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ASSESSMENT

A1/3
Issue 7

1.

The proposal was initiated by Framework Briefing in June 2012 and was developed over a considerable period. The initial
consultation took place between February and May 2014 and resulted in the publication of 2 Feedback Reports (A and B). The
sponsor made a number of changes to the proposal consulted upon in order to try and accommodate the requirements of other
airspace users. Those changes generally resulted in a reduction in the volume of controlled airspace requested; consequently, no
further consultation on the revised proposal was required at that time.

2.

The revised proposal was submitted to the CAA in July 2015. The CAA assessment of the formal proposal was suspended in
October 2015 due to the immaturity of certain operational arrangements (associated with TC) and the requirement for the sponsor
to engage with certain aviation stakeholder groups in order to further mitigate the impact of the proposal on the GA Sports and
Recreational Aviation (S&RA)Sector.

2.

During simulation in July 2016, an operational issue was identified involving the proposed Farnborough arrivals routes from the
south and their interaction with Gatwick departure profiles. That interaction required the repositioning of the Farnborough arrival
routes further west. Whilst the revised routes fell just within the swathe previously consulted upon, the CAA considered that the
change was sufficiently significant to warrant a further period of consultation focussed on the geographical areas impacted by the
amended route design. The CAA initially required a consultation period of 8 weeks; following feedback from stakeholders, the
sponsor extended the period to 12 weeks, taking place in autumn 2016. That consultation is subject to a separate assessment

3.

Following an offer of assistance, the Future Airspace Strategy VFR Implementation Group (FASVIG) produced a report on the
airspace aspects of the proposal from the perspective of Sports & Recreational Aviation (S&RA). The report was aimed at
facilitating progress in resolving S&RA concerns over the proposal. Subsequently a number of meetings were held between TAG
Farnborough and GA representatives. These meetings, ,chaired by a member of the CAA independent of the ACP decision-making
chain, were aimed at exploring airspace sharing arrangements to mitigate the impact of the proposal GA (specifically gliding)
activity. These meetings failed to resolve any issues as GA stakeholders were reluctant to discuss FUA and access agreements,
instead wishing to concentrate on an alternative proposal. It is noted that the GA representatives were adamant that the CAA had
requested them to provide an alternative proposal whereas the CAA did not consider that to be the case. A separate review of the
GA ’Alternative Proposal has been undertaken to consider whether there are any characteristics that could usefully be considered.

4.

The consultation undertaken from 3 February to 12 May 2014 was comprehensive and well-publicised. It generated a large number
of responses from both aviation and environmental stakeholders. In total, 13177 comments from 2669 stakeholders
were submitted. These responses have been submitted by the sponsor in their original form; all have been read since the
submission of the proposal in July 2015.
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5.

Given the large amount of feedback to the consultation, the sponsor elected to produce an initial feedback document, Airspace
Consultation Feedback Report Part A, detailing the level of response and the issues that had been raised. Subsequently, the
sponsor published a further report, Airspace Consultation Feedback Report Part B, detailing TAG Farnborough’s response to the
issues raised.

6.

The consultation was primarily hosted via a website. The CAA was notified by the sponsor that a technical fault between 11th and
16 April 2014 had resulted in the loss of a number of consultation responses. To mitigate this issue, the consultation was extended
by 9 days and TAG Farnborough undertook publicity to highlight the issue in order to encourage those whose responses were lost
(believed to be 114) to resubmit. The course of action was considered appropriate by the CAA in the circumstances.

7.

The following general issues were identified by the sponsor:
•
•
•

8.

Analysis of the raw consultation submissions supports the sponsor’s assessment of the issues raised.

9.

The second feedback document, Airspace Consultation Feedback Report Part B, constituted a rigorous analysis of the consultation
responses and highlighted a number of steps that the sponsor was taking to address the issues raised during the consultation.
These included:
•
•
•
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Access to the proposed airspace (Aviation stakeholders)
Justification for the proposed change (Aviation and environmental stakeholders)
Safety issues associated with funneling/compression around/below the proposed airspace (Aviation and environmental stakeholders)

Redesign of departure routes
Reduction in the volume of airspace originally requested (-32%)
Redesign of 1 arrival route

10.

The proportion of the TAG Farnborough proposal referring to airspace over the Isle of Wight/Solent area was transferred to the
sponsorship of NATS as part of the LAMP 1A development in Winter 2014. This was due to the extending timelines associated
with the Farnborough change and the need to implement the change to support the LAMP 1A programme. The transfer was
endorsed by the CAA at that time.

11.

Whilst a number of process objections were registered, the CAA concluded that they did not invalidate the conduct of the
consultation.
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