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Appendix D — Written question S5W-26030, Scottish Parliament

Unionist Partv Date Lodﬂed 29/10/2019 R

To ask the Scottish Government how it is encouraging more long-haul flights from Scottish airports.

Answered by Michael Matheson (07/11/2019):

The Scottish Government adopts a Scotland-wide approach to route development. This cross Government
partnership involving Transport Scotland, Scottish Development International and VisitScotland, works closely
with Scotland's airports to provide support to airlines in a way which can be instrumental in securing new routes
or expanding an existing service.

The Scottish Government provides support in the form of attractive cooperative marketing packages and
market intelligence and data on the potential of the Scottish market. Additional support can be considered for
airlines which wish to base aircraft in Scotland considering the economic benefits, including job creation, that
comes with such a development.

Improving Scotland’s air connectivity is one of this Government’s top priorities, with a focus on routes that are
important for business and inbound tourism. In recent years, our partnership with Scotland’s airports has helped
secure new links between Scotland and Doha, Dubai, Boston, Chicago, Washington, New York, Philadelphia,
Beijing and a number of European cities.

Now, more than ever, we need to make it easy for Scotland to do business with the rest of the world and
improving air connectivity is key to that. The Scottish Government will continue to promote Scotland as a
destination which can sustain more direct international air services and better global hub connectivity and will
continue to work with all Scotland'’s airports to achieve these objectives.

Current Status: Answered by Michael Matheson on 07/11/2019

Source:
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx?SearchType=AdvanceandReferenceNu
mbers=S5W-26030andResultsPerPage=10
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Appendix E - DAP1916/ Statement of Need

A & - Statement of Need: Intended Change to Notified

¥ e used to provide information o the TAA about an Intended change. Once this form s

n please submit It by clicking the button at the end of this form.

L. Change Title

Flexse enter a title for this intended dchange, (max Bl charaders ): ©

Edinburgh Alrport Alrs pace Change Programme

1. Change Sponsor Detalls
Please seled the appropriate ctegory and mmplete. =
* & Company
An Uninorporated Asscdatlon or other body

Indhviduzl [ Induding sole traders and partnerships )

2a. A Company Registered Company name {In full) =
Edinburgh Alrport Limited

Registered Company Mumber
SO096E323

Country of Company Registration

Registered Ofioe Address
Edinburgh Alrport, Ednburgh

Pos tonde
EH12 90N

E-miall

communic@tions &ednbunghairport com

Trading name | If appllcble }

Trading Address (primary site}

Country
Scokland

Pos tonde
EH12 90N

‘Website address

www.edinburghairport.om

Primary Polnt of Contact Name =

Telephone *

Semndary Point of Contact Mame

E-miall

2. Independent Aviation/Alrspace Consultancy
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| 5 an Independent Aviatlon/Alrs peoz Cons ultancy Involved In this proposal?

4. y of Intended Ch

Please use the check bowes below to Indcate the nature of the Intended change(s )z *

Fllght Informaticn Reglon Upper Information Reglon Terminal Control Area
—' [ENR2.1) — [ENR 2.1) — (ENR 2.1)
xher Reguiated Alrs pace (] Lower ATS Routes Upper ATS Routes
— [ENR2.2) — [ENR3.1) — (ENR3.2)
[ Area Navigation Routes Hellcopter Routes () SEher Routes
~ (ENR33) —' (ENFR 3.4) ~ (ENR 1.5)
[ En-Raute Holding () Mame-Code Designators Frohibsted/Restricted/Danger Areas
= (ENR1.6) = [ENR 4.4) —' [ENRE.1)
Military Exercise/ Cther Danger) Aerial/Sporting/Redeational
| Training Areas _| Hazard | Actiities
(ENR 5.2) (ENR 5.3} (ENR 5.5}
Bird Migration/Sers Itive Fauna ATS Alrs pace [ Flight Procedures
—' [ENR 5.5) — [AD-EGKN-2.17) = (AD-EGXX-2.22)
ATCSMAC () Standard Instrument Departure [ Standard Arrival Route
— (AD-EGKH-5) — [AD-EGKN-E) — (AD-EGXX-7)
I restrument Approsch Procedurs Wisual Referenoe Polnt Release of Controdled Alrs paoe
= (AD-EGNH-E) = =

Please use the ched box below to Indcte whether this |5 an administratibse change:

|_ | Does your proposal represent an administrative change tothe Aeronautical Information Publlction (ATP)7F
5. Statement of Nead

Fleas e provide a brief ‘Statement of Need' expressing explidtly what airs peoz Issue or opportunity you are seeking to addness. Your
Statement of Need shiould dearty articulate the current situation, the Esue (and the use of It) to be resolved or the opportunity to
be sddress ed along with any other fators or reguirements_ ®

The existing skuation:

Edinburgh Alnport is In West Edinburgh dose tothe Frth of Forth. | has several mommunities dose to Edinburgh at each «nd of the
runweay. |t has 2 single runway (06/24) with six conwentional SID routes and three STARS:
& SO GISAM IC dejparture 24 for jet alnoraft ondy;

& SO GOSAM 1D departure 06 for jet slroraft only;

& SIO: TALLAEC departure 24 for jet and non-jet alroaft;

& SID: TALLAED departure 06 for jet and non-jet alroait;

& SID: GRICEAC departure 24 for jet and noni-jet alromaft;

& SID: GRICEAD departure 06 for jet and non-jet alroaft;

* STAR- STIRA LA

= STAR: TWEED2B / 2C § 2D / EDNZE; and

# STAR B-RMAYW: TWEED ZA / EDN 34

Alrmaft departing to the north of Ednburgh ooms lonally fiy @ non-SID route via FIPAR / alrway NBS4.

The pattern of traffic on any day depends on the diredion of the wing, sinoe this determines which direction of thie runway 15 used
The prevalling wind is from the south west, In 20018 runway 24 was used, B9% of the time and rurway 06 was used 31% of the
thm.

Edinburgh Alnport s Sootland’s capital diy alrport. The strong demand for servioes makes It Sootlands busiest alrport fiying to more
destinatiors that amy other Soottish alrport.

The Issue or apportunity to be addressed:

Edinburgh Alnport s growing fast. In 2016 cur Independent ecnomic impad: study showed the 11 2m passengers we had then
equated to Elbn GWVA and 23,000 jobs sorcss Soobtland - that's 2,000 jobs and E90m GVA for every milllon passengers. Sinoe that
study, we've added 3.1 m passengers, handing 14.3m In 2018 And that suggests we'e generated an additional 5,000 jobs and
ancther E270m GYA aooss Sootland.

Our long-hiaul mnnedivity I Increasing with the Midde Exst and China the recent additions toour services - our lang-haul growth
rates are one of the quickest In the UK, from one long haul servos in 2012 to 14 In 20 18. Our growth tangets continue to be
ambiticus, with more long-haul routes to new destinations 25 well as Increased s hort haul 2nd Eurcpean serdaes on our short-term
and long-term plans. Our masterplan projeds passenger growth to 20 milllon by 2035.

