-205, applicants Trip Distribution
APP-206]. As such, the Applicant does not Plans IREP4-0481 and

believe it necessary or appropriate to utilise therefore mitigation should

Parish Neighbourhood Plan 2014-

2033. It is acknowledged that the
projected peak hour traffic in this
area is expected to be low, but
BCthe-Couneil considers that this is
a major route from Buckinghamshire
and Dacorum to the Airport, and the
sensitivity of the network in this area
is such that small changes would
have unacceptable impacts. The
continuous nature of the traffic profile

is therefore sufficient to justify this
mitigation.

BC has maintained since its Written
Representation [REP1-042]
paragraph 2.2.6 that the
demonstrated long distance
commuting route uses the
Buckinghamshire network via the
B489. The intensification in use of
this is shown within the applicants
Trip Distribution Plans [REP5-0374-
048] and therefore mitigation should

be provided.

BC has data that has been obtained
from ATC surveys commissioned

BC'’s survey data. be provided.
This junction was not identified as requiring BC has datathat has been
mitigation following a comprehensive obtained-from ATC SUrveys
Transport Assessment. commissioned-after ISH4
and-can-be-shared-with-the
Applicant{fontrequest-to
ot thi tion.
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

after ISH4 and can be shared with
the Applicant (on request) to assist
this position.
BC asserts that route re-prioritisation
works at the B488/B489 junction
should be included as 0Off-Site
highway works within the DCO.
3.2.1 | Impacts of | FAdditionally-thevillages-of The - Apphlcantunderstands-thereis-the Following-discussions-with Notagreed- BC Ongeing
d airport Pitstone, Marsworth and lvinghoe potential for some redistribution of vehicular  the applicant BC accept that comments on
traffic on are-also-sensitive-to-traffic changes,  trips-arcundthelocal-highway networkas-a  remains-of the-view that the A the SoCG on Agreed
Buckingha noting they are situated on a direct et o tne Pecpoe o Dovelopeanl Spdeoie prodallino noe o ao re-prioritisation-works 24 January
mshire route-to-the-airportAdditionally N been-demonstrated-to-be _ - 2024
communitie .I Iewe_ verany S|g|||||ea_||t eifects have beeR | o iable for detailed HW%HM
BC seeks agreement from the i included-as-Of-Site
s —rural . . e @ennﬂed—thmugh—éetaned—medeﬂred assessmentwithin : o
villages on |’ \Ppticant-io .I"gl'.”a* Fitigation %SMMWW%%'—M% Brclpsghache Loc Righway-works-within
B488/B489 welles.at tl.'e jenction-otthe B4BB-and | aetails-are provided-in the Transport 3.2.1.b). the-DCO.
Parish-Neighbourhood Plan-2014- ”.”.Sju.“e“e“ was Retiaentities aSFTeRUIANG | Buckinghamshire now-that FegUiFeent commitMm
e e mitigation-following-a-comprenensive e ent:
projected-peak-hour traffic-inthis FraRsper-Assessment—Any propesed .. within the County. Regarding-traffic
Spco— s toenpnloc o be Lo Bl e Fitigation-at .“”S juRction s the-responsibility impacts-due-to-trip
Couneil-considersthatthisisamajor oftheocalhighway adthonty. FheFransportAssessment generation-along-the
route-from-Buckinghamshire-and FThe Strategic Model CBLTM-LTN has [APP-201} contains figures | A4%BA489-and-B488;
Dacorum-to-the-Airpor—and-the been calibrated and validated as per the showing additional local plan | the-Ceuncil-requires
sensitivity-of-the-retworkiR-thisarea | DfT’s TAG guidance. Moreover, the model is growth-and itis noted that | the-following:
is-such-that-small-changes-would considered fit for purpose by all Host ne—leeal—plan—gmwth—ﬁ _ _
1 .-y . .
have-unacceptable-impasts—he Authorities and National Highways. considered within «—Details-oHink
_ - il _ _ flowsforthe base
is-therefore-sufficientto-justify this Within Appendix E of the LMVR, several Buckinghamshire-and-there year and-future
mitigation. route choice validation analyses were is-no-forecast-growth years-with-and
o reported, including to and from the airport, presented-forthe without
Ithe—l:eeal—l\Aedel—Vahe_laﬂen—Repeﬁ and “long distance”. Boclaoglbane bl conn development for
i i i i Fhe Applicant will-continue-to-liaise-with BC-maintainsthatinthe ’
commutingroute-and-therefore Buekinghamshire-County-Couneil-on-any ;
) ificat : 1l : concerns—However it is advised-that the e o Selectlink
been-presented-to-the CeuncilBCto | [APP-201}-sheuld-be-considered-as mitigation-isrequired-to raffic-only-forthe
| _ e oI lud oxtensivelevel-of outputs such | Protecttheroute-ofconcern- B489B488 and
; P i J i i i BC considers that the ;
the Deadline 1 submission —
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

; The Strategic Modelling Forecasting TP
Presesed-Bovelepreni—asting-hae ; mitigation should be updated-and
Council BC does not consider the Report, Appendix F of the Transport Somended vahiaalod-ratie
strategic modekto-be-fit for Assessment [APP-201] has an extensive ' el
assessment purpeses within level of outputs reported such as traffic BC has data that has been '
Buckinghamshire-at present_The flows, link volume to capacity ratios, nodes | ebtained-from-ATC-surveys | MattersthatBC
GeuﬂeHB@at—pFesenPe&nne;: delays, select link and routing analysis. commissioned after ISH4 needs-to-be-explored
consider this figure-to-be-reliable-due Moreover, the recently submitted daily ahd-canbe-shared-with-the | includejunctionre-
to-the-outstanding work required-to airport passenger and staff trip distribution, | Applicant{enrequestito priofitisation-at the
demonstrate that the strategic-model which was requested by the Examining assistthis-position. B438/B489 junction,
can-be relied-upon- Authority, adds to the list of outputs. modal-contlict-traffic
' . speeds-and-safety-for

Following discussions with the Based on the forecast_ and |mpa_ct allusers:
aApplicant BC accept that the assessment, the Applicant considers the
strategic modelling and the Local impact on the mentioned areas to not be BC wishestobe
Model Validation Report (LMVR) is significant. This is primarily due to the low consulted-onthe
demonstrated to be suitable for level of airport demands travelling to and findings-of the
detailed assessment within frorg Buckinghamshire and/or using its local updated-modeling
Buckinghamshire. (See 3.2.1.b). road networ ! IS
BC has confidence in the modelling Whilst-the- tppl_leant S "_“""'g to-continde and/orenhancement
outputs within Buckinghamshire now | ERg2gement with Buelenlglla_lnslnle Couneik works along the whole
that validation has taken place within the-Appheant dee_s ROt ee_nsualel t_Ine volumes of thisroute-
the County. ef—gene#ated—tra#reasseea%ed—w%h—the

e L Elemlmoopnen
the-Applicant in-order to address-the At Deadline 4 tFhe Applicant submitted the f H
comensptpocnrd e s srcss o] has ISSue e-for D l)’.“ el_u|||e S-Additional B e
[APP-203 AS-123 APP-205 and Applicant’s Response to Issue Specific | ot

’ ’ Hearing 4 Action 6: Traffic on B489 Link :

APR-206} and-reach-an-agreement i
or i e oot orotec: | [REP4-087]. beadine6-
the-sensitiveocations-oA-the B489: | At Deadline 6, Further and extensive data
Fhe-Council-reservesHsposition-6R | that was requested by BC was reported in
the-final-mitigation-measures-that the Applicant’s Response to Issue
Fray-befequired-to-address-the Specific Hearing 7 Action 3 - Ivinghoe
impacts-on-trafiic-within Junction Modelling Review [REP6-070].
Buekinghamshire: This also includes the trip distribution of the

early hours as requested.

Il.l'e "I (pp_llea_ntf il pn_eudfe Blg wil II tp
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

The Outhne TransportRelated-hmpacts

Monitoring and Mitigation Approach
{OTRIMMA) [TR020001/APP/8.97]REPS8-
043REP5-041REP4-

085} and the Sustainable Transport Fund
[TRO20001/APP/8.119] provides further
information on how traffic impacts will be
mitigated, including how residual impacts —
such as those on the Ivinghoe Junction —
may be mitigated.

T i " e inf .
bowp B oo boe oo o e 0B

S At Y
B41REP4-085}The Applicant’s Response

to Issue Specific Hearing 7 Action 3 -
Ivinghoe Junction Modelling Review
[REP6-070] provides further information.Fhe

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

B439 Traffic Modelling Note, submitted at
i , dos further inf on.
3.2. | Technical | Following discussions with the The Applicant welcomes BC's confirmation | Fellewing-diseussions-with Meno——rosopaodhot Meeting on Sngekag
2 Concerns | Aapplicant BC accept that the that it has confidence in the modelling trosmplieonl BO e e gopene 15.01.202415 A q
with strategic modelling is demonstrated | outputs.Fhe-Strategic-ModelCBLTFM-LTN the strategic modelling is January 2024 | 2dreed
Strategic to be suitable for detailed bos oo e bl ool s n e cooe polee n e o b e _ _
Model assessment within DIT's TAG guidance. Moreover, the model is for detailled assessment Apphcantshould:
Buckinghamshire.Fhe-Council-does | considered-fitforpurpose-by-all-Hest e e = et e n e
dor that ( Ll I o : ) .  tho al HRGQHGSPGGGGSS%’
L . . AttRoHtes a_n_el NationaH I,|glmays ”'.e ions. BG s-survey-data
of eull_aellequatle_steuleleuel .“l'tl"” . esulelag_e “Ells e_tglleesl “,'EI' I|IGSE’ ‘.Ht;'e”“esl p?;' y lts Itl'e el ||g|age|ne||t
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.2. | Traffic Following discussions with the The Applicant welcomes BC's confirmation | Fellewing-diseussions-with Meno——rosopaodhot Meeting on oo
3 impacts Aapplicant, information on how that it accepts that the strategic modelling is | the-applicantinformation-on | agreed- 15 January
within NTEM v7.2 has been included in the | suitable for detailed assessment within how NTEM v7.2 has been 202415.61.20 Agreed
Buckingha | modelling, and the submission of the | Buckinghamshire.Fhe-Strategic-Meodelling peheoo i e o e B&asseﬁs%haﬁhe 24
mshire — Applicant’s Response to Issue Forecasting Report, Appendix F of the and the submission of the Appheam—shequd
input data | Specific Hearing 7 Action 3 - rameses fecoco e PA DD D00 L e an S oseee Ll s o e pmrdeﬁeehme&l
for the lvinghoe Junction Modelling extensive level of outputs reported. Issue Specific Hearing 7 nefee—een{almng—the
Traffic Review [REP6-070], BC accept that . B e A —=an= s BWW%M
modelling | the strategic modelling is Based—en—the—tereeast—aﬂd—rmpaet _ Junction Modelling Review informations;
demonstrated to be suitable for assessment-theimpact-on-the-mentioned B e
TRO20001/APP/8.18 | February 2024 Page 22



London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

detailed assessment within
Buckinghamshire.

BC are satisfied that the modelling
quality is suitable for the areas of
concern within Buckinghamshire.Fhe

Council-requires-the-following to

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

demands travelling to and from terdemledessesament Shese
Itis-notintended by-the- ‘pp“ea'.'t 0 Ht"'s. e Feqaested—mpu{—da%a—us development

o IE.tl : Hpplies; FqucHFed—fer—l-neIHSIeH—m—Fe- propoesals-within
howeveritis-expected that the OHgIR e_l spe-aHhe-ratie Buckinghamshire.
these-movements-would-befrom-existing modelling by the-Applicant,
l"e'gl't a_nel_ |nate||al.s S'H|3|3|IEIS ."l".l'e “l“euld enee—n—has—been—vamated—m_ «—Calibration-and
network for their purposes. suggested-resolution-to-peint confirm the
Spee|_l|e IIeeumg_ ; “eue_n S—hinghoe fopbgoonronens of
Junction-Modelling Review [REPG-

: . assessing
070}-The B489 Fraffic Modelling Note, development
submitied at Deadiine 6, providesfurtner propesals-within
tformation-—The-Applicant explained that Bueckinghamshire-
growth-within-Buckinghamshire-area-was
Soprneme oo sreetep sl oo s data was included
11*" December2023- Aviation

Authority CAA-trip
rate data.
oA Forecasting
Hoooploal
confirms-how
Spolahes beoe
caletated-and
model to ensure
L
tlnatlg_neuluth ”'ltl.'"'
Ceemoen o lop
nto account
appropriately-
his inf :
! oo
to allow full and
eempmhensive
review by all

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.2.4 | Airport BC welcome the fact that two of the | The Applicant is committed to working with | Ynehanged Agreed—BGC-has Meeting with | Agreed
Transport | five objectives for the Surface local stakeholders to improve sustainable identified-suitable BC on 3
Forum Access Strategy [APP-228] relate | transport options including public transport. B s e August 2023
(ATF) to improving public transport mode | The 5-yearly Travel Plans will monitor airport ATF-reetings-
representat | share, and that there is a focus on travel against the agreed targets and any
ion bus and coach access specifically. | mitigation-measures required will be subject

BC note that there is an Airpert to consultation before implementation on

FHranspertFeruymAETE which potential initiatives to improve the

includes many local Councils. BC sustainable mode share and meet targets.

accepted on 29th September 2023

an invitation to partake in the ATF as = The Applicant acknowledges that BC

a member. accepted on 29 September 2023 an
invitation to partake in the ATF; the

BC has identified suitable Applicant will work with BC and other ATF

participants for the ATF meetings. members to deliver any necessary
mitigationsustainable transport measures.

3.2.5 | Local bus | BC welcomes the increase in the The Applicant is committed to working with BC acknowledges that it now Ongoing. Meeting on OngoingAg
routes in size of the STF and considers that it | bus operators to support measures for has-aseatatthe ATF-and 15 January reed
Buckingha | now has sufficient funds available to | further improving sustainable transport e B%asseﬁsJehaHhe 202415.01.20 | Ongoing
mshire — | support the range of measures within the area. progresstowards ensuring | 7PPHeantshould: 24
route 61 intended. . B e «Engage with BC

Improvements to the public transport residents-needs-will be ;
BC has reviewed the Bus and& network are not entirely within the gift of the | ,, -, public-transport
Coach Study Applicant and require discussion and ' team-regarding
[TR020001/APP/8.122REPS- negotiation with third parties. In the future, | STF supporting-of
032REP5-058], and welcome the the airport operator will work closely with _ extended-bus
inclusion of the route X61 service, bus service operators through the Airpert BC-hasve reviewed the Bus
but consider the proposed three- FransportForamAFT and development of & Coach Study [REPS- o Seektoremove
hourly frequency of the X61 service | future Travel Plans, which will set out 9581—and—weleeme—the barriersto
to be insufficient to provide a level of | measures to improve services in order to i |e|u_5|e|| ofihe route s operators being
service suitable for use by meet future mode share Targets. service buteonsiderthe ableto-access the
Siopocon oo bege
;ﬁmlg(;?tlljters or passengers (o the The Bus and& Coach Study freguency-of the X61 service
[TRO20001/APP/8.122REP8-032REPX5- to-beinsufficientto providea Demonstrate that a
However, BC welcome the update to | XXX058-FRO2000L/APP/8-122], submitted | level of servicesuitable for funding-mechanism-is
the Bus & Coach Study at Deadline | atBeadline5-identified bus service 61 as a | use-by-commutersor in-place-to-support the
8 to include an hourly X61 service for | route to be prioritised for implementation. sasschgorste-thoalbort establishmentof
discussion in the ATF Steering This may be confirmed for funding through e e e services-Neone
Group, for the inclusion of the processes outlined in the Sustainable update to the Bus & Coach '
service in future {Travel pPlans. FransportFund{Sustainable Travel Sl Dl o el el e
_ Fund¥F) [TR020001/APP/8.119REP5-056 | heourly X61 servicefor
BC-would-ike-to-secure-the TRO20001/APP/8119], invoving following | discussion-inthe ATF
restoration-of-a-local bus-route consultation with the ATF Steering Group. | Steering-Groupforthe
(service 61).88““98““9 LutoR aha and B
Aylesbury via the communities of future travel plans.BC
- — - | The increase in the value of the fund and continyes to-be ;s.n cerped

and- the introduction of the opportunity to

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

Cheddinglon—ortho-najoribrof pump prime interventions -has been thatheAnpleanthasrel
northern Buckinghamshire, Luton subsequently added to increase stakeholder | presented-any-evidence-that
Airport-willbe-primarily-a-destination | confidence in the fund and its ability to thesuggested-fopdings
forleisure/holiday-trips—However-it | achieve the ambitious targets to be set out sufficient to support the bus
is-also-a major employer in the in future Travel Plans. Further information services reguired.
region, with this likely to be on the Sustainable TransportfundSTFE is _ .
especiallynotable-invillages-closeto | within the updated Sustainable Travel Be—remams—ef—the—pesmen
the border with-Central Bedfordshire  Fund TF document Topic Paper thatthis-servceisrequired
and-Luton Borough-Councils_This | [TRO20001/APP/8.119REP5-056]-and draft | '-ordertofultilthe
e Ssl106-agreement. The Bus and& Coach Appheam—s—sta{ed—almsei
ratherthan-every 90-minutes-and Study presents undetailed potential services | SeRRecting-thelocal
have-fts-operational-hodurs-extended | that may be included in future Ttravel WMW
as-dictated-by-the-operational-needs | Pplans. Any detail around routes and wel#as—add;esang—aw ,
of-the-atrport—-A-Demand-Respeonsive | timetabling are not yet confirmed. Any qHaMy—eeenemrc—benems
Fransport(BDRT)-service-may-also-be | potential intervention for sustainable and-health-and-well-being-n
able-to-meetthe-connectivityneeds | transport funding should be submitted to the the-arear
ofthese-communities: ATF and the ATF Steering Grouphnéd Without certainty-that
_ : following serving of the notice to grow under | sepdices willbe-provided-BC
The-Rumber6l-ocalsenice-will article 44 off the draft DCO (dDCO) [REP9- | considers it uniikely that it
inGarporate-a-greator Aumber-of 003_to-and will beconsidered-in Busand | will be possible to secure
stops-and-offer-alower cost . .
&I%emaﬂv&te%h&pm#a%&e&r—gnd—mgh XXX]. All spending decisions regarding the
speed-bus service-forlocal #iips-ane | STE will pe made by the ATFE Steering BC to-share its review of the
Shollcopng e o bo o e Group. Bus-& Ceach-Study[REPS5-
Do aooaa e 4oL
Further information on the STF, regarding and-Sustainable Transport
how funding may be brought forward to Fund(STR)IREPS
pump prime bus and coach services, will 056TRO20001/APP/8.110]
bewas provided at Deadline 7 in the before providing-an-updated
Applicant’s Response to Issue Specific position—this-is-within BC's
Hearing 7 Action 10 — Sustairable Deadline-6-submissions.
FransportFund-Sustainable Travel Fund
[TRO20001/APP/8.119].JREP7-042]-
The Bus and& Coach Study
[TRO20001/APP/8.122REP8-032REPS-
XXX] has been updated to identify the X61
route operating at least hourly for discussion
by the ATF Steering Group. -

3.2.6 | Strategic BC acknowledges that it now has a The Applicant is committed to working with Bl e oqopencane ol Lo Mxeeting on | OrgeirgAg
bus seat at the ATF, and this is bus operators to support measures for has a seat at the ATF, and resolvedOngoing. 15 January reed
services in | considered to be progress towards further improving sustainable transport e eope e e e 2024 Ceoog
Buckingha | ensuring that Buckinghamshire within the area. progress towards ensuring B&asseﬁs%haﬁhe
mshire residents needs will be heard. . B e Appheantshould:

Improvements to the public transport residents reeds will be .
BC remains of the position that this | network are not entirely within the gift of the | ,, .. +—Engage-with-BC

high speed service between

Applicant and require discussion and

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

Aylesbury and London Luton Airport | negotiation with third parties. In the future, Elbes teamrecarding
is required in order to fulfil the the airport operator will work closely with _ supporting of
Applicant's stated aims of connecting | bus service operators through the Airpert BC-eontinues-to-be extended-bus

the local workforce and passengers | Fransport-FortmAFT and development of concerned-that the-Applicant routes.

to the airport, as well as addressing | future Travel Plans, which will set out has—net—ppesemed—any

air quality, economic benefits and measures to improve services in order to evidence-that-the-funding s —Seektoremove

health and wellbeing in the area. meet future mode share Targets. being-suggesteds-sutiicient barriersto
to-support the bus services operatorsbheing

This service is required to provide a | The Applicant submitted the Bus & Coach rocHred: able-to-access-the

viable public transport option for Study [REPS8- : - airport.

those approaching from the west of | 932TR020001/APP/8.122REP5- BC-remains-of-the-position

the airport. 058TRO20001/APP/8122] at Deadline 5, | hatthishigh speedservice | «—Demenstrate-that

updated at Deadlines 8 and 10, which between/Aviesbuiy ang afunding

BC welcome the update to the Bus provides more information on bus service London LutonAlrpotiservice mechanism-isin

and& Coach Study provision.Fhe isrequired-in-ordertofulfil place-to-support

[TRO20001/APP/8.122] that e the establishment

identifies this high speed route for Further information on the STF, regarding of-connecting-the-local of senvices-

discussion in the ATF Steering how funding may be brought forward to wopcorcs opdnaesontan o

Group, for inclusion in future travel pump prime bus and coach services is the-awport-aswellas

plans.BC-weuld-ike-to-secure-a outlined in the (Applicant's response-to Seihesane cpeanl b

Sedesbiprope oonle fpbor o Sustainable Transportvel Fund beobheqduelloe e n fhe

This-would-address the-existing-tack  [TRO20001/APP/8.119] Sustainable area.

e e [FRO20001L/APP/8A67REP7-074NwWas SEHVIEES “.'” Iee_pmneleelz BC

with-Luton-Airportor-the Ml-corridor ee_nsmlels |t_unllleely thatt

and-the East Coast mainline_without The Bus andé& Coach Study e poeable wo e

WE% [TRO20001/APP/8.122REP8-032REPS- mode-shift-effectively:

) I I e X>XX] has been updated to identify the high . . .
) - i speedhigh-speed route between Aylesbury ””S.Se' IEEHS |ee|u||_eel o
sheuld-be-secured-explicitly-within e s al o 0 e

and London Luton Airport for discussion by !
a&eletaﬂed—wi!ehin—the—'ﬁa»cel—ﬁlan&gi the ATF Steering Group.Applicant-wil transportoption-for-these
- continue to-engage with BC on this-matter. &pp#eaeMngﬁfFemJéhewesPe#

real-alternative to-the private caron The Applicant welcomes BC's confirmation

the-basis-of it offering-a-high-guality; that it is content with the arrangements for
h‘lg'h—f'lﬁeqbl'eney—h'l'g'h—speed—ser—\%e ' diSCUSSiOI’lS in the ATF Steerinq GI’OUD. B_@_Wel,ee_m_e_t_he_b'_pdate_t_e
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

w
N

Sustainabl
e Transport
Fund —
mechanism
for
identifying
eligible
projects
and funds

I\||

BC welcomes the increase in the
value of the STF and the ability to
make £1 million available for forward
funding.Fhe-Ceuneil-has-been

i Ll I ) I

Following the submission of the application | Fhe-FrameworkTravel

for development consent, the Applicant has | Planf{REP4-044]

developed the Sustainable Fransport Framework Travel Plan [AS-
Fund(Sustainable Transportvel Fund) 131} doesnotreference the
[TRO20001/APP/8.119REP5- funding mechanisms that are
B56FR0O20001L/APP/8:-119] to be used to propesed-to-be-implemented
fund measures identified within the or the value and timing or
FrameworkTravel-Plan-Framework Travel avadabihty-ofthose funds.
Plan (FTP) [REP84-02444]fAS-131}. The .

