
 
MEETING OF THE MANCHESTER AIRPORT 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 

 
FRIDAY 16 JULY 2021 AT 10AM 
 
MICROSOFT TEAMS MEETING 
_________________________________________________ 
AGENDA 
 
1  PROCEDURAL MATTERS 
       (a) Apologies for Absence 

 
  

 
 

(b) To confirm as a correct record the Notes of the Teams Committee meeting held  
      on 23 April 2021 (attached) and to consider any matters arising; 
 
(c) To receive the Notes of the Teams TAG Meeting on 14 May 2021 as attached; 
 
(d) To receive the Notes of the Teams AUAG Meeting on 4 June 2021 as attached;  
 
(e) To note that the Technical Advisory Group will next meet on 10 September and that the    
next meeting of the Airport Users Advisory Group will be on 3 September as previously 
agreed; and 
 
(f) To note that Councillor Sally Kendall has replaced Councillor Colin Booth from  
    Mobberley PC and that it is recommended that Councillor Kendall be appointed  
    to Technical Advisory Group.           
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   REPORT OF THE MANAGING DIRECTOR 
To consider the attached report of the Managing Director, Manchester Airport –  
presented by Rad Taylor, Operations Director, to include – 
 

  (a) Update on Airport Operations over the last three months 
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(b) Ongoing Airport response to pandemic and the latest restrictions 
 
(c) Progress with Covid testing arrangements at the Airport; and 
 
(d) An update on MANTP progress. 
 
 
DfT CONSULTATION ON NIGHT FLIGHTS 
(a) to note that the deadline for responses to DfT has now been extended to 3 September; 
and 
 
(b) to consider any update on the Airport’s response, including any breakdown on  
     the different types of night flying, and whether there should be any comments made 
     by the Consultative Committee. 
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ENVIRONMENT AND COMMUNITY RELATIONS 
To consider - 
(a) The Aircraft Track and Noise Monitoring Reports for April – June 2021. 
 
(b) A briefing on the Airspace Change and Modernisation processes from Neil Robinson, 
Group CSR and Future Airspace Director; 
 
(c) Any other update on Community Activity and any Community Trust Fund 
developments since the last meeting, including Community Consultation activities; and 
 
(d) To note that Rob Light, Head Commissioner of ICCAN wishes to attend an Autumn 
meeting of the Committee, and accordingly that an appropriate item should be included 
for the 15th October meeting of MACC. 
 
 
 
ANY OTHER MATTERS THAT THE CHAIRMAN CONSIDERS URGENT 

 

 

   To include: 
• MACC visit to the new T2 facility 
• Update on Manchester Airport Rail Links 

 
 
 
 

   
  

 
         
   
 
 

  
 
 

                   Date of Next Meeting: Friday 15 October 2021 at 10.00 am 
                                            

   
   

 
 
 

                                     Contact: Mike Flynn by either 
            Telephone: 07710 816720 or Email: manaircc.flynn@gmail.com 
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MINUTES OF THE VIRTUAL MEETING OF THE MANCHESTER AIRPORT 

CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE held on Friday 23rd April 2021  

PRESENT: Steve Wilkinson – Chairman 

Sandra Matlow - Passenger Representative  

  Iain Macfarlane – Cheshire East Council 

  Stuart Corris – Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council 

  John Taylor – Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council 

  Barry Winstanley – Trafford Metropolitan Borough Council 

  Bill Fairfoull – Tameside Metropolitan Borough Council 

  Keith Whitmore – Manchester City Council 

  Steve Parish – Warrington Borough Council  

  Peter Burns - Heald Green and Long Lane Ratepayers Association 

  Jack Thomas – North West Region Chamber of Commerce 

  Rob Thompson – North West Region of CBI 

  Neville Duncan – Which? 

  Kristina Hulme – ABTA 

  Kieran McMahon – Disability Stockport 

  Jan Nicholson – Knutsford Town Council 

  Linda Reynolds, Mere Parish Council 

 

REPRESENTING MANCHESTER AIRPORT PLC                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

Jack Carnell, Lisa Cleminson, Emily Ferris, Adam Freeman, David Germaine,              

Adam Jupp, Andrew Murray, Rob Pattison, Neil Robinson and Karen Smart 

SECRETARIAT 

Mike Flynn, Secretary; Denise French, Assistant Secretary 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISER 

Nick Kelly, Cheshire East Council 

APOLOGIES: 

Chris Boyes (Trafford Metropolitan Borough Council); Nick Mannion (Cheshire East 

Council) and David Neill (Scheduling Committee) 

1 PROCEDURAL MATTERS 

(a) RESOLVED: That the minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 22nd 

January 2021 be approved as a correct record. 