The benefits of this networi to Sootland’s position In world marikets and therefore to our emnomy are substantial. That growth Is
Itself reflective of Sotlands economic performance and our attradiveness as a destination for visitors from the four comers of the
world. And It |5 becaus.e of this attractiveness and our global reputation that we belleve that this growth will mntinue.

Thae: growth, In the main, is driven by visitors to Soobland. The appetite for people from aooss the globe tovisi cur country remains
undiminished This growth, 255 Isted by progres s Ive Sottish Government polides Iinduding the halving of Alr Fassenger Duty, will
miean that aviation and Ednburgh Alrport will continue to be ane of the maln drivers of the Soottish eoonomy.

With this growth comes the need to maximilse the freguency at which arcraft @n depart in sucoess lon. The frequency ab which
alroaft n depart In suacession s determined by wake vortex {or flow of air behind alroaft) and by the route design. Currently due to
the design of the departure routes, the standard departure Interval between sucess Ive departures Is two minutes, but <n be upta
five minutes, dependng on alrcraft performanoe, whid s Impadted by a rumber of isdors Induding type, age, welght, and passenger
load. These departure Interals often result In delays at busy times, espedally during the first wave of degartures In the morming
usually between 0E00-0700. Henoe the Inftlal portion of the departure routes 15 a bottle-nedc which limits the ronwey cpedty and
2uses delays. The current declared runway @padty Is 2 maximum of £ mowements per hour.

The proposal:

We propose to Introduce a number of RNAV] Standard Instrument Departures (S10s ), RNAVE Arrival Trans itons and RNAWS STARs In
order to meet technicl requirements and Improve airs paoe effidency and apadty. Our target runway capadty Is 50 movements per
haour

These new routes will tzke advantage of iImproved navigational capabiiity, which will 2llow better planning and increase the cpadty of

the alrspece and the runway, particulary in peak times. This may also minimise the environmental Impads of flights In terms of the
total number of people overfiown, 25 well as when and how often they are overflown - while also otting average OO2 emissions.

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 5
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We believe an Improved alrs paoe with the right Aight paths and technology for Edinburgh Alrport will ensure our alnport @n meet
existing and future demand by Increasing the c@pactty of Its runways and allow fllghts to depart with fewer delays and environmental
Impads.

The airspace change will follow the regulatory process for changing alrspece design, Indluding community engagement requirements ,
set out by the CAA In CAPIG1E.

We will ensure that our proposal cmmplles with Resolution 36/23 ratified by the 36th International Clvil Aviation Authority
Organisation (ICAQ) General Assembly, and with the UK Government’s Future Alrspaoe Strategy (FAS), by Introdudng routes and
procedures ompllant with Performance Based Navigation (FBN) aiteria. We understand that sirports ane required to make these
changes by 20:24. We will also ensure that our designs are safe and meet ICAD design and CAA requirements and that they work
within the broader aviation framework In Sootland and North England. Due the lootion of the anport, we will work with &md ronme ntal
agendes toensure future designs take Into conslderation Sotland's natural landscpe.

Pleas e spedfy the atitudes (where applicabie ) affected by your Statement of Need:
|¥ Burface to below 4,000 feet

[#] 4,000 feet to below 7,000 feet

_| 7,000 feet to below 20,000 feet

_ ) 30,000 feet and above
G. Proposed Dates

Pleas e provide your propos ed date for the submission of your change proposal o the CAA This s hould be the dabe on whidh you are
expecting to submit your formal alrs pace change proposal to the CAA. Fease note that wour formal airs pace change proposal must be
submitted alongside all of the supporting documentation requined by the CAA to complete our reguiatory assessment of the Proposal;
mnseguently the date on which you place Inthis field s hould represent the point at which you will have the formal alrspace dhange
propos al and all of the supporting documenitation ready to submit to the CAA. This date is reguired to assist us with the allacation of
the required CA&-resource to your propesal and therefore 1T |5 a key date In cur planning process . Whilst we will try to aoommaodate
your spedfied times@ies, there may be ooassions where It Is not possibie for us to do so given the large number of projects that are
aiready n process ' You should also nobe that any changes tothe abowe dabte may Impad: cur abiiity to process your airs pace change
propos.al within your preferred timescies. & should also be noted that from September 20 18 any amendments submitted by a Data
Origirator or ANSP for onward promulgation In the U I8P will be subjed to the Asronautical Data Quality Requirements. Ses
Commission Regulation (EU) No 73730 10 (updated by 1029720 14) and CAP 10 54: Asronauti@l Information Management guldanoe

miaterial for further Information. These requirements will be dsossed In greater detall during the course of your Initial meeting with
the CARA

| ¥ Confirmation of Understandng =
Flease provide your proposed date for the submission of your change proposal to the Cas, *
09 Har 2020

Flease provide your propos ed AIRAC effective date ®
ARAC 032021

I this change forms 2 part of 2 modular airs pace change proposal please provide the relevant title and further Information below (Nobe
we will require Individual submissions for eadh module) . =

Ha

I this change requires the Implementation of a Five-Letter Name Code [SUNC) please spedfy your requirements below: ®
This will ke determined when first draft designs are completed.
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o]
Edinburgh Airport &

Where Scotland meets the world

Appendix F — Assessment meeting agenda

v
Edinburgh Airport £

Date: monday, 17 June 2019
Meeting title/subject: EAL Airspace Change Ass=ssment Meeting

Meeting location: Avigtion House, 2nd Floor, ISP Large Meeting Room

1. Introductions

2. Statement of Need discussion and review

3. Issues and/or opportunities arising from proposed change — including FAS] (M)
4. Provisional indication of the level and process requirements

5. Proposed approach and timeline

6. Mextsteps

7. ACB

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 7
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Appendix G — Assessment meeting minutes

MINMUTES OF EDINBURGH AIRPORT ASSESSMENT MEETING
HELD AT AVIATEON HOUSE, GATWICK AIRPORT
0N MOMDAY, 1T JUNE 2013

Distribuied to CAA and published on the CAA Portal

CAA = Chil Avlation Authority
EAL = Edinburgh Alport LimBad

Appointment

Alrspace Regulator (Tachnical)

Pringpal Alrspacs Reguiator

Alrspace Requiator (Engagement & Consultation)
Alrspace Requiator (Engagement & Consultation)
Alrspace Regulaior [Envinnment)

Pringipal Alrspace Reguiator (via conferencs call)
Alrspace Regulator [Economist) (via conference cal)
Alrspace Change Sponsor

Engagement & Consutation workstream lead
Project Manager

|

FEESEERELE

CAA Assassment Mesting Oponing Statsment

CAA noted that the Statemeant of Need and Meeting Agenda wens recelved In advanca of the
Assegsment Maeting and confirmed that these documents would be published togather wih the
presentation materal and minutes of Me mesting on the CAA webelte. CAA explained the purpose
of the meeting and comfimed that the meeting was an Assessment Mesing and not a Gateway.
The CAA minforced that the Sponsor was required to provide 3 broad description of Meir proposed
approach to mesting the CAA'S CAP 1516 reguirements, but e CAA was not deciding whether
the proposed approach met the detalled requirements of the CAA'S process at this stage. The
pUIpOEE Of the Assesement Meeting (set out In detall In CAP 1616) was broadly:

fof the SpOnsOr in present and MSCuss Melr Statement of Nead,
10 enabie the CAA 10 consider whether the propasal concemad falls within the scope of the
mljmmm

» i enable the CAA 10 consider the appropiate provisional Level to 3sskgn fo the change

proposal.