Bus and& Coach Study BG—hasve—Fevlewed—the
[TR020001/APP/8.122REPS-032REPS- Sustainable Fransport
058TR0O20001/APP/8.122] identified six bus | ~4ReSTEIREPS-056}and
and coach interventions to be prioritised, are-concernedithas not
which would be funded through the STF if | Béer-setbasedonanyform
agreed for implementation through the ATF eﬁealeuiauenenh&eest&e#
Steering Group. %WWEEEI
: H'H'Fe' |||_|Ie||nat|eln GIH the SI IFI |eqa||e||nq Study {REPS-058]

- - BC are-also concerned
(Applicant’s response to Issue Specific abeu{—theuavanabnﬂ%eﬁwcrds
Hearing 7 Action 10— Sustainable

e e e

Transport Fund [REP7-0421) and :
- - are-aware that the-Applicant

- B
provided-at Deadline 7+
£1 million of the fund will be made available | FrorderforBCto-be
at the beginning of the Proposed saﬂsﬁed—thai—the%ﬂ; :
Development to allow the pump priming of meehanme&nﬁehmva%s
services. See the Sustainable Transport objestives; the-Appicant .
Fund [TRO20001/APP/8.119REP7- needs-io-setoutine full remit
042]TRO20001/APP/S.167. and parameters of the- ST ST

. . ’ . I e ot
Eurtnel ||_|Ie||nat|e|| on-the STF fegarding | b the decisi I
how 'H“d.”'q fay be brodght 'e"'."a'd’ S I . I I
.BHF“'B BHNE busl and-coach-sei uIGeS’ a_|”|e|| hall | .

B

BC
comments on

reed

the SoCG on

24 January
2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
3.2. | Sustainabl | BC welcomes the changes in the The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation | Fhe-Framework Travel Ongoing. BC OngoingAg
8 e Transport | STF wording, and therefore the that it agrees with the STF funding and that | RPlar{REP4- comments on | reed
Fund — ability to administer the funds more it is able to meet its objectives. S B ool Trnpeal : SoCG on 24
benchmark | freely. Whilst some uncertainty Benchmarking-was-one-component-of- the Plan-fAS-131} doesnot ABBHG&H{_S*J’GHJ'Q_SQ{ January 2024
ing of remains, BC is willing to agree at this | appreachtaken—The-Applicanthasbeen Sl DO el s out-elearly ‘“’l"e_l'
funding stage that the fund is available and progressing-and-developing more-detat additional information FReasures they-intend
able to meet its objectives. Fhe Sl e pee conel o el (o cocoedlpo e pnile o e
Council-considers-itnecessary for demonstrate the range-of potential made-available forthe STE;
the STFto-be-established-onthe Comopbndies cppeerspe s ool cone Spthe g o Lo
atrports-withinthe UK-as-has-been Fhese ||||p_|euen|ents are b. eing-developed-n notallmeasures-willbe
seostopec cotoe fpooo g e pocdec e Lheps o
B e -
. . i o Y : thies 4 Weuld—beﬂehve*ﬁedr&nd—whe_ _
Fhe GGHI.IG,H.IEG]HESFS cerainty ol wemd—be—the-deeﬁen—maka_
Fade-shift I_|||Ised to-spacific targets Framework Travel Man IREPA 1 as4ewh+eh4%easu|ae&&|ce_
and l'e. Idlplemts and embeelell ed-n-the %lllllamfewel ' kl |||auezl ' Ila_ A ‘8.131] . reguired-
apedoneoone
"  the fund will I bl
i
at-the-beginning-ot-the-Proposed o
I;e.,e. |8|9I.II8IIE 9 alle_“ H'e, PUP-PHAIAG-Of
SERices Se_e_ ’ xpplle_ant Stespohse to
Issue_Speellle HearRg7Action 10
Susl tal |||a|bIeE HraRsport] uREREP7-042]
B e Te
SE H |e|ga|e||ng l'e“.“ IH"ld”'g |na|§ Be bl Fought
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]

agreed

The Council also welcome the
forming of the TMWG and would
emphasise the importance of it being

a member, specifically given its role
as consultee in discharging
requirements 14 and 15.

The inclusion of the Council as a
consultee on Requirements 14 and
15 and the Applicant’s confirmation
that the Deadline 11 CTMP will
reflect BC’s invitation to be a
member of the TMWG means that
this matter is now agreed.

Group to be formed as a forum for
stakeholder engagement during construction
(refer to Section 3 of the Outline CTMP). A
detailed CTMP, substantially in accordance
with the Outline CTMP, will be prepared and
submitted for approval by the relevant local
planning authority following approval of the
DCO. This is secured by Requirement 14 of
the Braft BEO(dDCO})
[TRO20001/APP/2.01REP5-003AS-067AS-
0051,

The Applicant invites Buckinghamshire
Council to be a member of the TMWG, as

3.2. | Sustainabl | BC are satisfied that the dDCOs196 | At Deadline 10 the Applicant took the Unehonged--BCawai Chgehhge BC ChecigAy
9 e Transport | suitably captures the requirements of | decision for the STF to be secured via the information on the headline comments on | reed
Fund - the STE.The Framework Travel dDCO rather than the Section 106 Terms of Reference of the BG—asseﬁeel—that—the SoCG on 24
governanc | Plan{REP4-044-AS-131}Hsrequired | Agreement as previously proposed. All of 5106 agreement. Applicantshould January 2024

e to-be-updated-toprovide-certainty-of | the requirements relating the STF that were . . Supply-an-updated
covoeoioe ol ne o Cnne s o captured via the terms of the Draft Section BC-io share tsteview-otthe eepyLeHheS.,IF
FransportFundSTE: 106 Agreement are now captured via the Bus & Coach-Stuay [REPS- sumerenfely—m—aelvanee
STF document itself, which in turn is to be W ef—DeaeLhne@ier—aH
secured via requirement 32 of the Deadline | 2h€-Sustainable Transport | Interested Partiesto
10 version of the dBESOdDCO FaRe{STH{RERS- have%meJeeﬂgrewde
[TRO20001/APP/2.01]. The Sustainable | 228TRO2000UAPPISLIS | meaninghu comment
TransportFund(Sustainable Transport be#e#eup#ewmnga#upda{ed e
position-this-is-within BC's  resolved:
e Deadhine-6-subrmissions
" . her inf i I
’ lina details of 4
agreement-and-its-headline Terms-of
B =
the ST
3.2.10 | Constructio | BC welcome the prioritisation of An Outline Construction Traffic Unchanged. BC Agreed
n traffic — movements of construction traffic via | Management Plan (CTMP) comments on
primary the Primary Route Network and [TRO20001/APP/8.97] -has been prepared the SoCG on
route acknowledge that the majority of and submitted as part of the application for 3 November
network spoil movements are unlikely to pass | development consent {Appendix18.3-ofthe 2023Apphicati
through Buckinghamshire. ES-REP6-009APP-130h--This includes a on-ndex [AS-
proposal for a Traffic Management Working S
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

confirmed in the updated CTMP submitted
at Deadline 11 [TR020001/APP/5.02].

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.2.1
Ob

Constructio
n traffic —
use of local
road
network

Fhe-CounclBC notes that sections of
the Major Road Network which may
be affected include routes through
Buckinghamshire (e.g. A41 via
Hemel Hempstead or A418 via
Leighton Buzzard). A robust
Construction Traffic Management
Plan will be required, which should
include measures that protect rural
routes from impacts and BC are
happy to work with the Applicant to
develop this.

BC considers it necessary to be a
part of the Traffic Management
Working Group (TMWG) or a
required consultee of the TMWG to
ensure that local routes in
Buckinghamshire are not adversely
impacted by construction traffic.

BC asserts that the Applicant should:

- Confirm if Buckinghamshire
sites are required for
construction materials to be
sourced from.

- __If construction trips are
required from
Buckinghamshire, BC should
be part of the TMWG.

- If construction trips are not
required to begin or end in
Buckinghamshire, BC should
be a named consultee of the
TMG.

The inclusion of the Council as a
consultee on Requirements 14 and
15 and the Applicant’s confirmation
that the Deadline 11 CTMP will
reflect BC’s invitation to be a

An Outline CenstructionTratfic
Management Plan (CTMP)
[TRO20001/APP/8.97] has been prepared
and submitted as part of the application for

development consent {Appendix18-3-of
the- ES-{REP6-009APP-130D)-This includes

a proposal for a Traffic Management
Working Group to be formed as a forum for
stakeholder engagement during construction
(refer to Section 3 of the Outline CTMP). A
detailed CTMP, substantially in accordance
with the Outline CTMP, will be prepared and
submitted for approval by the relevant local
planning authority following approval of the
DCO. This is secured by Requirement 134
of the-dBraft DCO
[TRO20001/APP/2.01REP5A003S-067AS-
005].

It is not Scurrently-with-the-design-not
mature-enough-itisnot possible to elearly

fully identify what materials are to be used
and where they will be sourced from, so the
Applicant is-therefere unable to confirm what
sites, if any, in Buckinghamshire material will

be sourced from-used. However when the
design is at a much more mature stage and
materials to be used and sources where
these materials are procured are identified,
the CTMP will be updated accordingly and
consultations will be made with the

e I
engage with BC on this matter..

The version of the draft-DCO, submitted at
Deadline 9 [REP9-030], rewwas updated to
explicitly statees that no authorised
development may commence until a CTMP
and CWTP has been submitted to and
approved in writing by the relevant planning
authority, following consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council (requirements
R14 and R15).

xMeeting on

29 January
2024

ngAgreed.
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SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

member of the TMWG means that

The Applicant position

BC are a consultee on the discharge of

this matter is now agreed.

Requirements 14 and 15, and the Applicant
invites Buckinghamshire Council to be a
member of the TMWG. The CTMP has been
updated to reflect this and submitted at
Deadline 11 [TR020001/APP/5.02].Mere

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.21
Oc

Constructio
n traffic —
CTMP
controls

The CTMP is silent on protections for
the Buckinghamshire network from
freight operations and lacks detail on
freight routing strategy.

Without strong provision within the
CTMP, the-CouncilBC does not have
confidence that there will be suitable
control of potential impacts from
freight operations in respect of the
Buckinghamshire transport network.
TFhe-CouncllBC seeks to secure
consultation on these documents
where they affect Buckinghamshire’s
network and residents, and the
ability to require changes and/or
clarifications and controls within the
management strategies be included
within the documents.

It is acknowledged that some of this
detail will not be available until a
contractor is involved. It may be
possible for the Applicant to set
stipulations within the CTMP of
things that will not be permissible,
and this could include certain
stipulations regarding the Bucks
transport network. This needs to be
explored further.

Should suppliers be based in
Buckinghamshire they will be
operating under existing permission,

An Outline CenstructionTraffie
ManagementPlan(CTMP}
[TRO20001/APP/8.97] has been prepared
and submitted as part of the application for

development consent {. Appendix318-3-of
the-ES{REP6-009APP-130})-This includes

a proposal for a Traffic Management
Working Group to be formed as a forum for
stakeholder engagement during construction
(refer to Section 3 of the Outline CTMP). A
detailed CTMP, substantially in accordance
with the Outline CTMP, will be prepared and
submitted for approval by the relevant local
planning authority following approval of the
DCO. This is secured by Requirement 1434
of the Braft-dDCO |
TR020001/APP/2.01REP5-003AS-067AS-
005].

Detailed measures to manage construction
traffic impacts would be set out in the
Construction Traffic Management Plan
{CTMP3}, which would be developed in detail
by the appointed contractor during the
detailed design stage, and must be
substantially in accordance with the Outline
ol e s e e Mle o]
PlanCTMP -[TR020001/APP/8.97][REP6-
It is expected that origin of these

movements would be from existing freight
and materials suppliers who would have

Meeting on el
29 January reedOngoi
2024x ngAgreed.
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

however routes may not be suitable
for large numbers of trips by certain
vehicles, and so BC require
involvement to ensure that
management strategies are in place
to protect routes and communities on

any affected routes.

BC asserts that the Applicant should
agree to the requirements set out in
3.2.10b.

BC request involvement in the CTMP

and for the Applicant to establish a
mechanism for this.

The inclusion of the Council as a
consultee on Requirements 14 and
15 and the Applicant’s confirmation

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

existing permissions to utilise the network
for their purposes.

The CTMP outlines the formation of a traffic
management working group (TMWG) as a
forum for stakeholder engagement prior to
the commencement of the Proposed
Development. The TMWG would seek
representation from the lead contractor, the
local highway authorities, and National
Highways.

The Applicant will consider whether
construction impacts can be included in the
ATF Steering Group governance processes,
or if it would be appropriate to involve BC in
the CTMP process.

The version of the draf: DCO, submitted at

that the Deadline 11 CTMP wiill
reflect BC’s invitation to be a
member of the TMWG means that

Deadline 9 [REP9-003], was updated to
explicitly states that no authorised
development may commence until a CTMP

this matter is now agreed.

and CWTP has been submitted to and
approved in writing by the relevant planning
authority, following consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council (requirements 14

and 15).

BC are a consultee on the discharge of
Requirements 14 and 15, and the Applicant
invites Buckinghamshire Council to be a
member of the TMWG. The CTMP has been
updated to reflect this and submitted at
Deadline 11 [TR020001/APP/5.02]. Fhedraft
submittod ' Lol

e
I i i . "
BC on this matter.
3.2.1 | Constructio | Fhe-CoeuncilBC considers the B488 Detailed measures to manage construction | Fhe-B489-falls-within-the e Mxeeting on | OrgeirgAg
0d n traffic — to be wholly inappropriate for any traffic impacts would be set out in the vinghoe HGV strategy area 29 January reedOngoi
CTMP and | HGV movements associated with Conebne o e e e e e Dl e e Fhe-CTMP-framework 2024 ngAgreed
Code of construction of the airport expansion | {CTMP}, which would be developed in detail Reeds-to-be-updated
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /

n Practice
(CoCP) —
compliance
to BC
Freight
Strategy

Constructio

and so should feature as an
excluded route within the Cede-of
Construetion-Practice-CoCP
[REP6-00348-013-011APP-049].
This would accord with the
Council'sBC’s Freight Strategy.

The B489 falls within the Ivinghoe
HGV strategy area and therefore is
required to be protected from airport
construction traffic.

To do this the Applicant should use
an HGV management system,
similar to those undertaken for HS2
and East West Rail. These systems
provide certainty that sensitive
locations are protected from impacts

by the appointed contractor during the
detailed design stage, and must be
substantially in accordance with the Outline
Construction Traffic Management Plan
CTMP -LAppentdbtE3-ofthe
ES[TR020001/APP/8.979{REP6-009APP-
130].

It is not intended by the Applicant to utilise
the local road network for material supplies
however it is expected that the origin of
these movements would be from existing
freight and materials suppliers who would
have existing permissions to utilise the
network for their purposes.

To protect sensitive roadways within the
local and greater areas, such as the B488,

and require the schemes to use
approved routes only.

The CTMP framework needs to be
updated to reflect measures by
which the full CTMP shall protect
those areas identified by BC policy
as sensitive.

The inclusion of a requirement on
the lead contractor to use an HGV
management system, and the
inclusion of BC as a consultee on the

CTMP means that this matter can be
agreed.

The inclusion of the Council as a
consultee on Requirements 14 and
15 and the Applicant’s confirmation
that the Deadline 11 CTMP wiill
reflect BC’s invitation to be a
member of the TMWG means that
this matter is now agreed.

the contractor will be required to utilise a
HGV management system that aligns with
the logistics policies as agreed within the
development team and with the Local
authorities. This management system will be
secured in the final CTMP, as stated in the
Outline CTMP{Appendix183ofthe ES
[TRO20001/APP/8.9709-]. The measures
may include the following:

e Provide the HGV drivers information
packs through the contractor/supplier,
this pack would contain routes to take
during that specific construction
phase including locations of site
entrances, the presence of cycle and
pedestrian infrastructure within the
vicinity of the construction
site/compound and local congestion
points and periods.

e The logistics routes will include
acceptable highways/intersections
and will delineate prohibited travel
routes. The use of prohibited travel
routes will be penalised and my result
in "red card" banned from delivery
and/or supply of services to site.

e All Site deliveries will be electronically
managed with delivery slots allocated

\[e]
agreed
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

to each load. As such all scheduled
deliveries will be timed to cause
minimum disruption to the highway
and avoid peak travel times (including

school runs etc.

e Periodic inspections of vehicle travel
routes will be taken on by the
contractor to ensure travel is
maintained within the accepted HGV
delivery routes. All reviews will be
available for local authority's
inspection by request.

The version of the draft-DCO, submitted at
Deadline 9 [REP9-003], was updated to
explicitly states that no authorised
development may commence untila CTMP
and CWTP has been submitted to and
approved in writing by the relevant planning
authority, following consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council (requirements 14
and 15).The draft DCO, submitted at D9,

now-exphcithy-states-that no-authorised

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of

agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.2.11 | Impacts of
operational
HGV
movement
son
Buckingha
mshire

For post-build movements, BC note
that the increase in HGVs (rising
from 133 currently to a projected
2043 figure of 268) is unlikely to
impact upon local roads in
Buckinghamshire. A large proportion
of the projected HGV flows appear to
serve the extended passenger
terminal facilities — these do not
identify Buckinghamshire as being a
generator of these movements, but
BC would welcome clarification of
this.

BC is seeking clarity on how HGV
movement will be

The Applicant confirms that the forecast
increase in HGVs would be minimal on the
Buckinghamshire local road network, with
negligible traffic originating in
Buckinghamshire. The Framework Travel
Plan [REP8-024] states that future travel
plans may explore opportunities to increase
the efficiency of goods vehicles trips and
consolidation of servicing movements, which

can be discussed with BC through the ATF
Steering Group. However, at this stage
before the Proposed Development begins
the Applicant is not willing to restrict HGV
movements relating to the supply chain of
the airport’s operations to exclude
Buckinghamshire.

Meeting on Ongoing

29 January AgreedOng

2024x eingNot
Agreed.
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

controlled/excluded from the BC
highway network.

BC asserts that the Applicant should
undertake a commitment to secure
routing agreements with suppliers
serving the airport with more than 10

HGVs a day.