(b) The notes of the meeting of the Technical Advisory Group held on 12 February be 

received.   

Members discussed Minute 2 regarding the Special Topic that was part of the Bureau 

Veritas Review of the S106 Agreement.  Adam Freeman suggested the next meeting of 

TAG include a conversation around wider topics of interest to the Group which could 

include subjects on which the Airport could provide information, others that could be 

presented with Airport partners as well as those that may need to be commissioned, 

which would attract a cost to MAG.  It was agreed that this would be included on the 

agenda for the TAG meeting on 14th May.    

(c) The notes of the meeting of the Airport Users Advisory Group held on 5 March be 

received. 

Jack Carnell updated on the rail consultation process.  A current consultation involving 

HM Government, Transport for Greater Manchester and Network Rail included 

presentation of 3 options for a new timetable.  The airport recognised the financial 

constraints and felt it was preferable in the interim to have a reliable rail service even if 

this meant fewer trains.  The airport was working with all partners to develop an 

evidence based passenger focused approach to future services.  It appeared that 

Network Rail had recognised the role and importance of the airport to the North West 

economy and the need to ensure there were rail links.  The environmental agenda was 

also predicated on use of public transport.  Jack advised that a long term solution was 

needed.  He agreed to update the next meeting of MACC by which time more detail 

should be available.   

Members asked about repairs to leaks especially on the Skylink.  Lisa advised that 

works were scheduled and road closures were in place to facilitate.   

(d) The next meeting of the Technical Advisory Group would now be held on Friday 14th 

May and the Users Advisory Group would be held on Friday 4th June, both meetings to 
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be held at 10am via Teams.     

2 REPORT OF THE MANAGING DIRECTOR 

Karen Smart presented her report to the Committee highlighting the following points: 

Coronavirus impact – the impact on the airport continued to be severe.  Passenger 

numbers across the Manchester Airports Group as a whole and for Manchester Airport 

showed that passenger numbers were down by 90%.  At Manchester for the period 

April 2019 – March 2020 there had been 28m passengers compared to 2.8m for the 

same period 2020 – 2021.  The Government had published the report of the Global 

Travel Taskforce on 9th April which set out a risk based framework centred around a 

traffic light system that set out different restrictions based on whether a country was on 

the Green, Amber or Red list.  There were rules around PCR testing and quarantine 

depending on which category of country the passenger had travelled from or through.  

A Lateral Flow Test was required before boarding which must be negative and was at 

the passenger’s expense.  The system would be reviewed on a regular basis and 

further Government announcements were expected in early May.    

Karen explained the airport was hoping for further clarity around the Government criteria 

for categorisation and about the testing regime; Government had said the costs of Tests 

would reduce.  Information on when international travel would resume and which 

destinations was also awaited.  The airport was working closely with Government on a 

continual basis.  The Transport Select Committee had produced a report on 22 April 

which had called for greater clarity and certainty around these matters.   

Karen advised the passenger forecast for the current year was around 40% of previous 

traffic levels; the early part of the summer peak season would be affected by the current 

travel restrictions.   

There had been a ballot of staff regarding pay packages which had been recommended 

by the Trade Union; the ballot had been supported by staff.   

The latest climate target announced by the Prime Minister was below the Airport target 

which was to be net zero by 2038.   

New routes were outlined and included Aer Lingus flights from July 2021 to New York, 

Orlando, Boston and Barbados.   

For MAN-TP the new Terminal 2 would be open no earlier than 21 June although it was 

now fully ready to be operational.  Jet2, Virgin and Tui were looking to commence 

flights from late June.   

Members of the Committee were invited to raise questions or issues as follows: 
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• With reference to Pakistan being included on the ‘red’ list of countries from 16 

April, what was the procedure for passengers who arrived from Pakistan?  

Karen explained that there were no direct flights from Pakistan to Manchester.  

Any passengers who had travelled from Pakistan as part of their journey into 

Manchester would be identified by Border Force.  At present such passengers 

plus their bags would be escorted onto a bus and transported to Birmingham 

which was the nearest destination that had managed quarantine hotels.  

Manchester was in discussions with Government to participate in the managed 

quarantine scheme and would have a number of nominated hotels in the area.   

• Who decided the costs for the PCR tests?  Karen advised that tests for 

outbound passengers were a commercial product so it would be the provider who 

decided the price; some airlines gave a subsidy.  For inbound passengers the 

test had to be booked on the Government website and costs were set by 

Government.  Members noted different prices at other airports with Gatwick 

charging £60 compared to Manchester who charged nearly £100.  Karen 

explained that the test site at Manchester was so as to offer a service but the 

airport did not have involvement in the price.  They were currently undergoing a 

tender process for the testing service as it was expected to be in place for a 

while. 