Addiionaily, the Sponsor was required to provide Information on how it Intended to proceed to fulfl
the requre'rem; of the alrspace mm-g-e pmcess and 1o provide Infiormaton on imessales. LBE-'.I}'.
the sponsor was required bo provigi2 Informiation on how It Intended to mest the engagement

reguiremanis of the vanous stages of Mie alfspace change process.

ACTION
Esm 1 — Infroduction
«  The CAA team Imtroduced hemsshes and their specialy areas for the Mo action
CAP1E1E process. reguired.
» The EAL team Introduced themsatves and the role they play for Edinburgh
Alport's Alrspace Changs Programme.

Wersion 1.1 January 2018 Apsessment Mesting Minuies CAP1616; Alrspace Dasign
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em 2 — Statement of Meed [dizcussion and raview)

The EAL team ran through the published statement of need (SOM), thelr
presantation |atachad) covesesd:

The existing stustion 2t EAL-

Singie runway (D6/24) with 5 conventional SI0 routes and 3 STARS {non-
SID rowie PIPAR)

- In 2048, nemeay 24 was used 59% of the Hime and runway 06 used 31% of
the time

- Daparture Intesval delays at busy tmes (peak 06:00 — 07:00)

- Declared numway capachy ks a max of 42 movemenis per hour

- EMinburgh Alfport masterpian fgures project growsh over tha nead 20
years, with delays to movements In paak axpectad to Increzse In 2021,

The CAA queriad 3 statement within the SN referencing growth “assisted by
Ftt-gre-ssh'e Scofish polcies INcLdNg alving Alr Passenger Duty” afer tha

Scottish Govemment announcad they won't b delvering this reduction In policy.
EAL advisad that since the SON has been lodged, Scotfish Govemment
announced they wouid not be fufiling this election promise, but EAL's work with
bourism organisations stil pragict tourtsm growth over coming years even without
the assistance fom Scotiish Government. The CAA askad the aliport to amand
this statement within e SON.

EAL proposed to modemise the alrspace by Tollowing the CAP1516 process and
Introduce RMAV1 SIDs, RMAV Amival Transitions and RMAVS STARs. EAL
advised they need i INcrease capacty 1o minkmise delays during peak times and

Indicated a tanget numway capacity of S0 movemants per hour.

The CAA mentioned that the SON refermad to the Future Alrspace Strategy (FAS).
It was highlighted that this has been replaced by the Alrspace Modemisaton
Strateqy (AMS) and, athough sl refemed to by Indusiry as FAS, this Is Incomect
and also requined amendment within the SOM.

The CAA asked the alrport to amend the SOM as descrived above and to pubiish
on the CAA Alrspace Change Portal as VE.

e 3 — lesuss of opportunities arsing from proposed changs

E&l advisad of an Is5ue 10 be addressed will b= the accommaodation of adjacent
arspace siruchures Incuding those wlised by the MOD and BizA.

For the last year, EAL has baen working with FASI-N to push the use of the
airspace around EAL's dedicaiad space and have agreed in principle with FASI-N
to Imvestigate an opportunity Mat may allow this.

The CAA asked the alrport to consider whether its ACP had a dependency upan
the FASHN programme.  EAL advised that at this point in ime It was an

coportunity for imvestigation and there was curmently no dependency on FASIN,

Viersion 1.1 January 2018 Assessment Mesting Minuies CAP1516: Alrspace Deslgn
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Fem £ — Opthons to explolt opportunities or address lesuss Identfed

EAL advisad the FASIN opporiunity s at an ldeas stage and requires further
Investigative work to davelop a concept for testing. EAL will work with FASI-N o
ENEUre the programmes run In paralisl,

Kem 5 — Provisional Indication of the scals level and procsss requiremsnts

The CAA confimed that EAL's Alrspace Change Programme falls within scops of
the GAP 1616 process and |s provisionally consitered a5 3 Level 1 ACP.

The CAA clarifed tat engagement with key stakishoiders is expected In the eary
stages of the CAP 1616 process; the Consultation Strateqy wil be required later in
the process for SUBMISEIoN at he Stage 3 CONSULT Gateway. The CAA also
highlighted that Citizen Space would be used during the Stage 3 CONSULT
phase. In addion, It was emphastsed that ciear audh tralls [ threacs ane required
throughout each stage of the process and at evidence which valldates the
sEements wihin the mmmmmlaﬂb&mm

The CAA provided ciartfication for Stage 26 In which Inftial options appralsal
needs to be camied out by the sponsor. The CAA expects o see the Intial options

appralsal applied 1o all viable options; this should Inciude qualtative and | of
quantiative assessMment In accondance with CAP161E, the WeoTAG guidance and
The Green Book.

The CAA confimmed that the requinements of the Tull st of ensinonmenital
assepsment mechanisms, as s2i out In CAP1616, wowld nead o be usad.
However, it was also staied that a case could De made fior the use, or [ack of use,
of 3 partkcular metric and also fior the wus=e of 3 viable aflemative metic should the
EpONSOr require; atamatve methods avallabie o the sponsor should not be
discounted without engagement wiih the CAA

[tem & — Proviglonal procass timescales

EAL ran through the projected imescales for the programme In line with CAP1516
allowing for paper SUDMISSIONS 10 Me CAA two weeks ahead of each gateway
assEEEmEnt. The GAA atvisad they require the EAL submissions at least four
weeks prior 10 the agreed gateway meetings — EAL requested the coportunity o
reviaw the imescales based on this advice.

EAL submittad 3 revised Smeline proposal:

o1 Define - 251019
52 Develop & ASsess - 28/02720

53 Consult {pre-public consuitation) - 290520
54 submit proposal - 250121

S5 - Decide [0y CAA) — 26001121 — DVDE
ATC training — 3007721 to 2701722
Implement - 021221 - 270122

The CAA reviewed the revised timetable and advised that s has been approved
by the CAA

Viersion 1.1 January 2018 Assassment Meating Minuies CAP1516: Alrspace Deskgn
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lkem 7 — Next steps

Oncs the CAA reviewed the minutes, they jand any related matesials) are to be
published on the portal no later than two weeks after this meating.

EAL advisad thelr aporoach for engagement throughout the process, Was 10 Work
wilh focUs groups represanting community, aviation and representative agencies
o develop and test thinking throughout the CAP1616 process. EAL advised that
through thelr lessons ieamead on Drevious engagement, that 1own hall mestings
where many atiend but only few NEve a vDICE, Wese not Constuctive 50 would not
b= hiolding this bat would Instead work with drog In sessions, socdal media and
radional commUnIcaTon Methods 10 engage Siakenolders troughou the
Programme.

