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Subject: ScTMA Airspacs Change Proposal — Consultation Feedback

Thank you for responding 1o cur recent ScTWA Airspace Change Proposal and for your suppent to use
RMANT for cur change.

| als2 ncte your objection to cur ACP and hope that my responses 1o the points vou've raised below will
provide you with clarity arcund why MERL believes cur ACP is the right design, why we believe cur
implementaticn is necessary and timely and that yvou are assured by the steps we've taken cver the past
four years 12 ensure that Glasgow were able to influence, and benefit from, cur design:

1. New pesition of Glasgow held

MERL's consultation indicated the broad location of the held and didnt specify its actual locaticn.
On that basis, noting vour chjecticn 12 the held's new position, I'm keen 12 understand mare
about why vou've obiected 1o this, in particular what aspect(s) are causing concern, and what
steps you believe are within NERL's gift t2 gain your support ?

Turning ta the held itself, its lecation was based upan the location provided 1o a member of my
tear (N : co<;ondcnce o

August 307, 2017 primarily to accommadate the proposed Glasgow ACP. It was used during
MERL's Movember and December 2017 airspace simulaticns, witnessed by your team, and where
Glasgow ATC confirmed via feedback it's suitability as recorded within cur post-simulaticn
repcrt.

MERL believe we have invelved Glasgow in the decisicn arcund the locatien of the held and
would like 12 understand why a held lecation based on this location, which was suitable in
Cecember 2017, is na longer supported by Glasgow Airport.

Crucially, I'm sure you'll recognise the final pesition and crientation of this held must reflect the
needs of Glasgow Airpart, other local airports and of course airspace users within this airspace.
Our current planning, based upcn the last updated Glasgow Airport ACP design, is that this hald
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will be within 0.57nm of the positicn provided in the note from RGEECI Ve believe this small
change is necessary, will not materially impact the design previcusly discussed with Glasgow
Airport, and supperts the ACP designs being submitted by Prestwick and Edinburgh.  We're
preparing some wark arcund this aspect to share with Glasgow Airpert at cur meeting on
Septernber 7™ with.

2 DVOR remeval in relaticn to the Glasgow Airport ACP

The case for DVOR raticnalisaticn was subject o MATKRAC consultation in 2009 fellowing which
MERL was tasked with (varicusly] renewing / removing these assets, plus changing ATC
procedures that are based upcon them. Our records indicate that we commenced discussicns
with Glasgow Airport in January 2014 and have werked very closely with Glasgow Airport
bilaterally, within the Sccttish DODG and mast recently within the FASI(N) Steering and ScThA
Werking Greups arcund the impact this has upen airspace users.  Througheut, MERL has
consistently demenstrated considerable flexibility in re-scheduling <ur engineering and airspace
pregrammes to extend the planned date for these Tacilities 1o be withdrawn 12 assist Glasgow in
bringing forward its airspace change work,

Motwithstanding Glasgow Airport's changes, MERL must remave its own reliance on these
CWORs. The scope of cur ACP was therefzre changes io the design of Scottish TWMA airspace
that achieves this and which are related to the LakAK held move. Our reference to DVOR
withdrawal was therefore to explain cur cbligaticn to remove cur dependencies on these DY0ORs
by December 2019, and not to consult on DVOR remeval which is clearly cutside the scope of
this ACP and CAPT616.

| recegnise the timing difference between MERL's airspace change implementation and that of
lasgow Airpert. During this time, and censistent with recent discussions between teams from
Prestwick Centre and Glasgow Airport on June ‘IBm, 2018, and alsc with Jem Dunn, MERL has
committed work to explore the pessibility, impacts and risks of extending the service life of those
CYORs. Given the scope of cur ACP, "written assurances” that may be secured 1o do so must be
subject to hilateral discussicn between Glasgow Airpert and NATS and cannet be assured or fall
within the scope of this ACP.

3 The future of TRN / PTH DVORs and sufficient Focus on Glasgow .

As noted previcusly, MERL must remove its dependency on these DVORs by end of 2079, with
cur ACP ensuring that STARs will not be dependant on these facilities froem 20200 We nete the
reliance of Glasgow's S10s on them and the ongeing bilateral discussicns above relating 1o the
CYOR netwerk and the focus on a later planned retirement of these assets.

Curing cur regulatory preparation, MERL received direction from CAA not 1o include reference to
Glasgow changes since Glasgow had not actually commenced their CAPT1816 process. Thus,
irrespective of the considerable focus we have provided to Glasgow's needs to date, we acted
upcn this direction in not referencing the expected Glasgow Airport ACP which is of course,
cutside of the scope for cur change.

We believe we've provided substantial focus on Glasgow's cperations over several years, noting
the support and close working between both organisations arcund the need for timely change,
airspace design and alsc ofthe design criteria that may prove successful for all stakehzlders 1o
the Glasgow operation, including lessons chserved from other netwerk stakeholders. Our intent
throughout has been o assist Glasgow, and we continue to suppart this focus on Glasgow
operaticns through cur direct commitment 1o the FASIINY Werking and Steering Groups and alsc
bilaterally to the extent we are able, as requested by Glasgow, througheut your CAPTET6 ACP
journey.



4, The future of the LIBBA hold ...

The intreduction of the RULUR held, being an RMAY facility, cbviates the need for a contingency
STAR and held at LIBBA. Coensequently, and based upan yvour feedback, the work underway at
this stage of the ACP will confirm cur intent to remaove LIBBA.

5 Changes to STARs at STIRA, FOYLE and FYNER —

Consistent with previcus CAA direction abowve, WERL did not speculate on Glasgow's ACP
pending the commencement of your werk under CAPTATA.

MERL must remcve cur dependency en thase STARs / halds using these CWVORs threugh the
replicatien of these STARs and helds under RMAYS.  Further werk related tc this aspect is
underway, by both Edinburgh and MERL, and will be coordinated with you and your teams via
your bilateral Glasgow ACP engagement and wvia the FASIN) Steering and ScThA Working
Groups respectively.

I hope we can agree that there has been substantial close working between Glasgow Airport and
NERL, bth bilaterally and within the FASIIN) Steering Group / Werking Group and its predecessors, |
trust you are able 1o evidence, cutside of the scope of cur ACP decument, the level of work we've
ccllaborated arcund o suppert Glasgow Alrpert's develepment and investment aims, however IT you
remain in deoubt or are still concemed about the exient of this cellaberation, I'd be happy to spend
whatever time Is necessary with you 1¢ provide assurance of the work NERL have done with members of
the Glasgow Airport team.

Througheut, MERL has been clear arcund cur need 1o act in goed time 1o the direction of CAA. Qur ACP
reflects our need 12 end cur reliance on these OVOR assets by 2019, and | hope this provides you with
assurance that we have taken, and continue to take, Glasgow's airspace change plans inte acozunt, and
that we're preparing a wider ATKM environment that will enable yvour ACP when you are ready 1o bring that
proposal forward under CAPT616.

In the meantime, may | offer the support of me and my team tc maintain cur commitment 1o close
working so that we bath may benefit

Yours sincerely,