• Would staff who had been on furlough require a period of re-training when they 

returned to work?  Karen explained that furlough rules did allow training and 

familiarisation to take place without affecting furlough payments.  The airport 

had a programme of preparation for recovery which was constantly being 

refreshed.  There was lots of training and familiarisation for the new Terminal 2.   

• Members asked for an understanding of the overall picture regarding staff 

numbers.  Karen responded that there was a small redundancy programme for 

Manchester staff.  The use of furlough was being maximised, and no members 

of staff were paid below the National Minimum Wage.    

   

RESOLVED: that the report be received and noted.   

3 DfT CONSULTATION ON NIGHT FLIGHTS   

Adam Freeman, Group Head of Environmental Strategy, updated on the DfT 

consultation on night flights.  The consultation proposed a national policy for all airports 

and covered a wide range of issues with the closing date of 31st May.  The consultation 

would be considered in depth at TAG on 14 May.   

There were a number of reasons that night flights were important: 

• They were essential to the express freight industry; 
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• At Manchester they were important for based aircraft who undertook around 3-4 

rotations per day. 

Current Aviation policy favoured a local approach rather than centrally imposed 

controls.  However, the Civil Aviation Act afforded the Secretary of State the power to 

‘designate’ airports and impose noise controls.  Manchester was not a designated 

airport and had local noise controls through various measures: 

• Wide ranging planning obligations including the S106 Agreement 

• Noise Action Plan and Night Noise Policy developed with stakeholders including 

the Consultative Committee 

• High degree of engagement with diverse groups of stakeholders 

• Six different night noise limits. 

The airport was supportive of continuing a local approach.   

Any proposals needed to manage the conflicts of complying with the Civil Aviation Act 

while also complying with the ‘balanced approach’ from ICAO covering the 4 elements 

of noise reduction – reducing noise at source; land use planning and management; 

noise abatement procedures; operating restrictions. 

In relation to operational disruption the airport hoped to see dispensations to ensure 

flexibility.  Members asked how many dispensations were likely?  Neil explained that 

there were only a few and this was more widespread during disruptions such as caused 

by weather conditions.  It was more of an issue for London Airports.   

Any new policy would be implemented from Autumn 2024.   

The Committee was advised that there had been progress with Cheshire East regarding 

progressing the renegotiation of the S106 Agreement. 

RESOLVED: that the update on the DfT consultation be received.       

4     COMMUNITY RELATIONS 

(a) The Aircraft Track and Noise Monitoring Reports for December 2020 – March 2021 

were received. 

(b) Neil Robinson updated on the Airspace Change and Modernisation project which 

was still in pause.  Government had provided bridging funding to support restarting the 

programme which was helpful.  The Airport proposed re - commencing stakeholder 

engagement in September this year and detailed consultation in 2022.   

(c) Lisa Cleminson updated on work to support homeless people.  There had been an 

increase in rough sleepers on the site particularly in the Ground Transport Interchange.  
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A number of organisations were undertaking initiatives, including GMP, the chaplaincy 

and Shelter but there was no coordinated approach.  Lisa had set up a Multi Agency 

Taskforce which now met on a quarterly basis.  The Taskforce had facilitated a twice 

weekly outreach visit to the site plus occasional ad hoc visits.  There were links with 

various organisations including City Council outreach and inreach services; housing 

solutions; Anti-Social Behaviour teams; chaplaincy; charities; Mental Health support; 

Shelter; British Transport Police and MAG Customer Services.  To date, the 

coordinated approach had resulted in accommodation for 11 former rough sleepers.  

An App was available whereby people could report rough sleepers.  The approach was 

to encourage rough sleepers to access support from various agencies but not to provide 

support at the airport site.  

Members were most appreciative of the detailed briefing on the issues at the airport, 

which previously had been largely unreported, and the airport was congratulated on it’s 

comprehensive approach to the problem. It was understood that further progress 

reports would be made to future meetings. 

(d) the Community Trust Fund (CTF) Annual Report had been circulated.  The Trustees 

had held a virtual meeting and made awards to 17 groups.  The Airport would shortly 

be commencing virtual support to some schools.  Members asked when community 

outreach might resume, noting that it was a valuable service especially in Knutsford.  

Rob advised that consideration was being given to how outreach might be undertaken 

and any suggestions would be welcomed  

RESOLVED: That the update be received. 

   

DATE OF NEXT MEETING: Friday 16 July 2021 at 10.00am.  
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