The CAA asiad 10 D2 made awarz of whnen B[H'I'IH'IJI'Iltj' SEEE|DNE Wara tE-l"Igl'IIHI]
ax they may llke io observe If timings aliowed. The CAA also encouraged EAL to
conskler using the engagement and consultation matenal collected during its

previous alrspace change proposal to Influence an example or draft st of Design
Principles to suppart its Siage 18 engagement achvities.

ftem 8 — Amy other buainess

n'a.

ACTIONS ARISING FROM EDIMBURGH AIRPORT'S AIRSPACE CHANGE PROGRAMME
ASSESSMENT MEETING

Subject Hamsa Lction Daadilng

Viersion 1.1 January 2018 Assessment Meating Minuies CAP1516: Alrspace Deslgn
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Appendix H — DAP1916/ Statement of Need v2

A & - Statement of Need: Intended Change to MNotified

¥ D& used to provide informaton to the CAA about an Intended change. Once this form s

n please submit It oy clicking the button at the end of this form.

1. Change Title
Flease enter a title for this intended change, (max B0 characers ): =
Edinburgh Alrport Alrs peoce Change Programimie
1. Change Sponsor Detalls
Flease seled the appropriate category and cmplete. =
*) & Company
An Uninorporated Assodation or other body

Indhvidual [ Induding sole traders and pertnerships )

2a. A Company Registered Company name {In full) =
Edinburgh Alrport Limited

Registered Company Mumber
S096EZ23

Country of Company Registration

Registered Ofice Address
Edinburgh Alrport, Edinburgh

)

Tomde
EH1Z 90N

E-miall

commaniations @ ednburghalrport .oom

Trading nams (If 2pplicble)

Trading Address {primary site}

EHI1Z 90N

‘Website address

www_edinburghairport.com

Primary Polnt of Contact Mame =

Telephone *

E-miall *

Semndary Point of Contact Name

Telephone

E-mall

2. Independent Aviation/Alrspace Consultancy

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 12



_| s an Independent Aviatlon/Alrs o Cons ultancy Involved In this propos al?

ded Ch

4. ¥ of Int

Flexse use the chedk boxes below to Indocte the

Flight Information Reglon

nature of the Intended change(s ): *

Upper Irdformation Reglon

Edinburgh Airport A

Where Scotland meets the world

Terminal Control Area

[

— [ENR 2.1} — [ENR 2.1} — (ENR 2.1)
xher Regulated Alrs paoe | Lower ATS Routes Upper ATS Routes
— [ENMR 22} — [EMR 3.1} — (ENR 3.2}
[ Area Navigetion Routes Helloopter Routes [ Cher Routes
— [EMR 33} — [EMR 3.4) — [(ENR 3.5}
F En-Route Haldng F Name-Code Deslgnators Frohibited Restricted/Danger Areas
— [EMR 3.5} — [EMR 4.4) — [ENR5.1)
Military Exerds e/ Other Dangern Axrial/Sporting/Reoeational
_| Training Areas | Hazard | Activities
[EMR 52} [EMR 53} [ENR 5.5}
Bird Migration/Sers ithve Fauna ATS Alrs paos F Flight Procedures
— [EMR 5.5] — [AD-EGXX-Z.1T) — [AD-EGXX-2.23)
ATCSMAC F Standard Irstrument Departure F Standard Arrival Route
— [AD-EGXX-5) — [AD-EGEX-G6) — [AD-EGXX-T)

Instrument Approach Procedure Wisual Reference Polint Release of Controlled Alrs paoe
— [AD-EGXX-E) —~ —
Please use the check box below to Indicte whether this 15 an administrathse change:

|_| Does your proposal represent an administrative change tothe Aeronautical Information Publication [AIR)?
5. Statement of Need

Please provide 2 brief ‘Statement of Need' expressing explidtly what alrs pace Issue or apportunity you are seeking to address. Your
Statement of Need should dearly articulate the current situation, the Esue (and the ouse of It) to be resolved or the opportunity to
be address ed along with any other fadors or requirements. ®

Thae existing s kuation:

Edinburgh Alrport Is In West Ednburgh dose tothe Frth of Forth. B has several mmmunities dose to Edinburgh at each end of the
runweary. | has 2 single runway (06/24) with six conventional SID routes and three STARS:
& SO GOEAM IC departure 24 for jet alnoaft ondy;

& SID; GOEAM 1D departure 06 for jet alroaft only;

& SO TALLAERC departure 24 for jet and non-jet slroaft;

& SO TALLAED departure 06 for fet and non-jet alraaft;

& SO GRICE3C departure 24 for jet and non-jet alroraft;

& SO GRICEAD departure 06 for jet and non-jet alnoaft;

* STAR: STIRALA;

# STAR: TWEED2B 7 23C f 2D/ EDNZE; and

# STAR B-RNAV: TWEED 24 / EDN 34

Alrraft departing to the north of Ednburgh cozs lonally fiy & non-5SID route via PIPAR / alrwey NBG4.

The pattern of traffic on any day depends on the diredion of the wind, since this determines which direction of the rurway 15 used
The prevalling wind is from the south west, In 2018 runway 24 was used, B9% of the time and rursay 06 was used 31% of the
thme.

Edinburgh Alrport s Sootland's @pital dity alrport. The strong demand for serdoss makes It Sotlands busiest alrport fying to more
destinatiors that amy other Soottish alrport.

The Issue or opportunity to be addressed:

Edinburgh Alrport ks growing fast. In 20 16 cur Independent ecnomic Impac study showed the 11.2m passengers we had then
equated to £1bn GVA and 23,000 jobs acoss Smtland - that's 2,000 jobs and E90m GVA for every milllon passengers. Sinae that
study, we've added 3.1 m mssengers, handing 14.3m In 2018 And that suggests we've generated an additional 6,000 jobs and
anather E270m GVA aguss Sotiand.

Our long-haul mnnedivity Is Inceasing with the Midde Exst and China the recent additions toour services - our long-haul growth
rates are one of the quickest In the UK, from one long haul serdas in 2012 to 140n 20 18, Our growth targets continue to be
ambiticus, with more long-haul routes to new destinations as well as Increased s hort haul and European serdaes on our s hort-term
and long-term plans. Dur masterpian projeds passenger growth to 20 milllon by 2035,

The benefits of this network: to Sootlands position In world markets and therefore to our emnomy are substantial. That growth 15
Itself reflective of Sotlands emnomic performance and cur attradiveness as a destination for visitors from the four mmers of the
world. And It |s because of this attraciveness and our giobal reputation that we belleve that this growth will mntinue.

The grosth, In the main, Is driven by vWsitors to Sotland. The appetite for peopie from aooss the globe tovisit cur muntry remains
undiminished This growth will mean that adation and Edinburgh Alrport will mntinue to be one of the main drivers of the Sottish
ECDNOY.

With this growth comes the need to maximise the frequency at which Ancraft @n depart In suocess lon. The frequency ab which
alroaft @n depart In sucession is determined by wake vortex {or flow of ar behind alroaft) and by the route design. Currently due to
the design of the departure routes, the standard departure Intenal between sucessive departures Is two minutes, but @n be upta
fiwe minutes, dependng on alnmaft performanae, which Is Impaced by a rumber of tacors Induding type, age, welght, and passenger
load. These departure Intervals often result in delays at busy times, espedally during the fArst wawe of departures In the morming
usually between 0E00-0700. Henoe the Inftlal portion of the departure routes |5 & bobtle-neck which limits the runwey cipedty and
uses delays. The aurment dedlaned runway @padty Is 2 maxdmum of £ movements per hour.