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

= |°°
AN

Constructio
n Traffic —
modal
share and

Regarding construction traffic
movements, the-CeunclBC requires
the following:

Detailed construction impacts would be set

out in the CenstructionTraffic Management
Plan{(CTMP} (as secured by Requirement

1434 of the dDCODBdraftDevelopment

Mxeeting on
29 January

OngeingAg
reedOngoi

2024

ngAgreed.
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

SoC Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position Agreed /

Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

worker  Consultation on the further e e | movementol-construction afforded-the
movement | development of the CTMP, which TR020001/APP/2.01REP5-0033-003]), workers. opportunity to review
S should incorporate specific targets which would be developed in detail by the . . . theupeated CTMEP
for each mode to expand on the appointed contractor during the detailed Ne&m&hstan&ng#us—BG e
current division between sustainable | design stage and must be substantially in views-the CTMP-as-a Itis-suggested-that
and unsustainable modes. accordance with the Outline CTMP deeumem—thapeebnd B
‘Unsustainable’ modes should be | [TRO20001/APP/8.97]0uthne petentially provide-some the discussions
disaggregated into types, with Construction Traffic Management pa;ametep&teeemrel undertaken through
associated data. PlanCTMP [REPS-009APP-130]. It is potentia-impacts-from the ATF-noting-that
. _ expected that origin of these movements eenstpueﬂenwepker e fpses s lenee
* The Outline Construction would be from existing freight and materials | Frevemenis-BCistherelore | o brovide the Terms
Workers Tr_avel P_Ian (IREP8-018 suppliers who would have existing keen-to-bekeptiniormed-of | or poterence for the
APP-1311) s requwed.to be upd_ated permissions to utilise the network for their apdates—te—the—GIMP—and ATF-at Deadlne 5.
to show how the Buckinghamshire purposes. given the opportunity to have
network is to be affected; and this a-meaningfubinfluence-upon
should be tested within the updated | ffected them.
traffic modelling as appropriate. The
BC appreciates that the Applicantis | Beadinre9dDCO [TROZOOOl/APP/Z 01];
not yet in a position to provide the haswa beens updated to explicitly statse
clarity sought regarding the that no authorised development may
movement of construction workers. commence until a CTMP and CWTP has
. . . : been submitted to and approved in writing
Notwithstanding this, BC views the by the relevant planning authority.
CTMP as a document that could followingthis-willrequire consultation with
potentially DVOV'O_'G Some parameters Buckinghamshire Council (requirements 14
to control potential impacts from and 15). Fhe draft DCO.submitted-at DY-
construction worker movements. BC Row-explicitly states that no-authorised
is therefore keen to be kept informed development may-commence-until-a CTMP
of updates to the CTMP and given and-CWTP has been submitted-to-and
the opportunity to have a meaningful approved-in writing by-the-relevant planning
influence upon them. authority following-consultation-with
BC asserts that the Applicant should | Buekinghamshire-Ceunei{R14-and-R15)-
ensure that BC is afforded the As-above
opportunity to review the updated
CTMP prior to its finalisation. It is
suggested that this could be part of
the discussions undertaken through
the ATF.
This matter can now be considered
agreed as BC have been included as
a consultee on Requirements 14 and
15.
3.2 | Traffic Following discussions with the The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation Following-discussions-with Not agreed. BC AgreedNet
.13 | modelling | applicant BC accept that the that the traffic modelling has been trosmelennl o8 copenl be comments on | agreed
strategic modelling is demonstrated | demonstrated to be useful. Fhe-Applicant the strategic modelling is
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
methodolo | to be suitable for detailed agreed-the-approach-to-modelling-with demonstrated-to-be suitable BC-assertsthatthe SoCG on 24
ay assessment within Shece alnlonnnl e s s o L oe feroolndad cooneennn Semsheoal oo o January 2024

Buckinghamshire.Fhe-full-potential rehetng BB CandMNabonal Blepways—-he  withi-Buckdaghamshire—The  engagewih-BCand
: | il i i . it 11 I I T I I lickai

known-in-respect of the-following compliance with- TAG-guidance with-2016 Fhe-Applicanthasnetmade | \ .o agreed
and-airguality.-h-addition-the approach-has-been-agreed-with-the relevant i-the-modelcan-be
growth-of-Aylesbury-isnot-currently local-and-nationakhighway-authorities-and Copronealed e s o a bl

accurately represented withinthe | the-base validated-model reflected used-forroutes-within

analysisfor the DCO operational-conditions-at the-time- T

BC are satisfied that the model as-the-airport grows-in-both-the Do-Minimum
validates well enough for the matters and-Do-Something-scenarios—The future

of the B489 to be considered using %W&W%SW

the model and the existing demands-and-mode-split take-account of
screenlines following review of the CAA data-and trends—Comprehensive

B489 note against BC's survey data. analysns—and—assessmem—ef—the—sa#aee

ac el e sslelleets anRe-mpactsis plenel[ed
ith Y I
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
3.2 | Scope of BC request to know if any transport | See response to 3.2.1. Any significant BC is content to acceptthat  Agreed — closed. Transport Agreed —
.14 | transport assessments have been undertaken | effects have been identified through detailed | subjectto-the-supply-of Assessment nolonger
assessmen | which suggest that the airport is or modelled assessments and mitigation distribution information of a —Part10f4 applicable.
ts will be a regular attractor of trips proposed. More details are provided in the setsiaciononalibrbis A R-202]
from the south of Buckinghamshire, | Transport Assessment [APP-203 to APP- | mattercan-be-considered Transport
in particular Chesham, Amersham or | 206].- closed. Assessment
High Wycombe, for which public . L e ————
transport access isf also unavailable. H—ls—mwmaned—tha{—the hi . AR R-2051
BC is content to accept that subject less-than-the-standard-that %mments on
to the supply of distribution Elpwoniclocnoe Popensrs SoCG on 24
information of a satisfactory quality is-also-accepted-thatin January 2024
this matter can be considered e
closed. would-be-unlikely-to-be
_ o etifiod to. i | ons.
It is maintained that the assessment BC does howeverceonsider
in this area is less than the standard that this-places-a-greater
that BC would expect, however it is responsibility-on-the
also accepted that in practical terms Applicant to-ensure-that
mitigation would be unlikely to be provisions-are-made where
justified to these locations. BC does they-can-besuch-as-to-two
however consider that this places a pubhc—ntanspen—semees—tha{
greater responsibility on the BC has identified-
Applicant to ensure that provisions '
are made where they can be, such
as to two public transport services
that BC has identified.BC+reguest
carther inf —— o wit
sotopas e e oo o be psne e
3.2 | Glint and BC has reviewed the Glint and The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation | BC-hasreviewed-the-Glint {BC Agreed
.15 | glare Glare Assessment [REP4-040AS- | that it is satisfied that there are no likely and-Glare Aassessment comments on
assessmen | 146] and is satisfied that there are adverse impacts on highways in el SoCG on 24
t no likely adverse impacts on Buckinghamshire. A-Glint-and-Glare . i January 2024
highways in Buckinghamshire.BC Sososapmnn AL B per cnbieiogl o B&B%ausmd—that—thereare e aaan=
theFe—aFe—any—H(ely—mnrpaets—Hpen Buekinghamshire: [AS-146
el e le e copne el foo
and-glare- superseded
by REP4-
040}
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
3.2 |Rule 9 BC has received sufficient The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation | BC-hasreceived-sufficient Ongoing. BC Ongoing
.16 | Covid information from the Applicant that that the modelling has been demonstrated to | infermationfrom-the comments on
Modelling | demonstrates that the impacts are be suitable.ir-May-2023-the-Examining Semsleonlien dopnorcnioe BGasseﬁsJehaHhe the SoCG on Agreed
below a level that requires Authority reguested-the-Applicantto-review  thattheimpactsare belowa Apphean{—sheu#d 24 January
mitigation. BC has confidence in the | the-transport-modelling-undertakenforthe level that requires p#ewd&eal@aﬂeﬁ 2024
modelling outputs within DCO-inlight of DfT-interim-advicedated mitigation—BC has information-within
Buckinghamshire now that validation | April2023,regarding-the-treatment-ofthe confidence in the modelling Buekbnghamsmre—and
has taken place within the COMEAS sandemicinraaspormodeling. colbpulswitoin BFGHde—BG—W-I-t-h
County.BCremain-as-ofthe-above B e e e medahng%sm%sweu
positions-and-await the results-of the  Decisiontoreguest that the- Applicant validation-has taken place iR-advance-of
Spcbbonel moc ol me sl andl pesdees e paec sl peade Las copelorimn e Do n b 20
BC are satisfied that the model Highways-and-the Local Highway unable to-conclude this
validates well enough for the matters Authoritiesat the-earliest pessible matter—The-model-hasnot
of the BA89 to be considered using eppeﬁum%y#wﬁhﬂa—we«,w&gwmgﬁg%eemem been#&kelatedwen—w%hm
the model and the existing as-to-the-appropriate-methodology-if the Buckinghamshire—As-has
screenlines following review of the odelis-not re-based-The proposed been—stateeLm—pFeweHs

BA489 note against BC's survey data. | 5onraach set forward-by-the-Applicant documents-and-through

TR020001/APP/8.18 | February 2024 Page 39




London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.3 Noise and Vibration
3.3. | Operationa | BC consider that an increase in The assessment has shown that BE have confirmed that Fhis-issue-was 24This issue | OngeirgAg
1 | air noise | operational air noise may be noticed | Buckinghamshire is outside of the Lowest technical issues are largely  discussed as part of was reed
impacts on | by some Buckinghamshire residents. | Observable Adverse Effect Level (LOAEL), | reselved: lssue-Specific discussed as
Buckingha | This is because despite the whole of | even for the final phase night-time contour. Hearing 9-as Deadline | part of Issue
mshire the Buckinghamshire administrative | Below the LOAEL, Planning Practice 6-Submission-8.136  Specific
residents | area falling outside the predicted Guidance — Noise (Department for However_BC has Applicants Post Hearing 9 as
lower observed adverse effect level | Communities and Local Government (2019), | guestioned-the threshold Hearing-Submission— | Deadline 6
(LOAEL) contours, although ES Planning Practice Guidance: Noise) notes values used for-monitoring Issue-Specific Submission -
assessments indicate the final phase | that noise may be “present and not intrusive” | gnd trigger points_as wellas = Hearng-9-(SH9) 8.136
night-time contour could extend just | and that the outcome is that “Noise can be | membership eligibility for the | [REP6-0671 Applicant's
across the Buckinghamshire border), | heard, but does not cause any change in ESG-and-TechnicalPanels- : Post Hearing
the 92-day summer average day and | behaviour, attitude or other physiological The notagreed-areas are Ongoing-: Submission -
night noise (as measured by the response. Can slightly affect the acoustic covered-separatelyas item | Fechnicalissues-are | Issue Specific
LOAEL) doesn'’t reflect the noise character of the area but not such that there | 3 5 0 in this SeCG.BC’s largely reselved:; Hearing 9
generated by individual overflights or | is a change in the quality of life.” This is positionremains-unchanged | however BGhas (1ISH9)
at periods of peak activity. It is these | consistent with the conclusions of the —clarity-isrequired-on-the guestioned-the [REP6-067].
events that generally lead to assessment presented in Chapter 16 of the | jnteraction of threshold values used
complaints. Areas most likely to be ES [REP9-011REP1-003]. Buckinghamshire-and-the for-monitoring-and ISHIBC
affected are Dagnall, Pitstone and a " , final-phase-night-time triggerpointsas-well noted in
section of BC to the east of However, additional context for the noise contour and the exchision of a&membe.tshm comments on
Aylesbury, including Wendover, assessment is provided using N65, N60 and ners&generated—by cligibility for the ESG the SoCG on
which is also overflown by low level overfiight metrics, which provides individual-overflights-and and-Technical-Panels- 24 January
northbound traffic from Heathrow. information on noise generated by individual neak activity. BC's doadling & " | 2024 their
overflights over Buckinghamshire. For i . agreement
BC confirm that these technical example, see Figures 16.21 — 16.26 FeSpoORSenelLdes with the
issues are now largely resolved. (assessment phase 1), Figures 16.45 — updated—eemmen%s—en technical
However, BC has questioned the 16.50 (assessment phase 2a) and Figures tmg&nd—wm—beJehe responses
threshold values used for monitoring | 16.69 — 16.74 (assessment phase 2b) of the bass—f-er—tu#her included in
and trigger points, as well as ES [AS-106; AS-107; AS-110; AS-111; AS- aiseHssions: the Applicant

membership eligibility for the ESG
and Technical Panels. The not

114].
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SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

agreed areas are covered separately | Fhe-Applicantwillcontinde-to-engage-with applicant
as item 3.5.1 in this SoCG. BC on this matter. position.

Notwithstanding the above BC

acknowledge the

amendments made to the

Technical Panels Terms of

Reference and welcome the

Council’s potential inclusion

within the noise technical

panel, should the noise limit

review identify any changes to

the noise contours that cross

the BC boundaries.

3.3. | Air noise Part of the Chilterns Area of The approach to the assessment of noise BE have confirmed that Ongoing- This issue OngoingAdg
2 impacts on | Outstanding Natural Beauty and tranquillity in line with the NPPF is set LE e pesldon copade e . . was reed
the (Chilterns AONB) lies within the out in Section 16.5 of Chapter 16 of the ES | unehanged- BG—B—seekmg—a discussed as
Chilterns Couneci'sBC’s administrative area. [REP9-011TRO2000H/APP/5.01REP1-003]. _ meeﬂngw%hJehe part of Issue

AONB Fhe-CounclBC will resist any . . BG—FeqH#es—tuﬁher Appheam—te»ehseuss Specific
changes which have a permanent An assessment of the |r_npact_of noise miemaﬂen#em%he matteF&FelaﬂngJee Hearing 9 as
significant noise effect on the (amongst other factors mgludmg overfllght App#e&n{—te—eenvey—the ne+se—th&t—remam Deadline 6
Chilterns AONB. The NPPE states below 7,00_0 ft) on the Chilterns AONB is eenhdenee%haﬁherewm—net wrth+n4h+s§e@@as Submissieo—
that planning policies and decisions presented in Chapter 14 of the ES [AS- be—pe#ma%ent—ggﬂmean{ engemg—'lieehmeal n-8136
should ‘identify and protect tranquil 088]. adve#s&ne&s&eﬁeetsen%he %H%&%y Applicaa’nt's
areas which have remained relatively | As js made clear in Paragraph 3.2 and 3.3 of Glnltel_ns ACNE-and . resolved,; Ine“_euel, Post Hearing
undisturbed by noise and are prized | the Air Navigation Guidance (Ref1), te—the—A@NB—mpete“ual alea§el extension Mshasquesuened Submissieo—
for their recreational and amenity paragraph 33(@)1 which notes “where . T o n - Issue
value’. As set out in section 3.2(e) of | practicable, it is desirable that airspace 9 ' - ORRG | Specific
the Air Navigation Guidance 2017, | routes below 7,000 feet should seek to avoid | BC-is-seeking-stronger 99+ 1 ’ Hearing 9
where practicable, it is desirable that | flying over Areas of Outstanding Natural controls-on-the-neise i l (ISH9)
airspace routes below 7,000 feet Beauty (AONB) and National Parks” is in the | experienced-within-the &nd—'Feehmeal—Panel&g y e [REP6-067].
should seek to avoid flying over context of “requests to change the airspace | AONB-than-thatprovidedin | pre doadline 6 " | 1sug
AONBs and National Parks. +he design” (para 3.3). Changes to airspace and | the-AirNavigatien-Guidance | ocnonce incldes =
CeuneiBC seeks better protection flightpaths are outside the scope of the 2017 -which-is-advisory-het updated comments-on
than this. In line with CAA Proposed Development and any changes, | mandated- this and will be the
eXPe_CdtaUOCTS the |mpa]§:t”mlésttl;e including their impact on AONBs and - basis for further
considered more carefully by the National Parks, would be assessed as part | Schficatissuesare largely - -
applicant during the remainder of the | of the Civil-Aviation-Authority’s CAA’s P reselved. BISCUSSIORS:

DCO process. environmental assessment process-{Ref2). | Wowever. BC has This-issue-was
BC confirm that technical issues are | The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation | Sti€stioned-the threshold \ssue Specific
EOW Iarqet!v recsjcf[h’e?ﬁ How%er’ :3C that technical issues are now largely ¥Yaiies HSea or MoRitoHg -
as guestioned the threshold values | resolved. and trigger poinis, as well as  HeaHRe0-as,
used for monitoring and trigger _ _ _ _ Fembership-eligibiity-for the Deadline 6
points, as well as membership Ih@—AB-p#G&Hi—\N#I—GGH—H—HH@—FG—GHg&g@AM{-h ESG-and Technical Panels- SW%@
eligibility for the ESG and Technical | B&-on-this-matter: The notagreedarcasare | APplicants Post
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

Panels. The not agreed areas are
covered separately as item 3.5.1 in
this SoCG.

Notwithstanding the above BC

acknowledge the
amendments made to the
Technical Panels Terms of
Reference and welcome the
Council’s potential inclusion
within the noise technical
panel, should the noise limit
review identify any changes to
the noise contours that cross
the BC boundaries.

It is agreed between BC and
the Applicant that the
proposals will give rise to
significant adverse landscape
character effects including
impacts on tranquillity within
the areas of the Chilterns
AONB in Buckinghamshire
that lie beneath the identified
7000ft noise contours (as
identified in Chapter 14
Landscape and Visual
Figures 14.14 — 14.17) [AS-

102].

BC accept that there are no
mitigation measures available
to address the significant
adverse effects on the
tranquillity of the AONB

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

Overflight
of the
Chilterns
AONB -
mechanism
for
assessmen
t and
control

Fhe-CounclBC wishes to see
overflight of the Chilterns AONB
included within the Terms of
Reference for the NEDG, and
secured appropriately through the
DCO, as the Noise Envelope is
developed further. In addition, the
CounclBC is seeking a guarantee
that the Noise Envelope review
process will provide certainty that
any future airspace changes will

The work of the Noise Envelope Design
(NEDG) group has concluded and the
NEDG issued their final report in October
2022. The purpose of the NEDG was to
provide advice and recommendations of the
design of the Noise Envelope, with no
intention that the NEDG would have an
ongoing role post consent. See the NEDG
terms of reference appended to the NEDG

2This issue

AgreedOng

was

discussed as

part of Issue

Specific
Hearing 9 as
Deadline 6

Submissieo—
n-8.136

Applicaa’nt's
Post Hearing

otg
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

ensure that noise impacts are no Final Report in Annex A of Appendix 16.2 covered separately as item Submissieo—
greater than those relied upon of the ES [REP4-023APP-111]. S ol O 2D o _ n - Issue
should the DCO be granted. position-is-largely Ongeing- Specific

Ongoing oversight and technical review of unchanged-

- al Technicakissuesare | Hearing 9
BC confirm that technical issues are | Green Controlled Growth (GCG) and the Dearng 2

now largely resolved. However, BC Noise Envelope will be undertaken by the BC understands and accepts targely-resolved; (_)[::{SEI_:%_%?].
has questioned the threshold values | Noise Technical Panel and Environmental trattheMNERCwork-s l'e‘“’e."e" 8C-has
used for monitoring and trigger Scrutiny Group_(ESG). See Green concluded and that the point gquestioned-the
points, as well as membership Controled-GrowthGCG Explanatory Note | raised-previoustyregarding thpesheid—values—used
eligibility for the ESG and Technical | [TRO20001/APP/7.07REPZ-019REP5- NEDG ToR is-nolonger for-monitoring-and | ISHI
Panels. The not agreed areas are 020REP3-015]. relevant. tnggeppmms—asweu
covered separately as item 3.5.1 in . . . a&membe.tshm
this S0CG. In line with the NEDG recommendations, the @ Hewevera-rumberof eligibility forthe ESG
- Noise Envelope contains a defined issues remain ongoing — BC  and Technical Panels.
Notwithstanding the above BC | framework to review the Noise Envelope has-gueriesrelating to-the BC's deadline b
acknowledge the Limits in response to airspace change (see | GCG-and-NE-oversight response includes
amendments made to the paragraph 3.2.27 onwards of Green being-via the Noise updated-comments-on
Technical Panels Terms of Controled-GrowthGCG Explanatory Note | Fechnical-Raneland-ESG; el be e
Reference and welcome the [TRO20001/APP/7.07REP5-020REP3-015]. | particularly-while-the basisforfurther
Council’s potential inclusion . - : Solosnlconio o e cooel cpo oo o
within the noise technical The Noise Limit Review process (see representation-of BC-on-the
panel, should the noise limit paragraph 3.2.27 onwards of Green Bl ome Teoqpmpen Doe o

Contreled-GrowthGCG Explanatory Note BC-also-hasqueries

review identify any changes to
fy any d [TRO20001/APP/7.07REP5-020REP3-015]) regarding-the_potential

the noise contours that cross

the BC boundaries. sets out the process through which the officacy of the GCG-n
Noise Limits will be reviewed, and where practice.
possible reduced, following an approved
airspace change. BC’s position regarding the

Green-Controled-Growth

Paragraph 2.3.4 of the Green-CeontreHed Explanatory Note [REP5
GrowthGCG Framework 020REP3-015}is tout
[TRO20001/APP/7.08REP5-0223-017] within BC’s deadline4

states “There will be no ability to change any | o, 1 oiccions A further set of
of the Level 1, Level 2 Thresholds or Limits comments is. included-on

to permit materially worse environmental GCGinBC's Deadline6
effects than those identified in the ES.” submissions.

