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o The re-classification, to Class G, of two volumes of existent controlled airspace (CAS) adjacent to EGSS, resulting in new 
vertical profiles for 8 EGSS standard instrument departures (SIDs). 

  PIR chronology 
• The CAA received a revised statement of need (SoN) from NERL jointly with LLA (the sponsor) in December 2018, stating that they 

had identified a latent risk in a Terminal Control (TC) Sector and wished to consider changing the airspace design into London Luton 
Airport to mitigate this risk. 

• As a result of this, the CAA held an assessment meeting (AM) with the sponsor on 8th January 2019, which concluded with a follow 
up meeting on 6th February 2019. The CAA agreed that an ACP was required to address the identified latent risk. 

• On 24th November 2021 the CAA approved ACP 2018-65, with conditions. The CAA is satisfied that the conditions were met prior 
to implementation. The approved changes were implemented on 24th February 2022. 

• The sponsor stated, in para 3.5 of the PIR Main Report Issue 1, that the Covid-19 pandemic ‘had significant long-term impacts on 
UK aviation’ and that the ongoing ‘Russia-Ukraine conflict continues to impact UK aviation’. 

• The change was promulgated through normal activity including an AIC (Y006/2022) published in the UK AIP two weeks before 
implementation.  

• The CAA made its data request to the sponsor on 8th March 2022. 
• The CAA was asked by stakeholders to delay the original proposed data collection period (1st June 2022 to 31st May 2023) to 

provide a more representative data set following the covid pandemic downturn. The CAA agreed that the data period be extended in 
accordance with CAP1616 v.4 para 290. The data period was agreed as 23rd September 2022 to 22nd September 2023, which 
would cover the summer 2023 period. 

• The initial PIR document set was published by the sponsor on 11th July 2024 and a ‘feedback window’ was opened until 11th 
September 2024 to allow adequate time for stakeholders to respond given its publication during the summer holiday period. 

• The CAA sought clarification on several points within the PIR submission and requested additional data from the sponsor. A response 
to this request was uploaded to the portal on 25th March 2025. 

• This additional data was not in the original PIR data request, and we were informed that there would be an extra cost to the sponsor 
to produce the data. Had the sponsor not provided the data the CAA would have had to make its determination on the outcome of 
the PIR based on the information provided originally. The sponsor elected to provide the CAA with the additional information. 

• The CAA did not re-open a feedback window in response to the additional data being published. This was provided to the CAA to 
better understand the impacts of the change prior to the CAA’s determination on the outcome of the PIR. The additional data was 
within scope of the original data request and not ‘new’ in terms of being a different data request.  
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• NATS suffered a technical failure on 28th August 2024 (external link), and as a result the CAA agreed that data for the 4-day period 
28th-31st August 2024 would not be representative and was not included in the analysis.  

• During the CAA PIR review process, the CAA considered the following published information: 

o AD6 PIR Main Report Issue 1.0 
o AD6-PIR Annex A Issue 1.0 traffic Dispersion and Environmental data 
o AD6-PIR Annex B Issue 1.0 Operational Feedback 
o AD6-PIR Annex C Issue 1.0 Stansted SID Climb Evidence 
o AD6-PIR Annex D issue 1.0 Stakeholder Feedback 
o AD-PIR Annex A Issue 1.0 Appendix Noise Technical Report 
o AD6-PIR CAA Clarification Questions and Sponsor Responses Issue 1.0 
o AD6-PIR Annex A1 Issue 1.0 Supplemental Traffic Dispersion Data  
o AD6-PIR Noise Technical Report Issue 2.0 
o Feedback received via the CAA Portal during the feedback period 

• The CAA ATS Inspector also reviewed confidential human factors data relating to the potential impacts of the changes on the air 
traffic controllers involved with the changes to the airspace design implemented only as part of this ACP. 

  PIR conclusion  

• The PIR data shows that the objectives of the ACP, as approved, have been met within acceptable tolerances. The change was 
driven by a need to address a latent safety risk and the data demonstrates that it has done so. The CAA is satisfied that the design 
and the operational vectoring practices seen following implementation of the airspace change maintain a high standard of safety. 
Notwithstanding that the changes in vectoring practices and the use of shortcut routes during the PIR period have led to more 
people exposed to a higher level of noise, and more net overflight, whilst generating a smaller increase in greenhouse gas emissions 
than was anticipated, the airspace change overall has resulted in the impacts and outcomes within expected tolerance limits. (see 
more detail in A.11.1). 

o The CAA has concluded that the implemented airspace change satisfactorily resulted in the expected impacts and 
outcomes (within acceptable tolerance limits) and the airspace change is confirmed.  
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than originally forecast, it remains a disbenefit overall.  
The CAA’s PIR assessment compares the actual operational impact of the change with the forecasted impact in the formal proposal 
to determine whether the environmental impacts occurred as anticipated. The PIR noise and overflight analysis for the 
implementation of SAIP AD6 is based on Luton Airport radar data for the 92-day summer noise policy period from 15 June to 16 
September 2023 inclusive. The CAA has based its assessment on the scenario that normalises post-implementation airspace to 
provide a consistent comparison with the ACP assessment. 

• The ACP was not expected to result in any additional adverse impacts on local air quality, tranquillity or biodiversity. The PIR 
data has demonstrated that the ACP met these anticipated outcomes. 

• The ACP was expected to generate an overall increase in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions for Luton Airport of 6,831 
tonnes CO2e (Luton). The PIR indicates that Luton Airport emissions increased by 3,303 tonnes CO2e.  

• For Stansted Airport, the ACP was expected to lead to a reduction of 1,457 tonnes CO2e. The PIR data indicates that 
Stansted Airport emissions reduced by 3,011 tonnes CO2e during the PIR period. 

• In respect of noise, the ACP was expected to increase the number of people adversely affected during the day and reduce 
those affected at night (i.e. people exposed to levels above the Lowest Observed Adverse Effect Level, LOAEL). However, 
the CAA concluded that no change was expected, on the basis that the sponsor anticipated no change in the way aircraft 
operate below 4,000 ft. In practice, the PIR shows a larger-than-expected impact: around 800 more people are adversely 
affected during the day, and an even greater increase of about 3,200 people at night. 

• For the average summer daytime N65 contours, the airspace change has performed better than was anticipated, however, 
for the night-time N60 contours, the area exposed to 10 events or more is larger than expected. 

• As anticipated, there are no changes to adverse noise impacts related to Stansted Airport traffic due to implementation of the 
ACP. 

• The ACP was anticipated to result in an overall net reduction in the number of people overflown below 7,000 ft. (as per the 
CAA’s definition of overflight in CAP 1498). The PIR indicates that there is an increase of 48,500 overflown during the day 
and a decrease of 42,700 overflown at night (based on 5 or more events). This equates to a net increase of 5,800 people 
overflown.  

• As anticipated, aircraft approaching and utilising the new ZAGZO hold are above 7,000 ft. and are therefore out of scope for 
noise and overflight assessment. 
 

 