The proposal:
We propose to modernise Edinbungh Alrpart's flilght paths to meet technical requirements and Improve alrspae effidency and @pacty.
These new routes will take adantage of Improved navigetional @pability, which will 2llow better planning and Increase the @padty of

the alrspece and the runway, partialary in peak times. This may also minimise the environmental Imgeds of flights In terms of the
total number of people overfiown, 25 well as when and how often they are overflown - while also outting average CO2 emisslons.

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 13
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We believe an Improved airs paoe with the right fllght paths and technalogy for Edinburgh Alrport will ens ure our ainport @n meet
existing and future demand by Increasing the @pacty of Its runways and allow flights to depart with fewer delays and environmental
Impads.

The airspace change will follow the regulatory process for changing 2irs pece design, Induding community engagement requirements,
set out by the CAA In CAPIGLE.

We will ensure that our proposal mmplles with Resolution 36/23 ratifled by the 35th International Civil Aviation AuthortyOrganis
atlon [ICAO) General Assemibly, and with the UK Government's Alspece Modemisation Strategy by introdudng routes andprooedures
comipilant with Performanoe Based Navigation |[PEN) aitera. We understand that alnports are required to make thesedhanges by 20
24, We will asoensure that cur designs are safe and mest ICAD des lgn and CAA reguirements and that they workwithin the
broader aviation framework In Sootland and Morth England. Due the location of the ainport, we will work with erdronmentaigendes
toensure future designs take Into mnsideration Smtlands natural landsape.

Plexse spedfy the altitudes [(where applicable | affected by your Statement of Need:

|¥ Surface to below 4,000 feet

o 4,000 feet tobelow 7,000 feet
_| 7000 feet to below 20,000 feet

_| 20,000 feet and abowve

6. Froposed Dates

Flease provide your propos ed date for the submilsslon of wour change propasal to the CAA. This should be the date on which you are
expecting to submit your formal alrs pace change proposal to the CAA. Please note that your formal airs pace change proposal must be
submitted alongside all of the supporting documentation requined by the CAA to complete our reguiatory assessment of the Propasal;
mns equently the date on which you place inthis fleld s hould represent the point at which you will hawe the formal alrspace diange
propos al amd all of the supporting documenitation ready to submit to the CAA. This date is reguired to assist us with the allacation of
the required CAA-resource ta your proposal and therefore It |5 a key date In cur planning process. Whilst we will try to aoommaodate
your spedfied times mies, thare may be oozsslons where It is not possibie for us o do 5o given the large number of projects that are
already n process ' You should also note that any changes tothe above dabe may Imgad our abliity to process your airs pace change
propos.al within your preferred times czles. & should also be noted that from September 20 18 any amendments submitted by a Data
Origlrator or ANSP for onward promiulgaticn In the UK IAIP will be subjed to the Asronautical Data Quallty Requirements. See
Commission Regulation [EUN No 73730 10 (updsted by 10 29,720 14) and CAP 1054: Amronautical Information Management guldenoe

miaterial for further Information. These requirements will be dsoussed In greater detall during the course of your Initial meeting with
the CAA

| ¥ Confirmation of Understandng ®
Flease provide your propos ed date for the submission of your change proposal to the CAs *
Z5 January 2021

Flease provide your propos ed AIRAC effective date *
ARAC 012022

¥ this change forms a part of 2 modular airs pace change proposal please provide the relevant title and further Information below (Nobe
we will require Indwidual submissions for each module) . ®

Na, at this point in Eime we do nat belleve there s any dependency on any other airspace change proposals.

I this change requires the Implementation of a Five-Letter Name Code [SLNC) please spedfy your requirements below: =
Thiz will b= determined when first draft designs are completed.
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Appendix | - Step 1a Pass

From
Sent: 01 July 2015 15:08

Subject: 20130701 ACP-2019-32 Edinburgh Airport Airspace Change Programme

Aﬂernoon-

Perfect, thank you very much.

| can formally confirm that, following the publication to the Portal of the documents that you have provided, that is Stage 1a complete. | am told that you
are able to progress the Portal to step 1b; please do so but let me know if this isn’t the case and | will chase it from this end.

Kind regards,

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 15
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Appendix J - CAP1616: Appendix D

Airspace Design

Appendix D: Airspace design principles

Appendix D

c

o

- - - - S @

Airspace design principles 8

5

When to undertake What does this -

this activity activity entail? 2

The development of principles that _g

Stage 1: 1A: Assess requirsment X describe the qualities a change should o
Define : seek to achieve, such as (but not

1B: Design principles v

Define gateway

limited to) local priorities and tradeoffs
regarding the distribution of noise.

Stage 2 2A: Options development X Engagement with local community,
Dec;’e'o" operational and other relevant
ana assess . : g :
28: Options appraisal o stakeholders to establish those =
O
design principles. ®
Develop and Assess gateway on p P a
: % ' a
Stage 3: 3A: Consultation preparation X Creatlon'o; a raponalg fqr accepting
Consult or rejecting design principles put =
3B: Consultation approval X forward by stakeholders for assessment =
by the CAA. 'g
Consult gateway é
S
3C: Commence consultation X
3D: Collate and review X
responses
Stage 4: 4A: Update design X
Update and
submit 4B: Submit proposal to CAA X
Stage 5: 5A: CAA assessment X
Decide
58: CAA decision X
Decide gateway
Stage 6: Implement X
Stage 7: Post-implementation review X 2
i}
g
Page 151 * November 2018 Next &
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Airspace Design Appendix D: Airspace design principles

Appendix D

Airspace design principles

G: Decision

Why is this activity
included in the process?

D1. Different local areas will have different
geographies, population distribution,
envirenmental considerations, economic
considerations, and so on. To apply a local
context to changes, including the preferences
and expectations of different stakeholders,

a local conversation is needed to establish
a qualitative framework for the design of

c
92
@
]
E
Es}
=
v
w

the change.
Key terms to check in our glossary 5
L
Consultation Design principles Engagement 3
(=
Elected representatives Feedback Inform
Local authorities Non-governmental organisaticn Representative group 5
Respite Sponsor Stakeholder %
T
3
. . o (&)
How to undertake this activity =i
D2. The design principles are an opportunity ¢ how should the minimisation of overflight,
1o combine local context with technical or of night noise, or the difference between
considerations. There are contextual tradeoffs multiple respite routes and concentrated
that the change sponsor must consider upfront routes be traded off against one another?
with stakeholders, in particular with the ; . i .
communities that could be impacted by ¢ if multiple routes are considered in order
the change. to provide respite, what might constitute

a sufficient period of respite?
D3. The questions a change sponsor might ask
stakeholders to inform the development of the * how should the needs of passengers
principles could include the following (these are be considered alongside the needs of
offered as an example and this is by no means communities at different times of day?
an exhaustive list): * are there areas in which efficiency from a
* are there noise-sensitive buildings that whole airspace perspective or expeditious
should be avoided, and if so what and where routeing (shorter or faster routes) take
{i.e. hospitals, care homes, schools, higher precedence and areas in which other
education establishments, and so on)? factors should take precedence?