Assessment of changes to airspace and
flightpaths (and their impacts on the
Chilterns AONB) are outside the scope of
the Proposed Development. Any changes to
future flight paths are the subject of a future
airspace change process being sponsored
by the UK Government and will be subject to
a separate assessment (which explicitly
requires the consideration of overflight of
AONBSs) and consultation exercise by the
airport operator in accordance with Givil
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SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Aviation-Autherity (CAA) procedure
(CAP1616).

The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that technical issues are now largely
resolved.

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.3. | Noise
4 Envelope
reviews

In order to ensure the correct
application and efficacy of the Noise
Envelope, the-CeuneiBC is seeking
reassurance that the Noise Envelope
will be subject to timely review at
such time as changes in airspace
are proposed (i.e. through FASI-S).
In addition to this, the-CeuncilBC
wishes to see a review one year
after operation and a mechanism to
trigger intervening reviews more
frequently than the five years
currently proposed within the Terms
of Reference for the NEDG, secured
appropriately through the DCO.

BC confirms that technical issues are

largely resolved; however, BC has
guestioned the threshold values
used for monitoring and trigger
points, as well as membership
eligibility for the ESG and Technical
Panels.

Notwithstanding the above BC

acknowledge the
amendments made to the
Technical Panels Terms of
Reference and welcome the
Council’s potential inclusion
within the noise technical
panel, should the noise limit
review identify any changes to
the noise contours that cross
the BC boundaries.

In line with the NEDG recommendations, the
Noise Envelope contains a defined
framework to review the Noise Envelope
Limits in response to either the ICAO
publishing a new ‘noise chapter’ for the
Next-Gen, low carbon, aircraft (i.e. the next
‘Chapter’ following on from the current
‘Chapter 14’) or the approval of an Airspace
Change Proposal such as FASI-S (see
paragraph 3.2.27 onwards of Green
Contreled-GrowthGCG Explanatory Note
[TRO20001/APP/7.07REP5-020REP3-015]).
This mechanism would be triggered by
these operational changes, rather than
being time limited as suggested. See
response to paragraph 3.4.8 on timing of the
review cycle.

The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that technical issues are now largely
resolved.

BC
comments on

Ongoing.A

greed

the SoCG on

24 January
2024
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
3.3. | NEDG role | The NEDG should continue to The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation | BC-understands-and-accepts | Closed—N/A BC response | Agreed —
5 outside of | operate as an independent entity that this point is no longer relevant, as the trattheMNERCwork-s to draft SoCG | ne-lenger
the ESG from the ESG, with this NEDG has concluded.Fhe-work-of-the-Neise | concluded-and-thatthepoint 23 November | relevant
independence secured through Envelope Design {NEDG} group-has raised-here-is-no-tonger 20232
appropriate means as part of the concluded and the NEDG issued their final ~ relevant.
DCO. - resorn-Oelober 2022 The purgescolthe
o advi I
BC understands and accepts that the recommendations of the_design-of the Noise
NEDG work is concluded and that Envelope,-with-ro-intention-that the NEDG
the point raised here is no longer Wequel-ha#e—an—engemg—FeJe—pest—eensent—
relevant. See%he—NEDG%em;&ef—FeteFenee&ppended
to-the NEDG-Final Report-in-Annex-A-of
Sscopdiode Dol tbe P P A DD Do
-
. ol | tochnical rovi :
poenondeallec Cocnl oL ol e
Noise-Envelope-wil-be-undertaken-by the
Seruting-GroupESG-See Green-Controlled
St bes pnnda s e le E 0
020REP3-015}
3.3. | WHO Foopoloo oo dope Lo o] The Government response on the WHO slgre Bl wpendel e gl BC response | Agreed
6 Environme impacts-and-asfarasreasonably Environmental Noise Guidelines 2018 is as | ercourage-the-Applicantto to draft SoCG
ntal Noise | practicable-the Council-asksthatthe | follows: “The government is considering the | comphrwith-AWHO 23 November
Guidelines  promotershouldwork-towards recent new environmental noise guidelines | Guidelinestis 20232
compliance with WHO for the European region published by the acknowledged that these are
Environmental-Noise Guidelines World Health Organization (WHO). It agrees | aspirational-and-thatthere-is
2018 -forthe-European-Region-10-1t | with the ambition to reduce noise and to B e
is-acknowledged-that-the-guidelines | minimise adverse health effects, but it wants | this-
are not adopted UK policy and the policy to be underpinned by the most robust

ask-is-aspirationakWhilst BC would

still encourage the Applicant to
comply with WHO Environmental
Noise Guidelines 2018 for the
European Region, itis
acknowledged that these are
aspirational and that there is no
policy requirement to do this.

evidence on these effects, including the total
cost of action and recent UK specific
evidence which the WHO report did not
assess.”

Although the dose-response relationship in
the new WHO Guidelines is not currently
adopted in UK policy, sensitivity testing
using the relevant updated relationships in
the WHO guidelines has been undertaken
and is presented in Chapter 13 Health and
Community of the ES [AS-078].

The Applicant notes BC position.
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London Luton Airport Expansion Development Consent Order

SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council
GID position

3.3.7 | Constructio | Fhe-CoeunclBC requests

n noise confirmation of the noise impacts of
impacts the scheme construction on
receptors in Buckinghamshire, and
seeks clarity on the controls that will
be incorporated within the CTMP as
it is developed.

BC acknowledges that there is an
outline CTMP and that Requirement
134 of the dDCO [
TR020001/APP/2.01REPR5-003]
secures its implementation.
Notwithstanding this, BC is
concerned that the CTMP is not
sufficiently rigid in establishing a
framework of protection for the
Buckinghamshire highway network,
meaning that there remains too
much flexibility in the development of
the detailed CTMP for BC to be
certain that unexpected adverse
effects will not manifest within
Buckinghamshire. Suggestions for
additional controls are presented in
relation to Surface Access at 3.2.9,
3.2.10c and 3.2.10d.

The inclusion of the Council as a
consultee on Requirements 14 and
15 and the Applicant’s confirmation
that the Deadline 11 CTMP wiill
reflect BC’s invitation to be a
member of the TMWG means that
this matter is now agreed.

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed
Detailed construction impaets-measures BC acknowledges that there  This matteris a Meeting with | OngeingAg
would be set out in the ConstructionTraffic | is-anoutline CTMP-and-that | downstream BC on 29 reedOngoi
ManagementPlan{(CTMP) (as secured by Requirement 143 of the consequence-of-traffic | January ngAgreed.
Requirement 1443 of the draft- DCO b OO REPE-003]dral-BCC  knpacisthaberelobe 2024
[TRO20001/APP/2.01REP35-003]), which Netwithstandingthis BCHs CTMP-precess.-The
would be developed in detail by the concerned that the CTMP is  resolution is directly
appointed contractor during the detailed not-sufficiently-rigie-in connectedto-BC
design stage. coioblobio e omoiopl o0 clcces e ol o0 L
It is expected that origin of these Buckinghamshire-highway

movements would be from existing freight Retwork_meaning-that there
and materials suppliers who would have mm&ns%e&mueh#le;ebm%y . "
existing permissions to utilise the network in-the-developmentof the . :

for their purposes. detailed CTMP for BC to be - :

_ of this SeCG-ishow
ManagementPlan (CTMP)}[REP6-009] adverse-effects-will-not
outlines the formation-of-atraffic manifestwithin

The version of the draft DSOdDCO,
submitted at Deadline 9 [REP9-003], was
updated to explicitly states that no
authorised development may commence
until a CTMP and CWTP has been
submitted to and approved in writing by the
relevant planning authority, following
consultation with Buckinghamshire Council
(requirements 14 and 15).

The Applicant invites Buckinghamshire

Council to be a member of the TMWG, as
confirmed in the updated CTMP submitted
at Deadline 11 [TR020001/APP/5.02].Fhe
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Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
3.4 Air Quality
3.4. | Airquality | Itis noted that the study area for the | This is noted by the Applicant. Unchanged Agreed BC’s relevant | Agreed
1 assessmen | air quality assessment completed as representatio
t study part of the ES does not cover any n submitted
area area within Buckinghamshire-Council to PINS on
BC. The study area has been 30 June 2023
discussed and developed with [RR-0166]
stakeholders in the air quality
working group, of which
Buckinghamshire Council BC is a
member.
3.4. | Air quality | The approach to the air quality This is noted by the Applicant. Unehanged Agreed BC'’s relevant | Agreed
2 assessmen | assessment and baseline data used representatio
t is generally considered acceptable. n submitted
methodolo to PINS on
gy and 30 June 2023
baseline [RR-0166]
data
3.4. | Air quality | BC believe that there is the potential | The Applicant welcomes BC'’s position that it | BC's-pesitionis-unchanged: | Fhismatterisa BC OngoingAg
3 assessmen | for the villages within the north of agrees with the conclusions reported in BCis-seeking-confirmation downstream comments on | reed
ts Buckinghamshire to be negatively Chapter 7 of the ES [AS-076]. Fhisis-noted | from-the-Applicantthatit consequence-of-traffic | the SoCG on
impacted by changes in traffic from by the-Applicant. accepts-the referenced impacts-BC wishes 24 January
the Pproposed Ddevelopment. BC . . . . Pl coe pme s oo deficiencies-in-the 2024
requested thatt if the revised traffic WW%WW%WM containing-appropriate traffic- modelling-in
data shows that the screening BC-enthis-matter: triggers to screen the need relation to the
thresholds, as outlined within the The ERPUK/IAQM criteria referenced will be | foradditional-airguality Buekinghamshire
Environmental Protection UK used-in-the-airguality review-of the updated | assessmentwork—Resultant | highway-networkto
(EPUK) and Institute of Air Quality traffic data-and-the outcome will be reported | actonsfrom-this-wil-thenbe | beresolved-through
Management (IAQM) guidance following-the timeline-indicated-in-the dependentuponthewayinr  furthermodelling-and
document ‘Guidance on land-use Applicant response to-the Rule 9 letter which-the-Applicantchoeses  downstream-analysis:
planning and development control: [AS-064}. B R e
Planning for air quality’, wereare BCHsrolhtionto-Surtaen raisndth-tho
exceeded then there may have been | Fheresuiis-oithe-assessmentouthnedin Accessat3-2.1d-3.2.2. Applicant
be-a requirement to conduct an the-Rule-OHetter-Applicantresponse-willbe | 3.2.3. 3.2 10c-and-3-2.10d- . .
additional air quality assessment that = submitted-at-Deadline+/- Thefesolution-ob-this
makes use of the updated transport ma{%er—s—the#efere
modelling. d#eetlyemorneeted—te
2 s cuggoshions ot
Deficiencies in traffic modelling have e
now been addressed and agreed by 2 A0cand2 2 10d
BC. REP7-079 Accounting for _
e fonee o henl

Covid-19 in Transport Modelling —
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SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

Environmental Appraisal screens acditena-rathe
the findings of the updated traffic modelling; and then
data against the IAQM triggers. review-the-outputs
Further assessments were against the IAQM
completed where required and the triggers-to-determine
report concludes the updated traffic whether further air
is not considered to materially guality-assessmentis
change the results and conclusions needed. If required,
reported in Chapter 7 Air Quality Hrissheuld-be
Revision 1 of the ES [AS-076], nor speda e pne Lo
are there any new significant impacts analysis-will-need-to
predicted. Buekinghamshire- Council Looppen e nlne A
BC agrees with this conclusion and guality-chapter-of-the
does not have any further Eevoweloo q o
comments. a-review-of the-health
R
assessmentfindings
e
Bl oo oo odibal b
is-programmed
of Deadline 6-to
Cpssleme o e
review-and-comment
bortbo Copme cndl
othernterested
FPoges oo
appropriate:
3.4.4 | Automatic | Section 7.5.6 of Chapter 7 of the ES | This is noted by the Applicant and has been | BC-accepis-the-Applicant's Agreed BC accepts Agreed
monitoring | states that an automatic monitoring investigated. Data loss occurred due to response. the
station station has been installed at the repairs required on the GRIMM monitor. Applicant’s
data airport and that the data is published | This has now been fixed and is back in response.
near to real time. It is noted in the operation, it does not impact any of the data
exceedance summary monitoring used in the ES to inform the baseline. Fhe Agw .
data for PM10 and PM2.5 B e e w
(particulate matter) in 2023 that there | gueries-and-will-continue-to-engage with-BC BC's review
is limited data and what data is e of SoCG 19
October 2023

available is at very low capture rates
(between 10 and 60%). It is therefore
recommended that the automatic
monitor is inspected to understand
why this pollutant is no longer being
measured as the data could prove to
be very important to understanding
the impact the Pproposed
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

Dédevelopment may have on the local
air quality.

BC wishes to see the evidence
supporting the Applicant's assertion
that the data gap does not impact
the baseline.

The Applicant position

Source of
agreement

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.4.5 | Air quality | BC agrees with the baseline data The Applicant considers that the baseline Unchanged Agreed — no ES Appendix | Agreed
baseline collection and presentation of future | data collection and future baseline requirementfor 7.2 Air
data baseline information information, as detailed in Appendix 7.2 of further Applicant Quality
Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES [APP-062], engagement-on-this Baseline
are robust. These were discussed and SEedes Data [APP-
agreed during Air Quality TWG meetings. 062]
3.4. | Air quality | BC agrees with the study area, The Applicant welcomes BC’s position that it | Unchanged-—BCreservesits | Fhismatterisa See point OngoingAg
6 assessmen | however the-Couneci'sBC’s Strategic | agrees with the conclusions reported in position-pending receiptof downstream 3.4.3. REP7Z- | reed
t study Environmental Protection Team Chapter 7 of the ES [AS-076}].Fhe the updated traffic consequence of traffic 079
area would seek to ensure that the Stole | Applicantconsidersthatthe study-area;as | modeling— pacts. BC-awaits Accounting
Road, Friarage Road and Tring detailed in sections 7.3.5 to 7.3.9 in Chapter the results of the for Covid-19
Road AQMAs are not negatively 7-Al-Quality-of the ES{AS-076}is updated-traffic in Transport
impacted by the BEO-Aapplication appropriate and robust. This was discussed modelling in relation Modelling —
for development consent. This is and-agreed-during the EIA-Scoping Meeting to-the-impactfrom Environmenta
especially as air quality monitoring and Air Quality TWG meetings. However, it COVDB-19-pandemie | | Appraisal
data collected by the-eeureiBC in is-acknowledged that this-cannotbe and-wishes [REP7-079]
2022 found exceedances of the confirmed until such time that the updated deficiencies in the
National Air Quality Objectives within | trafficmedelling-has-beenfinalised- traffic-modeling-in
the Friarage Road AQMA. The _ oo e
results of the air quality monitoring | THe-three-mentioned AQMAS(Stoke Read Buckinghamshire
can be found within the 2023 Annual AQMA,-Friarage-Read-AQMA;-andTring highway network be
Status Report. RMMNW%%% resolved-through
Council-anticipates-will-experience-increases further modeling-and
Deficiencies in traffic modelling have | erchanges-in-traffic;are-allover19km-from downstream-analysis—
now been addressed and agreed by | the-affectedroad-network—No-signiicant '
BC. [REP7-079] Accounting for B e e (] Fhosreon e o e
Covid-19 in Transport Modelling = | study-area—No-sighificant-air-quality-effects matter is therefore
Environmental Appraisal screens oo oot oo fele oo b e b e b oy choetbroonponlon o
the findings of the updated traffic would-include- the-above-mentioned the updated traffic
data against the IAQM triggers. Boclgecbapne e A QA preeobiio et e
Further assessments were . . . . Counstssuggoshens
completed where required and the | TRe-APplcantwil-continue-to-engage with at3.2.1d,3.2.2.3.2.3.
report concludes the updated traffic BC-on-this-matter: 3.2.10c and 3.2.10d.
is not considered to materially The updated-traffic data-will be-reviewed .
change the results and conclusions | with regards-to-the resulting-air-guality The-Apphicantshouid
reported in Chapter 7 Air Quality effects-and-the-outcome will be reperted complete-the |
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Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

Revision 1 of the ES [AS-076], nor | fellowing-the-timeline-indicated-in-the modellingand-then
are there any new significant impacts | Appheantresponse-to-the Rule 9-letter review the outputs
predicted. Buckinghamshire Council  [AS-064]-Ceonsideration-will-be-givento-the agatnstthe lAQM
BC agrees with this conclusion and AQMAS in Aylesbury referenced by BC. triggers to determine
does not have any further . . whether-further-air
hopeode ol pecnec e cdlpne o : ;
comments. : ; quality assessment is
the-Rule-S-letter-Applicant response-will-be needed-Hreguired,
submitied-at-Deadline~ this-should-be
unhdertaken-and-the
S
al ||alys_ iS-will ||_eeell 0 .
Cibroganes ol e
ESaswellas-inform
afeview-ofthe-health
and community
Secofomen dpdlnoe
BC requested that the
.
Apphica IIE slnel o ld.
e
of Deadline 6-to
enable-meaningful
review-and-comment
by-BC-other
Interested-Parties—as
appropriate—
3.4. | Air quality BC agrees with the construction dust | The Applicant considers that the Unchanged Lomoos Air Quality Agreed
7 assessmen | assessment methodology and construction dust methodology is robust and TWG
t— findings, including mitigation the findings, including mitigation which is meetings
constructio | included in the eeode-of-construction included in the code-ofconstruction from 2020 to
n dust practice-CoCP which follows best practiceCoCP [REP6-0034] follows best 2022
methodolo | practice. practice. The construction dust assessment
gy, results methodology is detailed in section 2 in
and Appendix 7.1 of Chapter 7 Air Quality of
mitigation the ES [AS-076]. The construction dust

results are detailed in section 2.2 in
Appendix 7.3 of Chapter 7 Air Quality of
the ES [REP4-013AS-076]. The
construction dust mitigation included in the
code of construction practiceCoCP is
detailed in section 8 of Chapter 4 The
Proposed Development of the ES [REP5-
013AS-074]. These have been discussed
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Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

and agreed during Air Quality TWG
meetings.
3.4. | Air quality | BC agrees with the modelling The Applicant considers the modelling Unchanged Air Quality Agreed
8 assessmen | methodology including data sources, | methodology including the data sources, TWG
t modelling | model set up including use of model setup including use of the meetings
methodolo | Atmospheric Dispersion Modelling Atmospheric Dispersion Modelling System from 2020 to
ay System (ADMS), receptor locations | {ADMS), modelled receptor locations, 2022
selected, assessment years, assessment years, emission inventory
emission inventory methodology, methodology, model parameters, spatial
model parameters, spatial modelling | modelling aspects and verification
aspects, and verification methodology to be robust. The modelling
methodology. methodology is detailed in section 3 in
Appendix 7.1- of Chapter 7 Air Quality of
the ES [AS-028AS-076]. The modelling
methodology was discussed and agreed
during Air Quality TWG meetings.
3.4. | Air quality | BC agrees with the significance The Applicant considers the significance Unehanged Air Quality Agreed
9 assessmen | criteria used in the assessment. criteria used in the assessment, as detailed TWG
t in section 4 in Appendix 7.1 of Chapter 7 meetings
significanc Air Quality of the ES [AS-028AS-676], to from 2020 to
e criteria be appropriate and robust. The significance 2022
criteria used in the assessment was
discussed and agreed during Air Quality
TWG meetings.
3.4. | Airquality | BC agrees with the odour impact The Applicant considers the odour impact Unehanged BC’s Agreed
10 assessmen | methodology and results and methodology, as detailed in section 5 in relevant
t — odour requests additional information on Appendix 7.1 of Chapter 7 Air Quality of representati
impact odour report methodology. the ES [AS-028AS-076], to be robust. The on
methodolo odour impact methodology was discussed submitted to
gy and agreed during Air Quality TWG PINS on 30
meetings. June
3.4. | Air quality | BC agrees with the air quality The Applicant welcomes BC'’s confirmation BCHsinagroomonttharthe Crgobags BC SagengAdg
10b | assessmen | assessment results for construction | that the modelling is now agreed.Fhe Prdbposrnoonion o cnln comments reed
t results for | and operational phases. Applicant considers-the-air-guality by-the-Applicantaccord-with | BSassersthatthe | o 550G on
ﬁognsctjructlo Modelling is now agreed, and air operational-phases-to-be robust_The-air However—as-set out within address the ggé]fnuar
operational qufalitv modelling reviewed. See B e the%&#aeeAeeess%epw—e# suggested o
phases boint 3.4.3 and 3.4.6. andeporatiohabphasosarcdotflod-in 72 0-6f thisSoCC BC has resolutions-to-the .
and-Appendix 7.3-of Chapter Z-AiQuality | validity-of this-underlying and—then—e*ple#e—the
cocdl o e o
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Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.4. | Air quality | BC agrees with the good practice The Applicant considers the good practice Unchanged Agreed Air Quality Agreed
11 | good mitigation identified for the mitigation identified for the operational TWG
practice operational phase. phase, as detailed in Appendix 7.5 of meetings
mitigation Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES [APP- from 2020 to
for 065AS-676], to be appropriate. The 2022
operational mitigation identified were discussed and
phase agreed during Air Quality TWG meetings.
3.4. | Air quality | Fre-CouncilBC request updated air | The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation The Trip Distribution Plans ~ Ongoing. The BC OngoingAg
12 | assessmen | quality assessment, on a quantitative | that the modelling is now agreed.Fhe-air [REP1-019] appearto Applicant should comments reed
ts including | basis, for Aylesbury and sensitive quality assessment (Chapter 7 of the ES highlight increases in traffic ~ provide the on the
sensitive receptors along the A41, B488, [AS-076])) has provided-an-assessment of along-the routes-cited by guantitative-airqualty | SoCG on 24
receptors B489. Also, confirmation of any air quality following the methodology and the Council as being of assessment data January
additional locations on the study-area-agreed-with-the Jocal- Councils. concern—Quantitative-data reguested-for-the 2024
Buckinghamshire transport network | Fhe-study-area-is-considered-appropriate has been requested for routes of concern for
where changes in traffic flows and-takes-into-account the-affected-voad these routes both-by-the BC, underpinning the
significantly affect air quality. network using the Institute of Air Quality ExA through the ISH reporting in_ES
Modelling is now agreed, and air Protection-UKA(EPUK) guidanceitis-noted various Fesponses to Ouality [ AS-076.
quality modelling reviewed as per | ya Avleshury-is-ret within-the-study-area. | Deadline2-documents—The Ny
matters 3.4.3 and 3.4.6. Aylesburyislocated-over10km from the ' Apphean{—has—alse—yet—te Furtherresolution-of
study-areano-significant air gquality-effects fulfil-the requestfor B
!
The trip distribution of the airport traffic was assessmentreported-inES impacts. BC wishes
_ eHRES laficioncios in g
base.el OH6 Bserved CA/\-pastengersuve) Chapter A Ouality fAS- . o
cata-Within-Appendhd] ,el- the Hransport 0761-AS-076- E'alll'.e |||eelelllnlg H
Assessment HAP 2.91] HFPOrt dhistribution . " ) .
Ilgul Fes ”el Iel _||I|elu_e|eel The-Appheant &:SS ” BC |es|_e| uels s peS|t_|e|n BI _uellzmglneunslmle
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3.5 Green Controlled Growth
3.5. | Environme | The Aapplicant proposes to use a It is agreed that independent, effective BC-ccknowledees-thatthe MNetagreedThe Not agreed
1 ntal “Noise Envelope” to control the scrutiny and review of the environmental Applicant updated the ToR Applicant should

Scrutiny expansion and as part of the Green | effects of the expanding airport, combined terthe ESCalDeadine 2 e CHe-bea
Group Controlled-Growth-(GCG) principle. with robust governance, is fundamental in and has provided comment ~ member of the ESG.

