
 
 
 
 
Planning and Transport Committee  

 
Date:    27th January 2021    
 
Title: Proposed Changes to London Luton 

Airport Arrivals 
 
Purpose of the Report: To seek Member Direction in respects of 

the current consultation exercise being 
carried out by London Luton Airport 
(LLA) and National Air Traffic Service 
(NATS) on proposed changes to LLA 
arrivals.  

 
Contact Officers: Mark Saccoccio, Town Clerk. 
 

 
 

1.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

Should Members be minded, the proposals are: 
 

1.1 That the Planning and Transport Committee request that Officers respond 
to the joint LLA and NATS consultation in respect of proposed changes 
to LLA arrivals in terms of: 

 
i) Option 1 which seeks the creation of the new airborne hold stack 

to the west of St Neots/A1 corridor and easterly operations 
(approaching aircraft) dispersed over a wider area to Leighton 
Buzzard south and south thereof at an altitude of 5,000 ft;  

 
Or 

 
ii) Option 2 which seeks the creation of the new airborne hold stack 

to the west of St Neots/A1 corridor and the creation of 2 routes for 
easterly operations (approaching aircraft)  
 
a) Route 1 tightly defined route to Leighton Buzzard south and 

south thereof at an altitude of 5,000 ft 
b) Route 2 tightly defined route to the north of Leighton-Linslade 

at an altitude of 5,000 ft 
 

Or  
 

iii) A dedicated Town Council response  
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2.0 CONTEXT 
 
2.1 A joint consultation is being undertaken by LLA and NATS in respects of 

proposed changes to LLA arrivals. The consultation exercise began on Monday 
19th October 2020 and closes on Friday 5th February 2021.  

 
 
2.2 Air traffic control in the London region is complex, especially for aircraft arriving 

at LLA and London Stansted because they are geographically close to each 
other. The current airspace design has been fundamentally unchanged in 
decades since before the low-fare carrier expansion at both airports. In 
essence, the more complex the airspace, the greater the need for the airborne 
holding of arrivals when it gets busy.   

 
2.3 Given the prevailing wind direction (south westerly - approximately 70% of the 

time), aircraft approach the runway from the north and east directions relative 
to the airport. That is, they come over Hertfordshire and Essex for westerly 
operations. Relevant to the parish is the easterly operation approximately 30% 
of the time. Here, aircraft approach the runway from the south-west.  

 
 
2.4 Practice is that controllers take each aircraft from the shared flows toward the 

destination airport descending them safely to their respective runways. LLA’s 
and Stansted’s arrival flows are shared until aircraft descend through circa 
8,000ft (around 25 miles from the airport). Any arrival delay or disruption at 
one airport causes unnecessary arrival delay to the other because flows are 
closely shared.  

 
2.5 The proposal is to reduce the complexity by moving LLA’s arrival paths, 

leaving Stansted’s arrival flows unchanged. This would reduce air traffic 
controller workload because the arrival flows to each airport would be 
separated further out and higher up, assuring safety and efficiency.  

 
Option 1  

 
2.6 The first option seeks to establish a new airborne hold or stack for LLA arrivals 

(to the west of St Neots/A1 corridor) with associated airspace and air routes 
above 8,000 feet. From the new hold, the method air traffic controllers use to 
bring arrivals from 8,000ft to the runway would be similar to that presently 
employed – that is, providing each aircraft with a heading, descent and speed 
instructions, manually managing each flight (known as vectoring).  

 
 Option 2 
 
2.7 The second option also seeks to establish a new airborne hold or stack for LLA 

arrivals with associated airspace and air routes at 8,000ft and above. From that 
new hold (to the west of St Neots/A1 corridor), air traffic controllers would still 
use the vectoring method described in option 1 to descend aircraft to the 
runway. However, there would be a number of predetermined arrival flightpaths   
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which aircraft can fly automatically and without intervention form controllers. 
These predetermined arrival flightpaths will reduce air traffic complexity even 
more than option 1.  

 
2.8 So what does this mean in terms of anticipated impact on the Parish?  
 

 It is anticipated that a new holding stack would be created to the north 
west of St Neots that would serve option 1 or option 2. 
https://consultations.airspacechange.co.uk/london-luton-
airport/ad6_luton_arrivals/ 
 

 Whichever option is chosen, aircraft would be flying level at 5,000ft. 
https://www.nats.aero/vr/ad6/static-postcode-lookup the attached 
postcode locator would indicate whether you are likely to be impacted by 
the airspace proposals. Typical of the aircraft flown into LLA (Airbus 319 
and 320), the noise level at 5,000ft is likened to that experienced within 
a busy office (59-57dba) – NATS.  

 

 Option1:-70% of flights would be vectored to final approach with the 
remainder given a short cut arriving from several directions. Aircraft 
would be more widely dispersed over a wider area to Leighton Buzzard 
south and south thereof. 

 

 Option 2 route 1:- this would see aircraft flying on a tightly defined 
(predicable) route over Leighton Buzzard south and south thereof and is 
likely to be used the most and is the preferred option of LLA.  
 

 Option 2 route 2:- this again would see aircraft flying on a tightly defined 
(predictable) route to the north of Leighton-Linslade.  

 
 
 
2.8 Comments 
 

 As set out in the representation made by the Leighton Buzzard Society, 
there is little in the way of control over Option 2 and when it reverts from 
route 1 to route 2. From the consultation literature, it is assumed (LLA) 
that route 1 would be used the most, that is traffic over Leighton Buzzard 
south and south thereof. The issue here is that no certainty is offered up 
in terms of when routes would alter from route 1 to 2. 
 

 A further representation before you expresses the view that all aircraft 
movements should be to the north of the parish overflying less densely 
populated areas. In addition, a blanket “no fly” zone be created for the 
parish on population grounds. Whilst this is not an option (for the 
purposes of the consultation exercise), Committee may decide to include 
these concerns in any representation it may seek to make.  
 

https://consultations.airspacechange.co.uk/london-luton-airport/ad6_luton_arrivals/
https://consultations.airspacechange.co.uk/london-luton-airport/ad6_luton_arrivals/
https://www.nats.aero/vr/ad6/static-postcode-lookup
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3.0 CONCLUSIONS 
 
3.1 Unless the outcomes from the consultation exercise determine otherwise, it is 

highly likely that the holding stack will be created (to the west of St Neots/A1 
corridor). 

 
3.2 LLA has expressed a preference that Option 2 route 1 is preferred (Leighton 

Buzzard south and south thereof). Option 2 allows for routes to alter between 
route 1 and 2 albeit when is not known.   

 
3.3 The Leighton Buzzard Society has expressed the view that Option 1 is preferred 

as aircraft movements are spread more widely when compared to Option 2.  
 
3.4 A parishioner has expressed the view that all aircraft movements should be to 

the north of the parish only with a blanket “no fly zone” covering the most 
densely populated areas of the parish.  

 
3.5 It is clear that there is a divergence of opinion on the matter and therefore, it is 

reasonable to assume that the Planning and Transport Committee may decide 
to submit its own opinion albeit the consultation exercise seeks views on the 2 
options only.  

 
3.6  In accordance with the consultation exercise, the deadline for responding is 5th 

February 2021.  
 
 
 END 
 
 
 