Other categories

Glossary

Change categories N3
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Appendix D: Airspace design principles

Appendix D

Airspace design principles

D4. In having this two-way conversation
with relevant stakeholders, the change
sponsor must be clear about the technical
considerations that will inform the development
of the designs, including:

* the operational aim of the proposal

* safety constraints or opportunities

* operational constraints or opportunities
¢ technical constraints or opportunities

® economic constraints or opportunities

* the policy and regulatory framework with
which the proposal must comply.

D5. Other than the principle of improving or
maintaining safety, these factors are in no way
immutable and, as a part of the process for the
establishment of the airspace design principles,
should be challenged as part of the ongoing
dialogue with stakeholders.

Outcome

D6. The outcome of this work will be a shortlist
of principles to inform the development of
airspace design options and against which
they can be qualitatively evaluated. Some of
the principles may contradict one another and
some may be prioritised over others: this will
be an iterative process and a qualitative one
rather than a purely numerical exercise with
binary answers.

D7. The outcome will also record other design
principles that were suggested by stakeholders
but not shortlisted for the final set of principles,
with reasoning as to why this was the case.

D8. The CAA would therefore expect to receive
the following output from this activity:

* alist of those stakeholders engaged

* an explanation of the engagerment methods

employed

* 3 chronology of the engagement activity

* the issues raised during the engagement
process and evidence of a two-way
conversation, i.e. evidence that sponsors
considered the principles proposed by
stakeholders, that these informed the
change sponsor’s final set of principles,
and that when principles were not included
in the final shortlist this was explained to
the stakeholder proposing them (see
Anpendix C for details about the two-way
conversation)

¢ the design principles chosen

» the rationale behind the decision to adopt
those principles including evidence as to
why any stakeholder group’s view has heen
discounted for these purposes.

Technical design principles
D9. The design of airspace structures and

instrument flight procedures that falls

subject to the airspace change process must
conform to various national and international
standards and recommended practices.

That said, within that framework, there are
many design techniques available to airspace
designers. A change sponsor must therefore
be able to justify the techniques being applied,
especially where those techniques have a
direct impact on local communities.

Environmental design principles
D10. The CAA is required to follow the Secretary

of State’s Air Navigation Guidance 2017,
Within that guidance, there is a strong
emphasis on taking into consideration local
circumstances, especially when considering
such matters as the potential value of respite
routes, Itis vital that the change sponsor
takes into consideration the views of local
communities when establishing airspace
design principles, as set out above.

Page 153 » November 2018
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Appendix K - Edinburgh Airport engagement strategy

v
Edinburgh Airport A

Airspace Change
Programme:
Engagement strategy

Version 1
August 2019
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A. Introduction

The national government has issued a strategy on airspace usage — CAP1711 Airspace Modernisation Strategy. Along
with a number of national strategic policies, CAP1711 includes a compulsory element of change for UK airports to
redesign new arrival and departure routes using satellite-based navigation standards. CAP1711 also references
waorking with aviation and government partners on wider airspace changes outside of Edinburgh Airport's controlled
airspace.

This move is driven by the medernisation of UK-wide air traffic control technology which will help aircraft fly flight paths
in a more precise manner — this can result in a more concentrated flight path than the currently flown wider or
dispersed flight path.

The position of flight paths has not changed at Edinburgh Airpoert since the 1970s. The use over the years has changed
due to technelogy advancements in the aircraft, the developrnent of Edinburgh Airpert and the destinations Edinburgh
Airport serves. This means that seme residents in Edinburgh, the Lothians and Fife already receive aircraft overhead
and have for a number of years. This Airspace Change Programme is looking at the current location of flight paths and
based on the outcome of the consultation and on technical and operational developments, may propoese to change the
location of flight paths. Therefere, some residents who currently are not overflown, may be overflown if those proposed
changes to flight paths are approved by the CAA.

Because of the change in technolegy, the flying of flight paths currently being dispersed will change to be a more
concentrated flight path — this means that even though replicating the existing flight paths with new technology might
give the same flight paths, the use of them would create a different impact for those under the flight paths.

As we need to review our flight paths as part of CAP1711, Edinburgh Airpert has considered our operations and is
taking the oppoertunity provided by the need to modernise flight paths, to review flight path posttion and use to
maxirmise our operations and reduce congestion in peak times.

Our development and growth are the result of custerner demand — Edinburgh Airport is growing fast, in 2018 we helped
14.3 millien passengers which was 1 million more than 2017, and over a five-year peried shows 63% growth. Our long-
haul connectivity is increasing with the Middle East and China the recent additions to our services. Edinburgh Airport
plays an impoertant part in the tourism in Scotland with 50% of our passengers arriving to this country providing the
growing market with a steady stream of tourist. Our business growth is good for Scotland — our operations account for
24,000 jobs throughout Scotland and our contribution to the national economic is over £1bn per year.

The frequency at which aircraft can depart in succession is determined by wake vortex {or flow of air behind aircraft)
and by the route design. Currently due to the design of the departure routes and CAA safety requirements, the
standard departure interval between successive departures is nermally two minutes, but can be up to five minutes,
depending on aircraft performance classifications. These departure intervals often result in delays at busy times,
especially during the first wave of departures in the morning usually between 0600 and0700.

The initial portion of the departure routes is a bottle-neck which limits the runway capacity and causes delays. The
current declared runway capacity is a maximurm of 42 movements per hour.

We understand that changes to our flight paths will impact people and communities different. Changes may mean that
some communities may receive a benefit whilst others might not. While we modernise and grow through this
programme, we will do so with a commitment to our communities to lessen community and environmental impact
where possible.

B. Background

We ran our initial Airspace Change Pregramme from 2016-2018. This programme of werk included three public
consultations with the initial consultation focusing on general areas that flight paths could be located, and the further
two public consultations focusing on propesed flight paths options.

These consultation results provided an enormous amount of infermatien from local cormmunity groups and
stakeholders and informed technical and operaticnal flight path development leading to a submission of an Application
for Airspace Change {under previous legislation CAP725) to the CAA in July 2018 with the optimal proposal. The CAA
subsequently rejected this application in November 2018.

We restart our Airspace Change Programme in 20119 looking again at the need to change our existing flight paths
based on a need to medernise navigation technology and our need to provide an improved airspace design to facilitate
future growth and reduce congestion and delays at peak times.

Page 3 of 21
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While this new Airspace Change Pregramme will be conducted under the new guidance CAP1616, we will be using
insight and lessens learned from the previous pregramme and consultations. We will retest our thinking and identify
new and emerging issues.

C.

D.

Programme team

Sponsor

Programme
Working Group

Expert support
{wider teams at
each company -
key contact
listed})

Additional EAL
team as required

Strategy goal

The geal of this engagement strategy is to advise the need to change Edinburgh Airport's flight paths, and to facilitate
communication with stakehelders and communities te maximise their invelvement and insights in the developrent of
the optimal flight path optiens for Edinburgh Airport so that they can participate in the Airspace Change Programme.