GroupESG. This should therefore be
established early with clear terms of
reference set out.

membershi | This will impose a series of making the GCG Framework on this. This is-also required
p_(ESG) ‘thresholds’, ‘stops’ and ‘limits’ on the | [TR020001/APP/7.08RER5-0223-017] . . steeco e

size of average summer daytime and | effective. Section 2.4 of the Green Ma#e#s—Felanng—te—the—way—m matters-raised-n

night-time noise contours, based on | Centreled-GrowthGCG Explanatory Note which-the-GCG-and-Neise 3.3.5.

an agreed Nroise Eenvelope [TRO20001/APP/7.07REP5-020REP3-015] E&e@—th;eshelds—a{m

Ddesign Ggroup approach. The sets out proposals for the Environmental Hﬂm%secr&applmd—and

applicant claims that GCG provides | Serutiny-Group{ESG) that is proposed to Fewewed—&lte—set—eu{—m—a

a more robust and transparent oversee the operation of Green-Controlled separate-Council-response—

approach to noise monitoring and GrowthGCG, with clear Terms of Reference 3:3-5:

enforcement than the current provided at Appendix A of the Green BC does-notagree with-the

planning controls. This GCG Contreted-GrowthGCG Framework rationale presented-by the

framework will only be effective if the | [TR020001/APP/7.08REP5-0243-017]. Applicantregarding-the

body managing it is truly Requirement 20 of the Braft-dbevelopment | membershipof the ESG. BC

independent and includes BC as a ConsentOrderDCO [REP5-0033-003] sets | maintains-that it should be

party to the Envirenmental-Serutiny | out the required timing for the establishment | jneluded as an ESG

of the ESG.

It is considered important that the ESG

includes representatives of local authorities
to ensure that the views of those authorities
that are impacted across the whole range of

as-outlined-within-the- DCOwillplace | environmental topics within the scope of
controls-on-airguality.This GCG are captured. However, it is important
framework-willonly-be-effective-if-the | to strike an appropriate balance between the
body managing it is truly need to capture a diversity of views, the
independent and includes BC as a relevance of views to the impacts arising
party-to-the Environmental- Seratiny | from expansion that may be experienced

GroupESG-BC acknowledges that
the Applicant updated the ToR for
the ESG at Deadline 3 and has
provided comment on this.

BC does not agree with the rationale
presented by the Applicant regarding
the membership of the ESG. BC
maintains that it should be included
as an ESG member.

around the airport and the need for
membership of ESG to be focused in
support of its decision-making role and in
the interests of managing the costs of
administering GCG (both for the airport
operator and for local authorities). It is on
this basis that the membership of ESG
reflects those local authorities that are
forecast to experience environmental
impacts at the level upon which the Limits
and Thresholds included within GCG are
based.
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\[e]
agreed

Paragraphs 2.4.19 to 2.4.24 of the GCG
Explanatory Note [TR020001/APP/7.07]
set out the forecast distribution of
environmental impacts within the scope of
GCG. Specifically for aircraft noise, the
baseline and forecast daytime and night-
time noise contours used to inform the GCG
noise Limits / Noise Envelope are shown in
Chapter 16 of the ES [REP9-
011TRO20001/APP/5.01REP1-003] as
follows:

a. Baseline noise contours for day-time and
night-time 2019 actuals are Figure 16.5
and 16.6 [AS-104]

b. Phase 1 forecast noise contours for the
Faster Growth scenario are Figure 16.91
and 16.92 [AS-117]

c. Phase 2a forecast noise contours are
Figure 16.41 and 16.42 [AS-109]

d. Phase 2b forecast noise contours are
Figure 16.65 and 16.66 [AS-113]

In all of the above figures, the 54 dBLaeq,16h
(daytime) and 48 dBLaeq,sh (night-time) noise
contours, used as the basis for the GCG
Limits, do not extend into Buckinghamshire.

On this basis, a role for Buckinghamshire
CounciBC on the ESG (or the Noise

Technical Panel) is not considered
proportionate or relevant.

3.5.2 | Environme | The ESG remit and governance It is agreed that independent, effective BC acknowledges that the Not agreed. The Not agreed
ntal should be established early with scrutiny and review of the environmental Sepolesnbopdalod the o Semeleset o bonldl
Scrutiny clear terms of reference set out — effects of the expanding airport, combined for the ESG at Deadline 3 invite BC to be a
Group — this should include controls on air with robust governance, is fundamental in e e
terms of quality. making the GCG Framework on this.
reference : : [TRO20001/APP/7.08REP5-022] GCG :
for air BC does not agree Wlt_h the ratlonale Framework [JREP3-017} effective. Section BG—dees—net—agFee—vmh—the
quality presented by the Applicant regarding 2 4 of the Green-Controlled GrowthGCG mﬂenai&p#esen{ed—bﬁhe

the_me_mbershl_p of the ESC_E. BC Explanatory Note - App#eam—laegadeg—the
maintains that it should be included [TR0O20001/APP/7.07REP5-020REP3-015] membe.tshk&ef—theu%G—Be
as an ESG member. sets out proposals for the Environmental maintains that it should be

: e
Serutiny-Group{(ESG) that is proposed to
oversee the operation of Green-Controlied member.
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\[e]
agreed

GrowthGCG, with clear Terms of Reference
provided at Appendix A of the Green
ControHed-GrowthGCG Framework
[TRO20001/APP/7.08REP5-0223-017].
Requirement 20 of the dBraft-Development
Consent-OrderDCO [REP5-0033-003] sets
out the required timing for the establishment
of the ESG.

It is considered important that the ESG
includes representatives of local authorities
to ensure that the views of those authorities
that are impacted across the whole range of
environmental topics within the scope of
GCG are captured. However, it is important
to strike an appropriate balance between the
need to capture a diversity of views, the
relevance of views to the impacts arising
from expansion that may be experienced
around the airport and the need for
membership of ESG to be focused in
support of its decision-making role and in
the interests of managing the costs of
administering GCG (both for the airport
operator and for local authorities). It is on
this basis that the membership of ESG
reflects those local authorities that are
forecast to experience environmental
impacts at the level upon which the Limits
and Thresholds included within GCG are
based.

Paragraphs 2.4.19 to 2.4.24 of the GCG
Explanatory Note
[TRO20001/APP/7.07REP5-0203-015APP-
217] set out the forecast distribution of
environmental impacts within the scope of
GCG. Specifically for air quality, Figure 3.8
of the GCG Explanatory Note shows
proposed air quality monitoring locations,
which have been derived based on an
assessment of those locations that are
forecast to experience the greatest air
quality impact as a result of expansion.
These are located across the administrative
areas of Luton, Central Bedfordshire and
North Hertfordshire, concentrated on the
area immediately around the airport with
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some additional locations in Hitchin and to
the west of Luton / east of Dunstable.

There are no locations in Buckinghamshire,
and on this basis, it is not considered

relevant or appropriate for Buckinghamshire
CouncilBC to have a role on the

Environmental Scrutiny GroupESG (or the

Air Quality Technical Panel) on the basis of
air quality impacts.

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.5. | Controlling | BC would-alse welcome if the During the first 5 year period of Community | Fhe-Ceuncithas-made Notagreed- BC Not
2b air quality — | community first fund proposed also First the Applicant believes that this fund Soponnlecoron o . comments on | AgreedAqr
community | supported schemes to help improve | should reflect both national and local regarding the needfor The-Applicant should the SoCG on | eed
first fund air quality in local communities within | agendas of decarbonisation and levelling up. | annualreviews-of-measures &mend—the . 24 January
Buckinghamshire, and- accept that The 5 yearly reviews of the fund present the | intenrded-to-mitigate Gemmanﬂy—l;wst—l;anel 2024
the approach to funding schemes opportunity for the funding themes to SR el o e te+nelueleu&nnu&l
that support decarbonisation will change in the future. alrportexpansion. Fewews—a{—least
have beneficial impacts on air quality , e wrthmJehemeal—S
as a result. BG'S—BMGH'M : years-ot-operation:
B e . .
Setfoone e e ||||p|eue_|||_e||tslleule|
Community First Fund-from | Dea-pHority-for
the outset. schemes-that could
Sefonopacl o e
Community-First
Fund.
3.5. | Environme | The enforcement arrangements At present, the airport is operating under a BC'spositionis-unchanged.  Notagreed: Not agreed
3 ntal proposed by the Applicant would planning consent granted under the Town It is noted also that the ExA
Scrutiny involve the Environmental-Serutiny and Country Planning Act 1990 (TCPA), with | has-pesed-a-gquestionto-the
Group Group{ESG}), which includes Luton | planning reference 12/01400/FUL, as Applicant on this matter
conflicts of | Borough Council, recommending the | amended by 15/00950/VARCON and within its First Written
interest undertaking of enforcement action by | 21/00031/VARCON. Under the TCPA, only | Questions;-citing-similar
the relevant planning authority — also | the local planning authority can bring concerns raised by other
Luton Borough Council. It is enforcement action against the airport boboposdoo Hordoe
observed that Luton Borough operator for breach of a condition in ) . -
Council is also the airport owner, and | planning permission and there are limited Be—wm—rewewmsrpeaaeﬁen
it is unclear that this potential conflict | requirements for transparency around the reviewing-the-A\pplicants
of interest has been adequately enforcement process. respense%e%he—BeArs
addressed. guestion-

As set out in Section 2.4 of the Green

Controled-Growth(GCG) Explanatory
Note [TR0O20001/APP/7.07REP5-020]

REP3-015APP-217} it is proposed that
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The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

governance of GCG will be through a new
body established through the DCO, the
Environmental-Serutiny-Group-{(ESG).
Section 2.4 sets out the proposed functions
and membership of the ESG, enshrined
through Terms of Reference included at
Appendix A of the Green-Controlled
GrowthGCG Framework
[TRO20001/APP/7.08RERP5-0243-017]. The
ESG will be chaired independently and
include independent experts.

The GCG process is designed to be self-
enforcing in respect of mitigating
environmental effects above Limits, with the
process designed to require action by the
airport operator to address any
exceedances of the Limits. However, it is
acknowledged that circumstances where the
processes set out in the GCG Framework
are not followed also need to be considered,
and this is set out in Section 2.7 of the GCG
Explanatory Note.

In addition to the GCG process, and as
outlined in Section 2.7, the statutory
enforcement regime for DCOs is set out in
the Planning Act 2008. This defines the
‘relevant planning authority’ for the purposes
of enforcement action as the planning
authority for the area in which the
development is situated. This means the
‘relevant planning authority’ for most of the
Proposed Development must be Luton
Borough Council. However, Section 2.7 also
sets out ways in which other local authorities
could bring action under the Planning Act
2008.

In summary therefore, the GGC proposals
are considered to include independent and
transparent oversight and scrutiny in
response to concerns around the potential
conflict of interest of LBC and represent a
significant improvement from current
processes.
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agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

The Applicant would also draw BC’s
attention to Paragraphs IR8.109 to IR8.114
of the P19 decision which state that LBC
have “followed an entirely orthodox,
proportionate and lawful approach of
responding to the breaches” and that “far
from there being any basis for suggesting
any improper or less than exacting process
of scrutiny of the Airport, the whole history
has been characterised by exactly the

opposite”.
3.5.4 | Technical | Fhe-CouncilBC wishes to have No significant adverse effects for each of the | BCviews-the Fechnical Not agreed. The Not agreed
Panel representation of suitably qualified environmental topics within GCG have been | RPanels{and-ESG)as Applicant should
membershi | and experienced technical officers identified within the boundary of important forums in the invite BC to be
p on each of the four Technical Panels | Buekinghamshire CouncliBC. It is therefore | engeing-moenitering-and members-on-al-four
being proposed. the Applicant’s position that it is not relevant | respense-to-effectsofthe of the Technical
BC views the Technical Panels (and Geunerlor appr%p(?etl;ehfg\r/e a role on the Copflido oo ororo o oo oo oo o Lo
ESG) as important forums in the En [-“anmemaléeruﬂny—@:eup_ j ESG or any of meludmg—these—that—may—ne% also relevant.
ongoing monitoring and résponse t0 | 1y Technical Panels. currently be anticipated.
effects of the proposed scheme both tnsofar-as-they-have-a role-in
in_construction and operation, defining-mitigation-that may
including those that may not be-developed-in-thefuture,
currently be anticipated. Insofar as BC does-not-acceptthe ’
they have a role in defining Applicant's rationale-for
mitigation that may be developed in excluding-authorities that are
the future, BC does not accept the Roteurrently-predicted-to
Applicant’s rationale for excluding experience significant
authorities that are not currently effects_BC’s position-is
predicted to experience significant uneh SH. ged— it requests
effects. representation-on-thefour
ocnmenlensae foas he
3.55 | ESG Although broadly in agreement with | Whilst the airport operator will identify the Bl oeqoprd o ol e Melbaorona Not
membershi | the role of the ESG, the-CounecitBC | proposed chairperson of the ESG, ultimately | Applicantpublished : . agreed-
p is further concerned that the ESG the appointment of that Chairperson is B e Be—rs—seekmga
may not be fully independent. This is | decided by an independent third party (the rolatostothismattorat meeﬁng—w&h—the
because (according to the Green Secretary of State). e Appheam—temseuss
Controlled Growth . regarding the Green |na_tte|s |elat|||g_te
Framework Explan_caatcc:)?y Note As set out in the ESC_B Terms of Reference Controlled-Growth nmse%hauemam
[TRO20001/APP/7.07REP3- included as Appendix A of the Green Explanatory Note [REP5 wmhm—thls%eee—as
015APP-217]) the independent chair Controlled-GrowthGCG Framework 020REP3-015}is cetout SEeae

will initially be nominated by the
airport operator, following

[TRO20001/APP/7.07REP5-0223-017], it is within BC’s deadline 4

proposed that the independent chairperson submissions-and-willbe
serves a three-year term. Any subsequent
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\[e]
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consultation with the London Luton appointments of a chairperson would be dedatecnitiin-2C s-ceadline
Airport operator. Fhe-CouneiBC subject to consultation with all members of 6 submissions.
suggests the initial appointment be the ESG. . I
reviewed by all ESG members within . ,
the first year of operation and this As set out in Section 2.3 of the GCG eeneems—abeu{—the
this continues on a rolling basis Framework [TR020001/APP/7.07REP5- membe#shﬂ&and
22| Creen-Conbratlec-Crowth-—ramework  pdepondenseclbine =80
REP3-0171, itis also proposed that the
airport operator carries out a review of all
GCG processes within 12 months of the end
of the Transition Period. The findings of this
review will be submitted to the ESG for
comment. Subsequently, a similar review
will be carried out every five years.
3.6 Employment, Training and Skills
3.6.1 | Airport Whilst BC welcomes the activities This is noted by the Applicant. The BC is of the opinion that the Ongoing. OngeingNo
access — outlined in the Employment and Framework Travel Plan [REP8-024REP4- | Applicant-heeds-toprovidea t
public Training Strateqgy (ETS) [REPS8- 044AS-131], and future Travel Plans to be firm commitment to the B@asseﬁsJ@ha{ agreedOng
transport 020APP-215]Employment-and produced every 5-years in accordance with | delivery-ef-specific publie the—Appheam oing
accessibilit | Fraining-Strategy and supports a Requirement 30 of the dDCO | transport proposals to serve shoule:
y from focus on some of the more deprived | TRO20001/APP/2.01REP5-003|Braft the residents of Make_a_firm
Buckingha | areas within Buckinghamshire, it is Buckinghamshireas-an commitment to
mshire vital that accessibility to the airportis | will seek to deliver improved public transport | intrinsicpart-of-ensuring specific-public
addressed. As noted above in connectivity to the airport, including towards | acecessibility-of-epportunity transport
relation to surface access transport, | Buckinghamshire, which will support the for all parts of the measures-that will
at present there are no realistic aims of the Employment and TrainingETS  prospective workforce (in provide
public transport connections Strategy [REP8-020APP-215]. constraction-and-operation} accessibility-to-the
gﬁ%?f} C\/Egﬁkéggrda?esgltriﬁszr&db;uton The Applicant is committed to working with choice-for-passengers airportfor Kinal hi
potential employees of the airport. bus operators to support measures for {addressedin-Surface residents{asper
Without significant improvements in | further improving sustainable transport Access)—Furthermorefor Surface Fransport
accessibility the prospect of within the area. such-propesalstobe —route 61 and
Buckinghamshire residents taking up | |mprovements to the public transport effective-in-promoting strategic-transport
employment at London Luton Airport | network are not entirely within the gift of the | Sustairable-travel to-Aylesbury)
are limited and will undermine the Applicant and require discussion and behaviours;they-will-be _
aims of the Employmentand negotiation with third parties. In the future, | Fequiredfrom-the-outsetof Revise-the
Fraining-StrategyETS. the airport operator will work closely with eonstruction-activities—this approach-to travel
BC is of the opinion that the bus service Operfg;?';?]:joggcetﬁ‘)%mf approach-is-considered the planning:as
égglrlgﬁmer:ﬁ?gi;g gre?ivvlgse(l); - future Travel Plans, which will set out econemic-benefits{as-well Framework
specific public transport proposals to | Measures to improve services in order to as—suppepﬂng—men{al—heal%h_ traverPlan
serve the residents of meet future mode share Targets. and-wellbeing)- IREP4-
Buckinghamshire as an intrinsic part Bl dece vosoenn bol ae TravelPlanfAS
of ensuring accessibility of Framework Travel pPlan is a
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\[e]
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opportunity for all parts of the The Bus and Coach Study [REP8- sufficiently-preseriptive 134} such-thatit
prospective workforce (in 032REP8-X0¢X] outlines bus and coach B eoosns oo
construction and operation) as well services that may be prioritised for specific-services sought by predictive
as delivering modal choice for implementation in future travel plans, which | BG-will-be-delivered-BC provision, rather
passengers (addressed in Surface includes the local X61 service between does-notsupportthe than-reactive
Access). Furthermore, for such Aylesbury and London Luton Airport,- as embedded reactive provision (i.e.
proposals to be effective in well as an express service between approach-of-actions-being providing
promoting sustainable travel Aylesbury and London Luton Airport. The triggered by potential interventions to
behaviours, they will be required ATEF provides a forum for BC to be consulted | breaches-ofmode-share deliver choice,
from the outset of construction on the contents of future travel plans, ecele Sl cone oonin e
activities — this approach is including the inclusion of the aforementioned | active-approach-ofproviding delaying
considered the best way to maximise | services. conlobe cococoble ol oo ke tne L
supporing menia hedlian] | 1 Agpicen dsagros win 6G' secon i
viellbeing). planning, as described in the Framework '
BC does not accept that the Travel Plan [REP8-024REP4-
Framework Travel Plan is a 0441Framework Travel Plan [AS-131] such
sufficiently prescriptive means to that it focuses on predictive provision, rather
ensure that the specific services than reactive provision (i.e. providing
sought by BC will be delivered. BC interventions to deliver choice, rather than
does not support the embedded delaying interventions until modal targets
reactive approach of actions being are at risk of being missed).”) as such a
triggered by potential breaches of ‘predictive provision’ would not align with the
mode share Targets — BC seeks a evidence-based monitoring approach which
pro-active approach of providing is described in the Framework Travel Plan.
realistic accessible choices from the | The Applicant's commitment to funding for
outset. sustainable transport through the STF
demonstrates its clear intention to deliver
transport improvements to benefit
sustainable surface access to and from the
airport. More information can be seen in the
response to matter 3.2.5.
3.6. | Local The ETS [REP8-020APP- This is noted by the Applicant — e Confirmed via | Agreed
2 Economic | 215]|Empleymentand-TFraining Buekinghamshire CounclBC are welcome to  to-joinLocalEconomic email on 5 Ongoing.
Developme | Strategy helpfully covers both the join the Local Economic Development Eovedovmop D o dane February
nt Working | construction and operation phases. It | Working Group when this is set up. Groupt EDWG and confirms 2024
Group references engagement with local . . R
membershi | government and the creation of a Itis envisaged that the ETS [REP8- to-attend-
p Local Economic Development 020APP-215| Employmentana-Hraining : :
Working Group—BC-weuld-welcome Strategy-would be.secu.red throug_h an S106 BG—us—eeneemed—that—theFe—ls
involvement in-this working-group- agreement as outlined in the Applicant’s e
and BC welcomes the invitation to responses to Deadline 4. Empieymem—'lirmmng
join this and confirms it has suitable | |t js noted that- Buckinghamshire CouncilBC StrategyETS and-n-turhrthe | Economi
representation to attend. will not be a party to the S106 agreement Developrent Working Group