Our okjectives are to ensure:

E.

we identify the relevant and potentially impacted stakeholders and understand their situaticn relating to airspace
our stakeholders have access to information they need to make informed decisions and provide informed inputs
people who want to ask questions or give insights regarding the Airspace Change Programme have the
oppertunity to be heard

people actively participate in the public consultation whether its positive or negative

CAP1616 stages are followed with each gateway approved.

Engagement approach

Due to the staged process of CAP1616 and the development of the programme over a peried of time based on
previous dependencies, we'll review this engagement strategy so that it is dynamic and reflects the changes
throughout the pregramme, and we'll develop detailed engagement plans for each stage of CAP1616 when beginning
that stage in cenjunction with relevant and potentially impacted stakeholders.

We'll conduct sentiment analysis by conducting:

We will create a Stakeholder Reference Group (SRG) to further support our engagement through CAP1616 especially

opinion research before our pregramme begins and conduct it throughout our pregramme to measure potential
changes in attitudes.

social listening throughout our programme to determine sentiment and hear the conversations from those other
audiences who are seldom heard.

Stage 3. Consult. The SRG is a time limited group which will coincide with the CAP1616 process, established to
contribute to and comment onthe EAL's Airspace Change Programme and how it proceeds through CAP1616.

Page 4of 21
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The SRG will form part of the Consultation Institute's Quality Assurance service. This is an independent, arms-length
appreach to provide a robust additional level of assurance and scrutiny to enhancing EAL's confidence regarding its
approach.

Across all our stakeholders, our approach to engagement will be to:

v develop communication channels that are both open and accessible as well as welcoming two-way
communication. We need totalk to our stakehelders and find out how they want to receive communication and
what they want to know about.

» make sure our communication is written in plain language, free from jargen and is straight to the point — we want it
to be engaging, but it needs to be understood. And we need to make sure the communication is displayed in a way
that the message is clear, readable and centributes to strengthening our brand.

v be transparent — delivering the good and bad news in a way that is easily understoed.

« regularly meniter communications channels and information and gauge how it's received. Communication
channels are valuable tocls in engagement and must be used in the right way to add value.

« ensure it inferms and brings insight to the ACP.

v provide feedback to our stakeholders to demonstrate how we've applied the inputs they have shared with us.

v make sure our brand is delivered consistently across all stakeholders.

F. Valuing diversity and promoting inclusion

All cur engagement activity will be based on our principles of valuing diversity and prometing inclusion. This includes:

* being aware that all our stakeholder groups will include people from diverse backgrounds and with different needs
regarding access, language and communication methoeds so part of engagement is ensuring we hear about these
needs and respond with appropriate adjustments

« ensuring plain language, jargen free communication as a standard and providing easy read versions of key
communicatiens where possible

v recognising that in prometing inclusion and engagement the epportunities to collaberate with key stakeholders will
be maximised

v recognising that where there is respect and understanding about the diversity then there will be a positive effect on
engagement and performance.

G. Stakeholders

The key stakeholders are listed below. Though at any one time, an individual can be part of more than cone of these
groups. Before the Airspace Change Programme begins, we will conduct a stakeholder mapping exercise to
understand each relevant and potentially impacted stakeholder.

v Local residents
Edinburgh Airport has around 130,000 aircraft movements a year and our closest residents and neighbours will have a
key interest in our review of the location of flight paths and any change in usage.

« Communities under existing flight paths
Edinburgh Airport has a number of flight paths that have been flown since the 1970s. Therefore, some residents in
Edinburgh, the Lothians and Fife already receive aircraft overhead and have for a number of years.

v« Communties not currently overflown

Edinburgh Airport's current flight paths have been in place since the 1970s. This Airspace Change Programme is
looking at the current lecation of flight paths and based on the cutcome of the consultation or on technical and
operational developrnents, may propose to change the lecation of flight paths. Therefore, some residents who currently
are not overflown, may be overflown if proposed changes are approved.

v Community representative groups
There are a number of representative and accountable groups within the community including Cemmunity Councils,
local autherities, Edinburgh Airport's Noise Advisory Board.

v Diversity representative groups

There are a number of representative groups within cormmunities that represent groups that reflect the nine protected
characteristics within the Equality Act. To ensure that our conversatien is as inclusive as possible, we recognise these
representative groups as a key stakeholder.

v Airlines
We have over 40 airlines that operate at Edinburgh Airport and our airline partners are a key stakeholder in this
programme that will review the flight paths they use regularly.

Page 5of 21
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v Aviation industry

There are a number of aviation stakeholders who will have an interest in this Airspace Change Pregramme including
other Scottish airports, RAF, Gliding Clubs and Air Navigation Solutions LTD, provider of air traffic control services at
Edinburgh Airport, NATS Prestwick Centre (Scottish Airspace ATC).

v Politicians, the UK and Scottish Government
There are a number of representative and accountable groups within the community including MPs and MSPs, and
Scottish Government who have a vested interest in Edinburgh Airport's further, growth and sustainability as well as
representing communities who may be impacted.

« Edinburgh Airport people
Edinburgh Airport employs approximately 700 people and works with another 6,000 on campus from a further 100
companies to deliver our operations. Our people have a vested interest in our operations.

v Passengers
With 14.3 millien passengers passing through Edinburgh Airport in 20118, passengers are our largest stakeholder group
with an interest in where we fly, and cur operations invelved in these flights.

v Other

Aviation is a keyindustry in Scetland, and Edinburgh Airpert is a key econemic centributor and employer in Edinburgh.
There may be other stakeholders identified throughout the process who may be relevant and potentially impacted at
different stages.

H. Strategy key deliverables

Throughout the Airspace Change Programme, we'll

v |dentify currently overflown communities and surrcunding areas

v |dentify stakeholders to determine our approach

v Develop a series of communications and events to increase stakeholders' understanding of the CAA requirement
for change and propoesal to change our flight paths

» Hold design principles engagement activity with key stakeholders taking onboard feedback to develop design
options

v Hold options development and options approvals engagement activity with key stakeholders taking onboard
feedback to develop proposed flight path options for consultation

*« Run pre-censultation engagement activity with key stakeholders taking enbeard feedback to develop consultation

« Run a minimum 12-week consultation te hear the community and stakeholder feedback regarding our propesed
plans

« Ensure that all our consultation activities are underpinned by inclusien principles ensuring all access needs are
met

v Ensure key groups such as the Edinburgh Airport Consultative Committee and Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory
Board are informed throughout the Airspace Change Programme

* Understand all Scottish Government, CAA and DfT requirements around airspace change and obligations are met.

I. Issues
These main issues have been identified that may affect this Engagement Strategy, they are:

»  Backlash from stakeholders

Engagement is a two-way relationship which we use to deliver messages, gauge reaction and hear the voice of
stakeholders. Semetimes, no matter the strength of the engagement, the message might not be what the audience
wants to hear.

Strategy: Ensure messages delivered in an appropriate way to the appropriate audience and that methods are in place
to affow and encourage audiences to make their views knowt.