however, alternative agreements will be
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BC was previously concerned that sought with the-eeuneldBC to ensure that LEPWG-can-be-secured:
there was no certainty on how the they BC-can participate in the Local which-has-beenraisedin
ETS and in turn the Local Economic | Economic Development Working Group Peadline 3-and-Deadline 4
Development Working Group can be | EEPWG-and the Applicant will continue to submissions by BC.
secured, which was been raised in discuss this with BC.
Deadiine 3 and Deadiine 4 The Applicant has updated the Mitigation
submissions by BE. Route Map at Deadline 10, which now
BC is now content that the Mitigation reflects the position where the full ETS is
Route Map now confirms that the secured by the S106.
ETS in its entirely is secured by the
S106.
BC
3.6. | Local The ETS [REP8-020APP-215] This is noted by the Applicant, consideration | BC-is-seeking-a-firm Ongoing-Agreed Agreed via Ongeing
3 employme i will be given to adding further detail where SO e o b e e e . email 21 Dec | Agreed
nt benefits | includes an initiative to “Encourage appropriate. from-the-Apphecant. BC-s BQ"WGHMG hir_l 2023
ESSLi?S%%QEQé?SSUSﬁ Z:nd The Applicant has confirmed that BCwould | 4o prigiin, wards listed i~ | VWorking-Group-to
Operation)” which talks of continuing gi\?(glc?;r%\éi{nvﬁlrgrbkier:goggiFL)O'CI:'ﬂIeEconomIC e bue e shap&aemﬁﬂes&nd
to prioritise utilising local businesses programme-within-the ETS . . )
WitFr)lin their supplygchain. There is Pproposed ETS [w%]. sets P —— a4+gnw%hwhapels&|s
scope to include more information out the proposed ETS study area, which targeted-activities to geigoRin
around this and other ideas that includes BC. The Proposed ETS [APP-215] | oqigants in Aylesburyand | BHekinghamshire:
could be considered, e.g. ‘meet the doeg set out a series _of firm initiatives in Chesham-Opportunity-Bucks _
buyer’ type events, relation to Isupp;ly chain preparr(]edneshs alllnd wards:and-the Council BG "."eHld Hke-the .
training/information sessions for support to local procurement through al wishes-to-see-specific ;
interes%ed businesses covering how phas_es_ _of_the Pfopos.ed Sch_eme. D_e_talls ON | commitmentsin-relation-to eenanuedengagemem on-this
they apply, requirements etc. BC how initiatives are Qellvered in specific areas supply-chain-preparedness
would-welcome initiativesto-support and specific commitments will be and-supportinglocal Faiter; tlneugl_l the
local-procurement during-both established once DCO consent has been procurement throughout the LocarEconomie .
construction and operational phases, granted. project lifecycle. Development Werking
!9”9”E> e €5 “SEEE! in-the appropriates
‘Opportunity Bucks' programme.
3.6. | Inclusion of | BC is seeking the inclusion of the ten | It is not appropriate to name priority wards Not agreed
4 priority priority wards listed in the within Buckinghamshire within the ETS as
wards Opportunity Bucks programme within | this approach has not been adopted for the
within the the ETS [REP8-020], with targeted other local authorities also covered by the
ETS activities to residents in Aylesbury ETS. Buckinghamshire Council is welcome

and Chesham Opportunity Bucks
wards: and BC wishes to see
specific commitments in relation to

to put forward the priority wards for
consideration within the Local Economic
Development Working Group once this has

supply chain preparedness and

been established.
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supporting local procurement
throughout the project lifecycle.

3.6. | Maximising | Fhe-CeunelBC wishes to partner As outlined in the Employmentand BC welcomes the Applicant's  Ongoing-Agreed Agreed via Agreed
5 beneficial | with appropriate organisations, such | Framning-StrategyETS [REP8-020APP-215] | recoghition-of the-issue-of . email 21 Dec
economic | as Bucks Business First, to work with | during the construction phase, the existing shpabhreraipreparedness: Ihe—App#eam—shequel 2023

impacts the Applicant on supply chain procurement process will support; the B e e ] p#ewel&armm
readiness and accessibility of local development of standard procurement sestion-habthe-Apoheant COMRHMEntto
businesses to suitable supply chain | materials, easy-to-understand requirements, | should-expresshy-committo paﬁneﬂngwmh—Bueks
opportunities. and provide support to ensure procurement | partrering-with Hpst—and—e%he;
opportunities are inclusive and accessible to | knewledgeable-local
various types and sizes of businesses. organhisationsincluding knem#edgeable—leeal
Bucks Eirst_This is seenas | ofganisationsto
The pProposed ETS [REP8-020APP-215] an-essentialmeans-of provide suitably
sets out initiatives to work with local Paximising the-employment Spcesalnebdios Lo
organisations including Initiative 1.1. The benefits-of the Proposed suppoertlocal-supply
details of partners have not yet been Development at the-local chain preparedness.
confirmed and will be confirmed and defined | |, o,
once DCO consent is granted. The Applicant '
acknowledges the request to include Bucks
First in engagement and will endeavour to
include this organisations in engagement
once partners are defined and identified
shouldenee DCO consent beis granted.
3.7 Economics and Employment
3.7.1 | Inbound BC welcomes the positive impact This is noted by the Applicant and will be Unehanged Ongoing- Confirmed via | AgreedSng
tourism expansion will have on inbound discussed with BC in future engagement email on 21 oing
benefits for | tourism and the visitor economy. BC | following DCO consent should it be granted. December
Buckingha | would welcome the opportunity to 2023
mshireg explore ways to maxigwri)se they The prop_o_s_ed. ETS [REPS'O.ZO%]
positive impacts across the county, sets out Initiatives to Work_ \.N't.h local
by promoting Buckinghamshire to organisations including Initiative 1.1. The
those arriving at London Luton deta_lls of partners have not yet been .
Airport, to increase visits and confirmed and will be conflrm_ed and defined
overnight stays. shouldenee DCO consent beis granted. The
Applicant acknowledges the request to
include Bucks First in engagement and will
endeavour to include this organisation in
engagement once partners are defined and
identified once DCO consent is granted.
3.7.2 | Jobs and BC initiallyAtthis-stage BC The full details of the estimation of BC trusts the statistics as 837 Agreed-
Gross reserveds judgement on the number | employment and GDP impacts are given in | presented-ane-dicg-netintend Applicant’s
Domestic | of jobs and Gross Domestic Product | Appendix 11.1 to the ES [APP-079]. to-challenge-them- comments
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\[e]
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Product forecast to be created until it-has had | The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation on Local
forecast opportunity to interrogate the that it trusts the statistics as presented. Impact
underpinning assumptions in more Reports (BC)
detail. [REP2A-
BC confirms it trusts the statistics as gn%l—ereeumem”
presented and did not intend to Ref:
challenge them. TRO2000LA
PRz
3.7.3 | Community | Additional clarity to be provided by The level of funding for Community First was BG Agreement Agreed
First Fund | the Applicant relating to the a policy decision, and the split between confirmed via
Community First fund, including its Luton and neighbouring authorities were BC
overall effectiveness. BC notes that | policy decisions taken by the Board of comments on
whilst information has been provided | Directors of the Applicant. SoCG on 24
by the Applicant on the aims of the _ N January 2024
Community First fund., its coverage, Th_e mtgpded use of_ Community F|r§t funds
administration and review. further is identified as tackling areas of social need,
detail would be beneficial. In and for local decarbonisation projects in line
particular, further clarity on how the with local and national policy, it is not
60/40 split between Luton and other | intended that Community First funds should
areas has been determined and how | be used for other purposes.
the.effectlveness of the fund will be The Community First fund will require the
defined, measured and reported —
UDoN. fund administrator to produce an Annual
4pon. Report on how the funds have been used.
BC NOW accepts the Applicant's The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
position on this matter. : , ; "
that it accepts the Applicant’s position on
this matter.
3.8 Landscape and Visual
3.8.1 Tranquillity | BC notes the Applicant’s conclusions @ Neted--A draft report assessing the Special | {-sagreed-between-the ChreeqeThe Agreed via Crreaiao
impacts on | in respect of landscape and visual Quialities of the AONB, including tranquillity, | Ceunecil-and-the-Applicant Applicant should emailon 11 Agreed
the impacts, particularly the deterioration | was submitted to Natural England and other | thatthe proposals-will-give B January 2023
Chilterns to the aesthetic and perceptual stakeholders for review on 23 October 2023. | rise-to-sighificant-adverse with the Council to
AONB characteristics of the Chilterns A meeting with NE and other stakeholders Fpeoennocrmrnnine ol nee codipne o ol
AONB, including impacts on certain | was held on 30 October 2023 to discuss the | as-aresultofimpactson andotoetivoe
views, as well as its tranquillity. draft assessment.-Fhe-Applicantis-currently | tranguitlity-(including-noise B e
_ | e o I | liahtin f . oy | cicmifi
It is agreed between the-CouncilBC and-preparing-an-updated-version-of the dark skies) within-the-areas adverse effects
and the Applicant that the proposals aSSesSment. of the Chilterns AONB in '

will give rise to significant adverse
landscape character effects including

Following the issue of the draft assessment

as-afesultef-impacts on tranquillity

and the meeting, the Examining Authority

{includingnoise-andlighting from

(ExA) held a further Issue Specific Hearing
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Buckinghamshire Council
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aireraftindark-skies) within the
areas of the Chilterns AONB in

Buckinghamshire that lie beneath the

The Applicant position

(ISH8) on environmental matters on 29
November 2023. During ISH8 the Applicant
provided the ExA with an update on the

identified 7000ft noise contours (as

current status of the Assessment, details of

identified in Chapter 14 Landscape

the consultation held, a summary of

and Visual Figures 14.14 — 14.17)

feedback provided, the current scope of the

[AS-102].

BC accept that there are no
mitigation measures available to
address the significant adverse
effects on the tranquillity of the
AONB.However-itis-unclearfrom
the-submitted L\VIA-and

Assessment and timescales for submission.
A draft version of the Assessment was
submitted to the EXA at Deadline 6 [REP6-
075] with a final version to be-submitted to
the ExA atby Deadline 7 [REP7-046].

To address the ambiguity issue raised, the
Study Area extends 5km from the perimeter
of the Main Application Site. It also includes
the full extent of any character areas that
may be affected within that 5km envelope
and additional land within the AONB where
aircraft would be below 7,000ft to consider
effects on tranquillity. Figures 14.14-14.17 of
Chapter 14 Landscape and Visual of the
ES [AS-079] illustrate the number of
Overflights per day as well as the extent of
the AONB (including Buckinghamshire)
potentially affected in relation to tranquillity,
i.e. the extended study area as set out
above.

It is agreed that the proposals will give rise
to significant adverse landscape character
effects as-aresult-ef-including impacts on
tranquillity {ncluding-noise-andlighting-from
aireraft-in-dark-skies) within the areas of the
Chilterns AONB in Buckinghamshire that lie
beneath the identified 7000ft noise contours
(as identified in Chapter 14 Landscape and
Visual Figures 14.14 — 14.17)

Chapter 14 Landscape and Visual of the
ES [AS-079] concludes no physical impact
on land within the AONB (within
Buckinghamshire). The aesthetic or
perceptual qualities of the AONB, i.e.
tranquillity (one of the AONB’s Special
Qualities) within the identified part of the
AONB within Buckinghamshire will,
however, be affected. From assessment
Phase 2b onwards, it concludes that there

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed
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\[e]
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will be a noticeable deterioration to the
aesthetic and perceptual characteristics of
the AONB in this part of Buckinghamshire,
the effect on this receptor is assessed to be
moderate adverse which is significant.

Figure 14.8 Assessment Viewpoint
Locations identifies the Viewpoints as well
as the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV).
View 45 (lvinghoe Beacon) is identified as
view 45 on an inset plan (15km away from
the order limits and not within the ZTV).
lvinghoe Beacon was added in as a
viewpoint following a direct request in the
2018 Non-Statutory Consultation and is
recorded in the Non-Statutory
Consultation Feedback Report [APP-174].
Chapter 14 Landscape and Visual of the
ES [AS-079] concludes that the Airport is
not visible from this location and anticipates
only that there may be more aircraft visible
in the sky.

In response to clarification on the impact to
Dark Skies raised on 2 August 2023 - The
LVIA references A Light Obtrusion
Assessment and is provided as Appendix
5.2 of the ES [APP-052 and APP-053]. The
LVIA cannot address visibility of Aircraft
Lighting.

Section 14.4.6 of Chapter 14 Landscape
and Visual of the ES [AS-079] confirms that
lighting and night time effects within the
LVIA were discussed and agreed with the
LVIA Working Group (the working group was
created and met four times pre-2019
consultation and contained relevant officers
from the following Host Authorities; LBC,
NHDC, HCC and CBC. Buckinghamshire
Couneci-BC weren’t part of this group as they
are not a Host Authority).

There are no landscape measures available
to mitigate the adverse effects on the
perceptual and aesthetic characteristics of
the AONB in this part of Buckinghamshire.
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agreed
3.8.2 | Glintand BC has reviewed the Glint and Glare | A Glint and Glare Aassessment [REP4- BC has reviewed the gGlint  Agreed Glint and Agreed
glare Assessment and is in agreement 040] was submitted-te-PHNS on 9 August and-Gglare-Aassessment Gglare
impacts on | with the findings of the 2023. and is in agreement with the Aassessment
. T . I : | - | findi 1 ’ . "
tgr?ilterns Wmﬁ%&p@%@ﬂ%{ The Applicant welcomes BC'’s position that it
AONB and-glare impact upon-theChilterns Is in agreement with the findings of the Glint
AONB_The Applicant should-prepare and Glare assessment.
a-glint and glare assessment and
3.8.3 | Constructio | BC request that construction Construction landscape and visual impacts | BG'spesitienis-unrchanged: | Fhis-matterisa Agreed via OngoingAg
n landscape and visual impacts should | are scoped into the Environmental BC has set out requirements  downstream email on 8 reedAgree
landscape | be scoped into the ES (particularly in | Statement{ES). Section 14.9 and Section n-relationto-specific controls  consequence-oftraffic  February dOngeing
and visual | the AONB). BC is seeking additional | 14.11 of Chapter 14 of the ES [AS-079] sought in relation to the impacts. BC wishes 2024x
impacts clarity on the controls that will be assess the landscape and visual effects, CTMP-within-the-matters deficiencies-in-the
incorporated within the CTMP as itis | including effects on the AONB. The associated with Surface traffic modelling in
developed. Ideally this will include Affected Road Network (ARN) is determined | Aceess—Resultantactions relation-to-the
controls preventing mass haul and by the strategic model and includes the from this will then be Buckinghamshire
lorry routes and construction roads from which likely significant effects dependentupon-theway-in  highway network-to
compounds or other sites supporting | may potentially occur and is therefore the which the Applicant chooses  be resolved through
construction (e.g. spoil disposal) study area for traffic related environmental to-address-points-made by further-modelling-and
being sited within Buckinghamshire. | effects. The ARN is shown in Figure 7.1 BC is relation to Surface downstream analysis.
. . [AS-098] and fFigure 16.1 [AS-103] of the | Aecessat3.2.1d3-2:2; BCis keento-discuss
rBe(I:anr? f:;ggzi;?fggﬁgqoelgt;gqht in ES for air quality and noise respectively. 3.2.3,3.2.10c and 3.2.10d. this with the
: — Receptors within the ARN determined study Applicant.
relation to the .CTMP .W'th'n the areas are included in the assessments and : :
matters associated W|_th Surface _ effects assessed and reported.-in-the ES. Ihe—reseluﬂen—ef—thls
Apcess. Resultant actions from this Roads and receptors outside of the ARN, m&tter—ls%he!éefere
will then be dependent upon the way | yhich includes most of Buckinghamshire directly-connected-to
in which the_: Applicant choos_es o and the rural roads mentioned, are not likely BCs-suggestionsat
address points made by BC ins to experience significant environmental $:2:163:2:2,3:2:3;
relation to Surface Access at 3.2.1d, effects and are therefore not assessed. This B
3.2.2,3.2.3.3.2.10c and 3.2.10d. approach is widely accepted, included in The-Applicant should
BC considers that these matters relevant guidance, and best practice for complete-the
have now been addressed through assessment of environmental effects from additional traffic
the inclusion of the Council as a highway related impacts. modelling;-and-then
consultee to the. CTMP and CWTP The Outline Construction Traffic Fewew—the—eu%au%s
as paer of the discharge of _ Management Plan{CTMP) [REP6- ag&nst—theupetenﬁauy
requirements 14 and 15 respectively. 009APP-130] provides the principles to and sensitive-feceptors
measures to be developed in the full CTMP within .
by the appointed contactor which, as Buekmghamsh#e—l#
secured by Requirement 134 of the dDCO required,-further
[TRO20001/APP/2.01REP5-003]draft DCO assessmentof
[AS-067} must be substantially in petentialvisual
accordance with the Outline CTMP. As tmpacts-should be
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described in Section 4.2 of the Outline analysis-willneed-to
CTMP “A principal consideration when be written up in the
identifying designated routes will be the landscape chapter of
minimisation of travel along any road that the ES, as well as
does not form part of the Primary Route lormaroviewo-the
Network (PRN)” and ‘it is envisaged the health and community
great majority of construction vehicles will assessmen-hadings
approach the Site using the M1 and the inthe ES.
A1081 (New Airport Way)”. .

e fomieo g chenle
Given that the areas of concern raised are ensure-that this-is
the west of the M1 very little construction programmed sufficient
traffic is expected on that part of the n-advance-of
network. There are no construction activities Donclen bn sl
or compounds proposed in meaningiulreview
Buckinghamshire. and comment by BC

I : i and-other-interested

compounds-proposedin ;

approprate:

Buekinghamshire-The Applicant’s response
to BC’s point made at 3.2.1d, 3.2.2, 3.2.3,

3.2.10c and 3.2.10d can be found above.

The version of the draft DCOdDCO,
submitted at Deadline 9 [REP9-003], was
updated to explicitly states that no
authorised development may commence
until a CTMP and CWTP has been
submitted to and approved in writing by the
relevant planning authority, following
consultation with Buckinghamshire Council
(requirements 14 and 15).Fhe draft DCO;
bmitted ’ Ll I

unti-a CTMP and CWTP -has been
bmittad I ¥ rine by il
{R14 and R15).As above
3.9 Draft DCO
3.9. | Draft DCO | BC welcomes their inclusion as a Article 6(3) stipulates that any variation to BC Welcomes the inclusion  Agreed. BC review of | Agreed-
1 requiremen | discretionary BG-welcomes-the B e e ebtbe Conpe oo o SoCGonb6
ts inclusion of the Council as a any materially new or materially different discretionary consultee, December
diseretionary-consultee, alongside Cperoppnesial e oele e 2023
other key stakeholders, and e e
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

considers that theis amendments This-stipulation-therefore provides-a that-this-amendment
made -addresses BCthe-Council's significant control on the Applicant’s ability addresses-the Council’s
previous concerns{belew) -regarding | to-vary-the limits-of deviation.—and coRcersresarding
adequate consultation relating to the | accordingly-theprovision-is-considered adequate consultation
discharge of DCO requirements.: seproprateta-hmitiRg-any—ualaowne—hat relating-to-the-discharge-of
' .
pa agllap_ll 3 dee_slnetﬁsltlpulalte : oy
. i i Fhe |ele.,a_||t_leeal planning-atithorty-who
planRing ﬁaul “'el.”t? Ie. Fworks-n has pre-existing I;newle_elge of a_nel
_ | 85|E|88I'IEIIL—'28 with t’l e-project desigh-ai Ild .
Given-the-broad-parameters-to-which it
this-articie eeulel_ apply .BG IS Development-Consent OrderdbCco
ee'nelemeel tl|at||ts_we|e|n|g' dl eesﬁ |||et ﬁROZOOO%PP#Z—G%R-EP%-OO%—haS—beeH_ : :
_|eleua||tplaﬁlnlmlgl_au_ tl-nen_ty tor-works drsehapgmweeakaumemy—aﬂt—qs—deepeaen—” s ;
) ) e e
suggested-that neitherthe-Applicant application-article 6(3) shouldrelevant
B e conditions-be-met—See further article-6(4)-of
| I i he decisi te—BG—s—suggesHe#m—thls—Fega#d—sabm#ted_ j
ma‘lﬂ‘n‘g—p'Feeess_- v
. ; proportionate flexibility required-to-ensture
wpedles bogne pec oo lenn cnde cle e that the-delivery-of this-nationallysignificant
R impeded-or delayed-by-a requirement ta
change-without the requirement-to make_minorvariations. to-the limits-of
consultkey-external-consultees; dewviation—The Applicant welcomes BC’s
where-relevant: confirmation that its inclusion as a
BC would-expect sub-paragraph-3-to discretionary consultee addresses its
ake provision-for-the relevant previous concerns.
. .
plamnng_ akthorty-to ° Raerake
appllep_uate eensufltal E'e'l.' on a. Ay
te to - . ' . o . 1l |
discretiona eensultee’ longside variation-to-the parameters e_I atithorised . . 1
alppl_el ved etl'e'. Ilge’ sltalsellle_lelels anell ele.,ele_pment FRUSE ROt give-Hise-to-any d'se'EE.'e“a'5’ censtltee
I > I |||at_e||ally "e‘“'l e!ﬁmate. Halhy-ditierent ale|||g|5|d|e| etl:el Ieely ”
discretionary-consultee-alongside H—rs—the—Aap#eani—s—wew—that—ths—prewdes—a addresses the C i
sther key-stakeholders,-and agm#rean%een#eLen%heApp%a%&ab#ﬁy concerns regarding
to vary the limits of deviation, and
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council
GID position

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council
GID position

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

w
O
N

ESG
membershi

p

Given the remit of the Envirenmental
Serutiny-Group(ESG), particularly in
relation to any approved increase in
the Night quota cap
(requirement/paragraph 27 of Part 4
of Schedule 2 of the draft-DCO) and
when considering the current
uncertainty regarding the submitted
traffic data, BC would request its
inclusion in the ESG moving forward
in order to allow it to represent its
communities’ best interests
effectively.

Whilst BC acknowledges the
Applicant’s inclusion of a
requirement to add local authorities
to the Noise Technical Panel, where
the shape of the relevant noise
contour changes in the future, they
Couneil Council maintains its theirs
isposition that the analysis of traffic
survey data at its key junctions
against baseline traffic flows may
present implications for further traffic,
noise, air quality and health impact
effects. These potential impacts
support BC’s case for inclusion in the
ESG moving
forward.Buckinghamshire-Counell
suggests that the Applicant makes

The Applicant notes that paragraph 27
referred to by BC in its comments has been
significantly amended since the time of the
comment. The mechanism for securing the
night movement cap has now been "carried
across" to the DCO to a new Air Noise
Management Plan adapted from the P19
planning consent and paragraph 27 of
Schedule 2 now secures compliance with
this. Nevertheless, the Applicant has
responded here in relation to BC's
comments on ESG membership.

It is considered important that the ESG
includes representatives of local authorities
to ensure that the views of those authorities
that are impacted across the whole range of
environmental topics within the scope of
GCG are captured. However, it is important

to strike an appropriate balance between the

need to capture a diversity of views, the
relevance of views to the impacts arising
from expansion that may be experienced
around the airport and the need for
membership of ESG to be focused in
support of its decision-making role and in
the interests of managing the costs of
administering GCG (both for the airport
operator and for local authorities). It is on
this basis that the membership of ESG
reflects those local authorities that are
forecast to experience environmental
impacts at the level upon which the Limits
and Thresholds included within GCG are
based.

OngeingNo
t agreed
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Paragraphs 2.4.21 to 2.4.27 of the GCG
Explanatory Note
[TRO20001/APP/7.07RERP5-020] set out the
forecast distribution of environmental
impacts within the scope of GCG.
Specifically for aircraft noise, the baseline
and forecast daytime and night-time noise
contours used to inform the GCG noise
Limits are shown in Chapter 16 of the ES
[REP9-011TR0O20001/APP/5.01REP1-003]
as follows:

e Baseline noise contours for day-time
and night-time 2019 actuals are
Figure 16.5 and 16.6 [AS-098]

e Phase 1 forecast noise contours for
the Faster Growth scenario are
Figure 16.91 and 16.92 [AS-075]

e Phase 2a forecast noise contours are
Figure 16.41 and 16.42 [AS-087]

e Phase 2b forecast noise contours are
Figure 16.65 and 16.66 [AS-094]

In all of the above figures, the 54 dBLaegen
(daytime) and 48 dBLaegen (night-time) noise
contours, used as the basis for the GCG
Limits, do not extend into
Buckinghamshire.

Similarly, Appendix A to the Transport
Assessment [APP-200] shows the
locations of proposed off-site highway
mitigation measures on the basis that these
are the locations where transport impacts
are potentially significant enough to require
mitigation. Again, these are focused on
Luton and North Hertfordshire, and include
works to the Strategic Road Network, which
is owned and operated by National
Highways. There are no such locations in
Buckinghamshire.

On this basis, a role for Buckinghamshire
CouncilBC on the ESG is not considered

proportionate or relevant.
The Applicant notes the comments made
g dering i A

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing
\[e]
agreed

/
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council
GID position

3.9.3 | Schedule Paragraphs 26 and 27, of Part 4, of
2, Part4 Schedule 2 of the dDCO make
provision for the relevant planning
authority to approve variations to the
passenger cap for the authorised
development and the night quota
cap, respectively. As currently
drafted, BC is of the opinion that
these requirements do not
adequately deal with the phased
approach to increasing passenger
numbers to the cap. This places the
Requirements at odds with the
GCGF proposed by the Applicant
and BC wishes to see this amended
to address the inconsistency.

BC is now content that requirement
26 contains sufficient controls to
satisfy its concerns regarding
potential changes to the passenger

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed
The Applicant understands that, following BC reserves its position in Ongoing Agreed via OngoingAg
amendments-made-the dBECO-[REPS5- relation-to-the-night guota email on 8 reed
003]draft Development Consent Order, BC's  cap until such time that the February

Should the DCO be granted, the passenger
cap for the airport would increase to 32
million passengers per annum. This cap is
set by paragraph 265 of Schedule 2.
Paragraph 265 makes no provision for that
passenger cap to be varied by the LPA.
Growth up to that passenger cap could take
place provided that the limits set by the
Green Controlled Growth framework are
being met. Hence the two provisions are
entirely aligned in this respect, and not at
odds as suggested. Phasing of physical
growth is dealt with in the draft-DCO
submitted at Deadline 108 by paragraphs 5

cap.

BC is satisfied that its reserves-ts
position in relation to the night quota
cap untilsuch-time-that the-Applicant
matterhas been satisfied through the
measures to be secured through the
Air Noise Management Plan.

and-6-of Schedule 2.

As foreshadowed in the Applicant’s
submissions at Deadline 5, the mechanism
for securing the night gueta-movement cap
(ewrrenth-which was previously paragraph
26) is bel : ¥ : : il

“carried across” to the DCO to a new Air
from-the-Noise Management Plan, adapted

from -aceempanyinrg-the P19 planning
consent. His-anticipated-thatthe P19
includ I ol ) will
bl s e e e sl cne el
a Schedule 2 requirement.
At Deadline 96, the Applicant submitted
anthe Air Noise Management Plan [REP9-
047TR0O20001/APP/8125REPE-051], which
duly includes details on the night quota cap.
At Deadline 7, Schedule 2 of the dDCO [
TR0O20001/APP/2.01REP75-003]draft DCO
was updated to secure compliance with this
document.

The draft-DCO as submitted for Deadline 8
[TRO20001/APP/2.01REPR8-003] retains th
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

ceontains- two requirements relating to this
matter. Requirement 26 deals with the
passenger cap for the authorised
development and provides that the
undertaker may operate under this Order the

airport so that it permits up to 32 million
passengers per annum. There is no option
for the relevant planning authority to permit
a variation to this cap. Requirement 27
secures compliance with the Air Noise
Management Plan [REP9-
047FRO2000HAPP/8-125REP7-044] which
includes details on the night quota cap. -The
Air Noise Management Plan is capable of
future amendment but only in accordance
with the process set out in paragraph 2 of
Schedule 2. These provisions remain in the
draft DCO submitted at Deadline 10.

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.9. | Draft DCO
4 requiremen
ts

BC weuld-gquery-queried whether
requirements/paragraphs 31, 32 and

33 of Part 4 of Schedule 2 of the
draft-dDCODBdee should require
consultation with the ESG as a
minimum due to the broader,
regional implications of the
associated plans.

BC no longer consider this as an
area of disagreement and therefore
agree with the Applicant’s position
on the matter.

The Applicant understands that the
requirements referred to by BC are now
requirements 33, 34 and 35 in the d¢aft
DCO submitted for Deadline 10
[TRO20001/APP/2.01].

Under the terms of the draft-DdeeCO, the
ESG may not have been constituted prior to
the undertaker seeking to discharge
requirements 331, 342 and 353 of Part 4 of
Schedule 2, so could not be consulted with.
Furthermore, even when constituted the
ESG only meets annually (within 28 days of
receipt of the annual monitoring report) and
so it would not be reasonable or practicable
to have to await its sitting before these
requirements could be progressed /
discharged

In any event:

¢ Asregards Requirements 331 and
324, the Applicant considers that the
relevant planning authority is
competent to discharge these matters
without consulting with the ESG. The
ESG will ultimately monitor air quality
and greenhouse gas emissions in
accordance with its remit, and should

BC
comments on
SoCG on 24
January 2024

AdreedOng
eing
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

further remedial action be necessary
(i.e. additional to the operational air
guality and greenhouse gas action
plans), this will emerge through the
GCG process with the ESG’s
oversight.
e Requirement 353 does not pertain to
the scope and remit of the ESG, and
so the issue of consultation with the
ESG is not considered to be relevant
in this context.
The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that this is no longer an area of
disagreement.

3.9.5 | ESGright | Withirrthe GCGFrameweork-the It is not clear why it would be necessary for | Fhe-Ceuncit-has-given Agreed- 2BC review Agreed-
of appeal ESG Terms of Reference the ESG to have a right of appeal to the further consideration to this of SoCG on 6
to the {paragraph-A2.3.3)[RERS- SoS, as the ESG is the only decision- matter-andHs-in-agreement December
Secretary  023APP219} and the dDCODdco | making body in the GCG process. Section with the Applicant’s latest 2023
of State FRO2006L/APP/2.81AS-067)has 2.7 of the Green Controlled Growth position.

(SoS) identified-that-Airport Operater-hasa | Explanatory Note

right-of-appealto-the- SoS-for [TRO20001/APP/7.07REP5-020REP3-015]

Fransport—BC previously sets out the possible enforcement

recommended s-that, in addition to approaches where the GCG Framework has

BC being admitted to the ESG, each | not been complied with. This includes the

of the (then) five Local Authorities option for any local authority to take

sitting within the ESG are enforcement action pursuant to Section 161

additionally given a right of appeal to | of the Planning Act 2008, including those

the SoS —S- he CouncikBC has where land under the application for

given further consideration to this development consent is not within their

matter and is in agreement with the | jurisdiction.

Appicants fatest posiion. The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that it is in agreement with the Applicant’s

3.9.6 | Schedule 2 | BC previously recommended that et liean e pec ol e ool Fodesiqo fopihos S 2BC review Agreed-
Part 3 tF¥he dDCODBdee Schedule 2 Part 3, | nowrelates-to-paragraph-243-of- the-latest consideration of this matter of SoCG on 6

paragraph 24 should set out the e e e d b Db e | B December
maximum timescales for delivery of | FRO20001L/APP/2.01REP5-003]draft paragraph 23 and the 2023

any actions. e e I T e R

Following further consideration of « it relevant mitigation-plan,-as

this matter the CouncilBC considers ' apppeved—sheuld—p;ewde

that paragraph 24 and the The Applicant does not consider it adeqaateueen#elrever—the

requirement for the undertaker to appropriate for paragraph 24 to set out
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

implement a relevant mitigation plan,

as approved, should provide
adequate control over the
implementation of any actions.

The Applicant position

maximum timescales for taking action — this
is a matter to be considered by the ESG in
reaching a decision under this paragraph
and it is not considered appropriate to fetter
the ESGs discretion in this respect. The
drafting of paragraph 234 allows the ESG to
refuse the Mitigation Plan if they are not
satisfied that it will address the exceedance
of the Limit as soon as is reasonably
practicable.

The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that it no longer disagrees with the provision
referred to.

Source of
agreement

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.9.7 | Monitoring | A list should be included in the draft | Proposals for monitoring surface access BC reserves-its-position-on BC Agreed
findings of | BdeedDCO to indicate which bodies | performance under the GCG Framework are | this-mattersubject-to-further comments on
the GCG are responsible for monitoring the set out in Green-Controled GrowthGCG discussions-with-the the SoCG on
Framework | findings of the GCG Framework and | Framework Appendix F — Surface Access | Apphicant 24 January
and the Framework Travel Plan, Monitoring Plan [REP7-032-REP5- 2024
Framework | including the data collection and 0322REP3-017]. Governance arrangements
Travel Plan | authorisation of changes to in order | for the Framework Travel Plan [REP8-
to address any failures to meet 0241REP4-044)Framework Travel Plan
targets. FAS-131} are set out in Section 7.4 of that
. : document, compliance with which is secured
BC no 'Oﬂqer consider this as an through Requirement 316 of the DCO. The
area of disagreement and therefore | o jirements within the Framework Travel
agree with the Applicant's position Plan do not therefore need to be transposed
on the matter. in the DCO itself.
The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that it is in agreement with the Applicant’s
position.
3.9.8 | Economic | How economic benefits associated The Applicant notes the comments made. Bl rpoopene e oo Lo op Agreed via OngeingAd
benefits with the expansion will be secured Whilst the Applicant’s case is that the this matter. The Council has email on 8 reedongei
should be reflected in the draft development for which consent is sought peeed oo e e ol February Ay
dDCODbDdee. would generate significant economic on the securing of the whole 2024

benefits, these cannot nor should not be
“secured” in some way by the DCO. It
would_be highly novel and unusual to
attempt to do so. The Applicant has
developed an ETS [REP8-020APP-
2ZLE|ompleymoptabe-trainie-stratogy which
is currently proposed to be secured by a
s106 agreement. —The Applicant has
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
GID position agreement Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

Appheant-:BC have reviewed the draft | shared the s106 agreement with the
s106 and the updated Mitigation CouncilBC.

Route Map with the ETS now
adequately secured.

he draft d ld i whicl Kis ! or i whict I I I
BC . | . - I EElE“FESSES the Ge”nell’s

3.9.9 | Schedule Following further consideration, the | The Applicant notes that this is now at Fodesiqo fopihos S 2BC review Agreed-
2, Part 2, 8 | CeuneilBC accepts the Applicant’s paragraph 7 in the latest version of the consideration the Council of SoCG on 6

stance on this matter. BCFhe dDCO | Seetoe e Sonconte December
Gouneil's initial position can be seen | TR020001/APP/2.01REPR5-003]draft stance on this matter. 2023

below: ool Dome o Cpdles (e e B

Schedule 2, Part 2, 8 (2) - BC agrees | The Applicant considers that the control
that these plans need to be plans secured by paragraph 87 of Schedule
developed pre-commencement, but | 2 of the draftDCO already achieve the ends
there should also be reference in the | referred to by BC.

requirement to them being
‘implemented’ pre-commencement.
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
GID position agreement Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

In the context of the health and Paragraph 8% requires the Applicant to
community assessment, the specific | comply with the CoCP, including the various
rationale here is 8 (2) (e) Community | plans secured under it which must be
Engagement Plan, which BC would approved by the relevant planning authority
expect to include pre- prior to works commencing.
commencement activities, for
example, to ensure that affected
communities are fully aware of the
impacts and potential effects that
they will experience and able to feel
supported and heard, should any
adverse effects arise once
construction is underway.

Section 4 of the CoCP requires that the
Community Engagement Plan must include
procedures to communicate with affected
communities prior to the commencement of
the relevant construction operations about
how the effects of construction activities will
be managed and, where appropriate,
mitigated (paragraph 4.1.2(b)).

Furthermore, paragraph 4.2.2 continues:
“Wherever possible, the lead contractor will
notify occupiers of nearby or affected
properties, businesses, adjacent or affected
parish councils, and other elected
representatives at least four weeks in
advance, and again at least two weeks in
advance, of the nature and anticipated
duration of planned construction works that
may affect them, including both principal and
ancillary works”.

The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that it is in agreement with the Applicant’s

position.
S fe{:ppeeedupe BC welcomes-theirinclusion-as-a Reguirements-354-and-365-of the ¢ DCO BC Welcomes-the-inclusion | Agreed 2 Agreed

B e e e = e e e e L e T

of considers that theis-amendments planning-authority-to-elect to-consultwith alongside-other key
ebsarngroph-36-2 o Part Bof
e
eonstlintien—Poragraph-363wolld
disercrgo-etBEOroguiromontsts
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Source of
agreement

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

Sls
Sle

Schedule
2, Parts

Whilst Buckinghamshire Council BC

recognises that there are prescribed
consultees stipulated in relevant
requirements the-Ceuneilthey would
expect paragraph 35, of Part 5, of
Schedule 2 of the dDCO to make
provision for a minimum consultation
period for applications made under
requirements, akin to the 21 days
defined in Paragraph 18, of Part 3, of
Schedule 2 of the dDCO. The
Applicant should also ensure that an
appropriate mechanism is included
within the dDCO for extending this
consultation period should further
issues arise or if insufficient
information is made available to the
consultee.

The Applicant has not prescribed a specific
period for consultation on a requirement, but
has instead specified a_determination period
of 13 weeks for any application under
paragraph 35 of Schedule 2 for detailed
design approval of Works Nos. 3b(01),
3b(02), 3f and 4a, and 8 weeks for all other
applications under Part 1, Part 2 or Part 4 of

Schedule 2.determining-an-application-under
the-requirements: Itis considered that this

allows for an appropriate period of
consultation, to be determined by the
discharging authority depending on the
subject matter. Furthermore in this context it
should also be noted that:

1] ”

|eques|t for “’”.“l'e'l tformation |s||||ade H

- the period of 8 weeks can be extended
by agreement with the undertaker; and

~——provision has been made to allow the
undertaker to carry out the necessary
consultation prior to submission of the
application to the discharging authority.

"~ atDeadline 7-
Due to drafting amendments at Deadlines 8,
9 and 10, the paragraph referred to by

BuekinghamshireC is now paragraph 37, not
35.

OngeingNo
t
agreed.Gn
going
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Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

with Heathrow should be reflected in
the DCO.

BC now accepts the Applicant’s
position — it is agreed that there will
be insufficient information regarding
airspace change at the strategic

The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that it agreed with the Applicant’s position.

3.10 Airspace change
change - the Applicant intends 1o integrate the  South East of England is a separate process within the noise section of of noise matters.
. ~AA's CAP1BAE { tho ai boi oy 1 : I This includ
Ilentagel expa |5|e. A ""l".lslt ||||t_|gat||;g| hoise |I&IIS|89|I t_l_anel ;l'e CAA ""'tl'ltl'el Litimate : |eIe||e|_|ee| o t_lne dew_nst||ean| Feg.e|||t|g|qsl within-the
andte heise auspaee_e_hang_e il Hpact lesal WAt H.'e G.’ TS requires compiex Snakid-the tppllea_nt |e|e_ Aty
rati communities with pessna’le . eee'd."'&“e'.' of the requirements e.l each-of Gl'.a'.'ges 0 .“'e Reise climate
"“pl'eat.'e“s Ie.' “'e. areas-heriage the AHPOHS- Fhe-BGA elees1 Aot dhrectly te-g-orheritage as Set.s ana
asseisis-fequired require-an-aifispace € Inan_lge- so-itdoes-hot Inealt_l |Ia||el l”e" being)-BG
Ienn_p_a_lt of-the a_ppheauen Seme be linked and this additional
Sle“s't"’% .a'l'a. Iysll_s Ina- S beeﬁn 'uneleltaleen ol I I
unlikelyto-be-greaterthan
assesseel_ Bec—nsmns_en Fultiife atrspace
,g : :
G.’ VS Process as: Set. OHR-GARIE1S
Alispace-change: Guidance oR the -
|e_gu|ate|> Process for-changing-the-Rotified
ausl_pae_le el_e5|g|; a.nel pFIaF_n,neeI lanel peln_lal_nent
3.10.1 | Airspace BC previously advised that c€hange | A sensitivity test is presented in Chapter 16 | BC-accepts-the-Applicant's BC review of | Agreed
change is needed to allocate more airspace | of the ES [REP9- position—itis-agreed-that SoCG on {19
for safe departures and arrivals 011TRO20001/APP/5.01REP1-003] to there-will-be-insufficient October
across the southeast airports to assess the potential implications of airspace | irfermationregarding 2023}
allow expansion. It is acknowledged | change at Luton based on the options Spememe sbone o oL e
that this will be subject to a separate | consulted on by the airport operator. As strategic scale, delivered
regulatory process to the DCO, there is no information currently regarding Hopongb e e oo e
however, there is a degree of potential options for airspace change regulatory process, to enable
uncertainty over how these changes | associated with London Heathrow Airport, it | this-aspectofthe CEAto-be
will impact residents. Change to is not possible at this stage to consider in delivered in a meaningful
airspace and in combination effects | combination effects. RO
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

scale, delivered through the separate
regulatory process, to enable this
aspect of the CEA to be delivered in
a meaningful manner.

3.10.2 | Considerati | BC asserts that the Applicant needs | Changes to airspace and flightpaths and CheegNo
on of to consider the inter-project their cumulative effects are outside the t agreed
airspace cumulative interactions between the | scope of the Proposed Development. Any
change in | levels of growth that will be changes to future flight paths are the subject
the necessitated by the Proposed of a future airspace change process being
cumulative | Development in achieving the growth | sponsored by the UK Government and will
effects in mppa against a trend of growth be subject to a separate assessment and
assessmen | associated with the existing consultation exercise by the airport operator
t flightpaths for the other south east in accordance with Civit-Aviation-Authority

airports. The focus should be on {CAA) procedure (CAP1616), in due course.
receptors that already experience A note explaining the relationship between
intersection of flight paths from Luton | the two processes was submitted at
plus at least one other airport. Deadline 1 [REP1-028].
This will be possible on a qualitative
basis since the existing receptors
subject to impacts from intersecting
flightpaths are known.
Furthermore, BC is of the opinion
that the Applicant should consider
ways in which the likely exacerbation
of in-combination noise and
disturbance cumulative effects may
be monitored and, if necessary,
mitigated.
This aspect of inter-project
cumulative effects should be
included in the scope of the ES.
3.11 Health and Community

3.11.1 | Traffic Subsequent to receipt of specific The Applicant understands there is the SagegNo
related data from the traffic modelling potential for some redistribution of vehicular t agreed
health and | supplied by the Applicant at D6, BC | trips around the local highway network as a
community | traffic officers have undertaken result of the Proposed Development.
impacts analysis of the applicability of the However, any significant effects have been

traffic modelling to the areas of identified through detailed modelled

concern within the Buckinghamshire | assessments and mitigation proposed. More

network. This is now accepted by BC | details are provided in the Transport
Assessment [APP-203, AS-123, APP-205,
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

as valid, without a requirement for

The Applicant position

APP-206] and in matter 3.2.1d (re-

remodelling.

BC'’s principal area of concern is the

prioritisation).-

indirect health effects of traffic
impacts (as reflected in the change

to Table 13.6 made by the Applicant

in [REP7-009/010]). The BC traffic

officer analysis of the early morning

traffic flow data supplied by the
Applicant for the B488/B489 has
informed the response. It is
acknowledged that in numerical
terms, flow levels along this route fall
below thresholds of significance for a
number of technical assessment
areas that inform the health
assessment. However, in percentage

increase terms, BC maintains that
there are likely to be members of the
population in the villages of Pitstone,
Marsworth and lvinghoe who will
increasingly experience adverse
health effects as a result of the
changes (increases) in the traffic
flows.

In the early hours, this is expected to
manifest mainly as sleep
disturbance, but throughout the day
there are concerns relating to modal
conflict and general adverse impacts
on the overall amenity and key
characteristics of these villages.
These are detailed in REP6-087.

BC is seeking the Applicant’s written

ReviewREP6-070} providedatB6-The
effects of traffic noise are assessed in

Chapter 16 of the ES [REP9-
011FRO2000HAPP/5.01REP1-003] and
takes into account the effects of night-time
noise on health and quality of life including
sleep disturbance. The assessment has
been undertaken with reference to the
‘Noise exposure hierarchy table’ in PPGN

acknowledgement of these potential

(Table 16.29), which includes consideration

health effects within the suite of
documentation (e.q. within the ES, or

of effects on sleep disturbance and guality of
life. The ES does not identify any significant

within material supporting mitigation

noise effects in Buckinghamshire.

approaches, or an alternative
approach that links to access to
suitable mitigation routes). BC is also
seeking a commitment from the
Applicant that there is a clear route
to ensure that adverse health effects
arising from traffic impacts are to be

As explained in the Applicant’s response to
Written Question NO2.12 [REP7-056], traffic
noise effects in Buckinghamshire have been
scoped out according to the agreed
methodology, which is informed by WHO
studies into the health effects of traffic noise

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

effectively addressed for the affected

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
agreement Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

and takes account of early morning peaks in

receptor(s).

BC is seeking the following:

- Qualitative written health
assessment of the data that has
been generated by the Applicant,
to demonstrate that the potential
health effects of traffic impacts
arising from the Scheme are
acknowledged and have been
carefully analysed. This should
set out the issue, the underlying
data, the percentage increase in
flows over existing, potential
health effects arising and routes
to mitigation.

- For BC, this must lead to a
commitment to mitigation for
affected receptor(s). Itis
suggested that an augmentation
of text at 13.13.3 to express what
‘initiatives to address concerns
identified’ will be, in REP7-
009/010 may be a location to
address the latter part, although
the Applicant may identify
alternative locations/means.

- Commitment by the Applicant to
undertake works to re-prioritise
the B488/B489 junction, working
with relevant BC officers on the
approach.

BC is aware of the Applicant’s
concerns regarding setting a
precedent, and appreciates a
creative approach may be required
reflecting that this is a locationally
specific issue; and also that there
could be consequences elsewhere
(e.g. in Tring), following
reprioritsation of B488/B489. BC's
eelﬁnﬁe_elns ||eg”_a|e|n|g|tlle "lal'el'l6 ell the

traffic volumes.

Significant health effects are assessed at
population level (see paragraphs 13.5.2 and
13.5.4, Chapter 13 of the ES [REP7-009].
Changes to health determinants (such as
noise) that are-identified-as-not-havingdo not
have the potential to lead to significant
population health effects are scoped out of
the health assessment. The Applicant notes
that a judgement of 'no likely significant
effect’ does not equate to 'no change'.
Sensitivities and attitudes to noise vary
widely and small changes may be perceived
as adverse by some individuals; it does not
follow that all perceptible changes will lead
to significant health effects. The Applicant
does not propose to undertake an
assessment of issues that have been
scoped out according to the agreed
methodology.

The Applicant does not propose to provide
specific mitigation for non-significant effects
that have been scoped out of the
assessment. The Applicant notes that text at
13.13.3 of ES Chapter 13, referred to by BC,
concerns monitoring of complaints and
feedback during construction whereas this
matter relates to the effects of operational
surface access. The airport operator
employs a Community and Corporate Social
Responsibility (CSR) manager and is
committed to continued community
engagement. The London Luton Airport
Consultative Committee (LLACC) meets four
times year and its agenda includes
Environmental Management & Surface

Access issues. The-Applicant-notes-thattext
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

The Applicant position

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Source of
agreement

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.11.2 | Analysis of
health
implication
s

Subsequent to receipt of specific
data from the traffic modelling
supplied by the Applicant at D6, BC
traffic officers have undertaken
analysis of the applicability of the
traffic modelling to the areas of
concern within the Buckinghamshire
network. This is now accepted by BC
as valid, without a requirement for
remodelling. As there is no request
from BC for remodelling, there is no
downstream request for re-modelling
of air quality and noise.

Notwithstanding the above, BC
maintains the position, as expressed
through ISH and written in REP6-087
(para. 36) that health assessment
should be based on an analysis of
the totality of discernible impacts

[REP6-070] provided-at-D6-Air quality and
noise effects are assessed in Chapter 16
[REP9-011TFR0O20001/APP/5.01REP1-003]
and Chapter 7 [AS-0786] of the ES and no
significant effects are identified. There is a
wide variety of sensitivities to noise and air
quality within the population and an
assessment of ‘no significant effect’ in EIA
does not signify no change.

OngeingNo
t agreed
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SoC Matter
GID

Buckinghamshire Council
position

rather than relying on thresholds of
significance from contributing
assessments.

On this basis, BC maintains that the
Applicant should expand the write up
of health matters to acknowledge
this. Further, there should be
statements included within
appropriate documents (e.g. an
update to REP7-009/010) to explain
that there is an appreciation that
changes of noise and air quality (for
example and from both surface and
air traffic changes) may be
discernible below significance
thresholds used for reporting; that
the Applicant acknowledges
individual responses, perceptions
and attitudes differ and will result in
differences in effects accordingly;
and that the Applicant has included
mitigation approaches that are
intended to support health should
individuals experience significant
adverse health effects. As noted
above, expansion of detail
associated with the monitoring of
complaints and triggering of
initiatives to resolve issues will be
valuable (REP7-009/010 para
13.13.3 and also within the
descriptions of effects and
mitigations in Table 13.20).

The Applicant position

The Applicant also notes that where
potential health and wellbeing effects on
sensitive receptors as a result of air quality
or noise are identified, these effects are
assessed and reported Chapter 16 [REP9-
011TR0O20001/APP/5.01REP1-003] and
Chapter 7 [AS-0786] of the ES and not
duplicated in the health assessment.

Source of
agreement

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.11.3 | Impacts on
Aylesbury

BC requires consideration of the
impacts of the Proposed
Development on Aylesbury. This
relates both to the proposals for
traffic movement on the highway
network in and around Aylesbury
and specifically in relation to the
impacts on the AQMASs, which are
not reported within the Hrealth and
communities-Community chapter
of the ES [AS-078].

The change in traffic flows as a result of the
Proposed Development were reviewed for
the road links in the strategic model,
including those in the south of
Buckinghamshire, to identify those links that
met the magnitude of impact thresholds in
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
terms. The impacts on road links in this area
did not meet the thresholds that triggered
consideration of significant effects.

Confirmed at

meeting on

17 January
2024
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SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

Subseguent to receipt of specific
data from the traffic modelling
supplied by the Applicant at D6, BC
traffic officers have undertaken
analysis of the applicability of the
traffic modelling to the areas of
concern within the Buckinghamshire
network. This is now accepted by BC
as valid, without a requirement for

remodelling.

BC air quality officer is satisfied with
the assessment findings and the way
in which the Aylesbury AQOMAS are
represented within the submission.
Consequently, BC no longer
considers it necessary to draw out
specific commentary in the health
and community assessment.

The Applicant position

Any significant effects have been identified
through detailed modelled assessments and
mitigation proposed. More details are
provided in the Transport Assessment
[APP-203, AS-123, APP-205, APP-206].

The Applicant notes that BC raised a
number of matters relating to health in their
Post-Hearing Submission [REP6-087]. The
impact on Aylesbury was not one of the
issues raised in this submission.

The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that the modelling is considered valid and
that the air quality officer is satisfied with the
assessment findings.

Source of
agreement

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

Expansion
of the
health and
communitie
s
assessmen
t

The Hhealth and Ceommunityies
chapter of the ES [AS-078] reports
increased aircraft movements and
changes in aircraft noise exposure in
the population as a moderate
adverse permanent effect on health
outcomes across the study
population. BC considered this very
generalised and-the-health-and
suggested that the health and
community assessment should be
expanded to assess the impacts on
tranquillity of affected parts of the
Chilterns AONB, as well as any
sensitive community receptors that
are scoped in following the updates.
Should any significant adverse
effects be identified, BC would wish
to be directly involved in developing
proposals for mitigation, from the
perspective of avoiding adverse
effects on health and communities.

Subsequent to receipt of specific
data from the traffic modelling
supplied by the Applicant at D6, BC
traffic officers have undertaken

The impact of noise from the Proposed
Development on health and quality of life for
residential and sensitive community
receptors has been assessed and all
reasonably practicable measures have been
explored to reduce noise impacts. Further
details can be found in Chapter 16 Noise
and Vibration of the ES [REP9-
011TRO20001/APP/5.01REP1-003].

The effects of aircraft noise on the
perception of tranquillity by recreational
users of landscape receptors, including the
Chilterns AONB and rural areas in proximity
to the Airport, have been assessed in
Chapter 14 of the ES, Landscape and
Visual [AS-079].

An assessment of the impact of noise on
health and communities has been
undertaken and reported in Chapter 13
Health and Community of the ES [AS-
078APP-039]. This assessment inherently
considers impacts and results of the
assessment in Chapter 16 Noise and
Vibration of the ES [REP9-
011TRO20001/APP/5 01REP1-003].

Ref.
resolution of
technical
issues in
SoCG IDs
3.3.1 and
3.3.22

Confirmed at

meeting on

17 January
2024

AgreedOng
oiRg
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SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

analysis of the applicability of the
traffic modelling to the areas of
concern within the Buckinghamshire

The Applicant position

Technical issues raised in SoCG ID 3.3.1,
relating to operational air noise impacts on
Buckinghamshire residents, have now been

network. This is now accepted by BC

resolved.

as valid, without a requirement for
remodelling. BC officers are satisfied
with the assessment findings and the
way in which issues relating to the
AONB are represented within the
submission. Consequently, BC no
longer considers it necessary to
draw out specific commentary in the
health and community assessment.

The Applicant notes that BC raised a
number of matters relating to health in their
Post-Hearing Submission [REP6-087].
Expansion of the assessment of health
effects of aircraft noise was not one of the
issues raised in this submission.

The Applicant welcomes BC’s confirmation
that the modelling is considered valid and
that the air quality officer is satisfied with the
assessment findings.

Source of

agreement

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

The amalgamation of the RIF within

also now secured by requirement in the
dBraft DCO [TR020001/APP/2.01].

the STF, its securing via requirement
32 and its status as a certified
document satisfies the Council’s
concerns on this matter.

3.12 Section 106 agreement (s106)

3.12.1 | BC The updated s106 does name BC as | The obligations relating to the STF are no Agreed via OngoingAg
membershi | a prospective member of the ATF longer secured through the s106 agreement email on 8 reed.
p of the Steering Group and prospective and Fthe s106 DCO does not secure any February
ATE recipient of the RIF, but it fails to member in perpetuity, So it is not appropriate 2024
Steering secure membership in perpetuity. BC | to identify BC as such.

Group request that the Council’s .
membership of the ATE is secured | foRe T2 0o S ESRRAR D cion of
through the s106 agreement, the dBraft DCO [TRO20001/APP/2.01].
The amalgamation of the RIF within
the STF, its securing via requirement
32 and its status as a certified
document satisfies the Council’s
concerns on this matter.

3.12.2 | Definition BC requests that the term ‘Relevant | The TRIMMA is pew-secured as a Agreed via OngoingAg
of the Highways Authority’ is defined in the | requirement 30 of the DCO. It is not lenger email on 8 reed.
Relevant s106 so as to include BC in the list of | secured via the S106. February
Highways | potential highway authorities _ 2024
Authority | | ‘relevant to type 2 mitigation under Note that at D?ad““e 10 the RIF was _
the s106 the TRIMMA and RIE. amalgamated into the STF, and the STF is
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /

GID position agreement Ongoing /
\[o]
agreed

3.12.3 | Funding of | BC consider the TRIMMA to be As outlined in the updated Sustainable Agreed via OngoingAg
the underfunded and believe that it must | Transport Fund email on 8 reed.
TRIMMA be index linked. [TRO20001/APP/8.119REPx-xxx] submitted February

The ability for the ATF Steering 3\;|Pr$:vc\jlh|gnse 31!018, -I&%H%m bleforus Etlfshlsuﬁg F funds 2024
Group to fund Mitigation Type 2 . interventions associated with MT2 in the
prc_)posals through the STF'_ pr_o_vldlnq TRIMMA. The parking levies - which the
doing so does not have a significant | Str will be generated through — will remain
detrimental effect on the abl_lltv to proportionate to the cost of parking
fund Travel Plan measures in any throughout the period of the Proposed
given year, safisfies the Council's Development, and so the fund will increase
concerns regarding fund size. if the price of parking increases with
inflation.

3.12.4 | Definition The definition of ‘Local Area’ The definition of ‘Local Area’ in the section OngeoingNo
of ‘local currently refers to the ‘Aylesbury 106 relates only to the Community Fund and t Agreed
area’ Vale area of Buckinghamshire does not relate to the ETS. The Community

Council’. The Council considers that | Fund is an existing fund that is already
to align with the Local Procurement established and run by LLAOL and therefore
Protocol, the Employment & Training | the definition of Local Area remains as
Strateqy and the Community Fund drafted and will not be amended.

area that this definition should refer

to the ‘administrative area of

Buckinghamshire Council'.

Further to the Applicant’s response

the definition of Local Area within the

Deadline 9 s106 does not make it

explicit that it relates soley to the

Community Fund. Moreover, the

definition of the Local Procurement

Protocol also includes the term

‘Local Area’ which would appear to

fall outside of the Community Fund’s

remit.

3.12.5 | Noise Notwithstanding BC's opinion that it | In response to these concerns, the Applicant | te Agreed via Agreed
Technical should be part of the ESG and all is-proposing-to-makehas made amendments email on 8
Panel Technical Panels from the outset, to both the Draft ESG Terms of Reference February
membershi | sShould BC, or any other authority, [TRO20001/APP/7.08REP9-624] and Draft 2024
p be included as a member of the Technical Panels Terms of Reference

Noise Technical Panel as a result of | [TR020001/APP/7.08REPR9-26] to include
a noise limit review then the s106 the following:
e e o e || Mombers of he ESG/TP re proposed o
panel membership to specifically subject to agreement, have contributions
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SoC
G ID

Matter

Buckinghamshire Council
position

include BC as a potential member

The Applicant position

paid in respect of officer time associated

and Schedule 5 be amended
commensurately to ensure relevant

with the attendance of ESG/TP meetings.
The amounts payable are to be agreed

payments are made to any new
member of the technical panel.

It should also be noted that in its
current form Schedule 5 fails to
capture all additional members of the

Technical Panel outlined in Table 2.1

of the Technical Panel Terms of
Reference. Whilst not all of these
members may be party to the S106

between the parties, but [the Applicant]
should seek to ensure all members have
access to contributions on an equivalent
footing (and the starting presumption is that
any ratessums will reflect contributions
provided under the section 106 agreement
in_ connection with the Proposed
Development).”

hi I 1| I i

the Council believes that the
Applicant should set out clearly how
the payments proposed for the host
authorities (in their role on the
Technical Panels) would also be
secured for other authorities, either
currently proposed or as a future
addition to the membership.

The Council welcomes the proposed
amendments to the draft ESG and
Technical Panels Terms of
References to include the stated text
on the basis that the commitment
made by the Applicant applies to
both currently proposed and
subsequently added members of
ESG and Technical Panels.

i

Source of

agreement

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

Please refer to the Applicant’s position in
matter 3.12.5 above.

3.12.6 | Flexibility BC proposes that Schedule 5 —
in the Green Controlled Growth — Funding
approach Elements, paragraph 1.1 should be
to amended to provide flexibility in the
allocation approach to allocation of payments
of under the schedule to allow for
payments membership of the ESG to be
under expanded to cover other local
Schedule 5 | authorities, including BC.
—CS)rrfter}QIIed BC suggests the following wording:
Growth = | The Applicant covenants to make
Funding annual payments to CBC, HCC, LBC
—Elzments and NHDC as inaugural members of
an

ESG according to the table in this

Agreed via

Agreed

email on 8

February
2024
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SoC
G ID

Matter

expansion

Buckinghamshire Council
position

Schedule (the “Table”) to assist them

of ESG
membershi

in meeting their obligations arising in
relation to the ESG (or any

B

successor body) and / or any related
Technical Panel on account of the
Authorised Development on the
basis that doing so imposes on them
additional cost burdens over and
above their general duties and
responsibilities and in particular
discharging the obligations
mentioned in the Table and any
other responsibilities arising from
their responsibilities on the ESG and
[or Technical Panel. Where any new
member of the ESG and / or
Technical Panel is established
annual payments will also be made
to the additional member(s)
according to the table in this
Schedule.

The Council welcomes the proposed
amendments to the draft ESG and
Technical Panels Terms of
References to include the stated text
on the basis that the commitment
made by the Applicant applies to
both currently proposed and
subsequently added members of
ESG and Technical Panels.

The Applicant position

Source of
agreement

Statement of Common Ground between London Luton Airport Limited (Trading as Luton Rising) and Buckinghamshire Council

Agreed /
Ongoing /
\[e]
agreed

3.12.7

Securing

In terms of the commitment to fund

The obligation relating to the STF

the
commitme

40% of the Community Fund on
projects outside the administrative

(previously schedule 9) has now been

removed from the section 106 agreement

nt to fund

area of Luton, Schedule 7 already

and is now secured by requirement 32 in the

40% of the

secures the Compensation policies

DCO.

Community

and Measures and Community First

Fund on

document. Schedule 9 should align

projects

with Schedule 7 and make reference

outside the

to the document as well as

administrati

specifically confirm the 40%

ve area of

commitment within Schedule 9.

Luton

The amalgamation of the RIF within
the STF, its securing via requirement

32 and its status as a certified

Agreed via

OngoingAqg

email on 8

reed.

February
2024
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SoC | Matter Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant position Source of Agreed /
GID position agreement Ongoing /

\[e]
agreed

document satisfies the Council’s
concerns on this matter.
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