«  Competing stakeholder opinions

Flight paths need to go semewhere, and it means that somewhere people will be overflown. We will encounter many
opinions from different stakehelders including those whothink their opinieon is mere impertant than other stakeholders.
It is important to hear them all not just the loudest.

Strategy: Determine strong design principles that are tested with refevant and a wide range of stakeholders to ensure
diverse opinfon is captured and then to focus priorities.

v Consultation fatigue
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Edinburgh Airport has already run three consultations as part of our Airspace Change Pregramme — in 20186, 2017 and
2018. Eventhough this is a new Airspace Change Programme, it will be seen as a fourth consultation on the same
topic — this may not land well in communities that have been asked their opinicn over a number of years.

Strategy: Explain the reasons for the second Airspace Change Programme and create more interesting visuals and
ensure that alf communication is written in a clear and plain English way that is easy to understand.

v Political influence
The community voice and pressure on local representatives and politicians to lobby the airport and influence the
process. This is at times a very strong voice and has previously gathered media attention.

Strategy: Ensure pre-consuftation with key stakeholders and communicate our strategy and expfain the CAP1616

process. Also explain our approach eary to alfow engagement and where there is the ability to influence the process.

J. Governance
There are a number of Governance levels to this Engagement Strategy, this is outlined below.

Spenser
Quality assurance

Legal

Executive

Sub Board Committee

Board
CAA

K. Implementation and evaluation

The Programme Working Group will deliver this strategy working with a number of industry experts. At each stage,
there will be a "kick off" meeting to discuss the appreach and agree deliverables and respensibilities of the programme.
At the end of the stage, there will be a review meeting and lesson's leamed session to document any learnings.

L. Risks

We will consider if there are any specific risks at each stage of the pregramme. These will be addressed in the
individual stage engagement plans.

M. Branding

As the CAA's portal is hard to find, we will create a landing page at www.edinbughairpert. com/airspace_change. This
will be the launch page for the CAA portal which links directly to the Citizen Space website for the consultation. This
also allows people to access material from previous censultations if interested.

Cur privacy policy will cover infermation gathered in person, by post or through the CAA Portal/Citizen Space.

N. What's next?
For each stage of the CAP1616 pregramme, EAL will develop a further appendix with a detailed engagement plan for
that stage or step. This document will be updated throughout the programme.

See:

= Appendix 1: 1A Statement of Need
= Appendix 2: 1B Design principles engagement plan
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|2

Edinburgh Airport £

y Dé used to provide Information to the CAA about an Intended change. Once this form is

En please submit it by clicking the button at the end of this form

1. Change Title
Meaze anter a title for thizs intendad change, (max 80 characters ): *
Eanburgh Alrport Alrs pace Change Programme
2. Change Sponsor Detalis
Please select the approprisee ategory and complete. *
* A Company
An Uninarporasted Assodation or other body

ndivideal ( Incuding sale traders and gartnerships)

Regstered Company name (in full) *

2a. A Company
Edinburgh Alrport Limited

Regstered Company Number

SC0966223

Country of Company Registration

Regstered OMce Aadress

Lanburgh Alrpert, Lanburgh

Posteode
EM12 90N

E-mall

commurications § ednburghalrport com

Trading name (If appilcatie

Trading Address (primary site)

Country

Scotlané

Pos teode

EN12 90N

Wete|te aodress

wWW.eaInbuUrghIrport.com

Primary Point of Contact Name *

Telephooe *

E-mall ¢

Secondary Foint of Contace Name

Telephone

I’“

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R
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4.Summary of Intended Change

Please use the ched: baxes beiow to indicate the nature of the intended change(s ) *

Right information Reglon Upper informaion Reglon Terminal Control Area
- (ENR 2.1) ~ (ENR 2.1) ~ {ENR 2.1)
Qxher Reguisted Alsz pace | Lower ATS Routes Upper ATS Routes
~ (ENR 2.2} = (ENR 1.1) {ENR 1.2)
(2 Area Navigation Raoutes Hellcopeer Routes (€ xher Routes
= (ENR1.3) = (ENR 3.4) ~ {ENR 3.5)
¢ En-Route Hadang e Name Code Designators Probitsted/Res tricte/Danger Areas
=~ [ENR3S) - [ENR 49y ~ (ENRS.1)
Miktary Exercs e/ Cxher Danger/ Aerial/Sporting/ Recreational
_ Truining Areas | Mazard | Activities
(ENR 5.2) (ENR 5.3) (ENR 5.5)
Bird Migration/Sensitive Fauns A1S Alrspace [ Fligt Procsdures
— [ENR5.6) — (AD-EGXX-2.17) — (AD-EGXX-2,22)
ATsmac 2 Standard nstrument Degarture ( Stancarg Arrival Route
— (AD-EGXX-5) = (AD-EGXX-6) — (AD-EGXX-7)
’ Fetrument Approach frocedure Vizual Reference Paint Release of Controlied Alrs pace
= (AD-EGXX-8) = 9 ~—
Please use the chedk box below to Indcte this is an change:
| | Does your propos. 2 ahange to the Aer L (AW
S.Statement of Need
Please provide = brief of Need expr g what 155 ue or opportunity you are Seeking to iress. Your
Statement of Need should dearty articul; the current the Bsue (and the cuse of it) o be resolved or the cpportunity to
be addressed Jong with any other factors or reguirements . *
The existing s=uation:
Edirburgn Alrport 15 In West Eanburgh case to the Firth of Forth. X has seversl cose b gh & eah end of the

runway. ® has 3 single runway (06/24) with six conventional SID rowtes and three STARS |
* SID: GOSAMIC departure 24 for jot airaaf only;

* SID: GOSAMID departure 06 for jet airoraft anly;

o SID: TALLAGC departure 24 for jet and non-jet sircraft;
* SI0: TALLAGD deqarture 06 for jet and norrjet aircaft;
* SID: GRICEIC degarture 24 for jet and non-jet airaaft;
* SID! GRICESD degarture C6 for jet and non-fet aroaft;
* SR STRAIA

* STAR: TWEED28 / 2C/ 2D / EDN2E; ana

* STAR B-RNAV: TWEED 3A / EDN 3A

-

Aroraft G 20 the north of & fiy 3 noo-SID raute via FIPAR / alrway NS64.

The pattern of traic on any Sy depends on the d@recion of the wWing, 5Ince this Setarmines which diracion of the runway s used.
The prevaiiing wind is from the south wese, in 20 I8 runway 24 was usad, 60% of the time and runway 06 was used 31% of the
time.

Edinburgh Alrport 15 Scatiand's opital dty airport. The strong demand for services makes It Sotiands busiest alrport fiying to more
destinations that any other Saxtish airport,

The izsise OF opportunity to bo addressed:

Edinburgh Alrpart is growing fast. In 20 16 cur Independent ecnonic impec study showed the 11.2m pacsengers we had then
equated to £10n GVA and 23,000 Jobe acrass Satiand - that's 2,000 jobe and £90m GVA for every miillon pessengers. Since thae
study, we've aaded 3.1 m mssengers, handling 14.3m in 20 18 And that suggests we've oo an 6,006 jobs and
anather £270m GVA aqoss Scatiand,

Our fong ] @ with the Midde Exst and Ching the recent addtions 20 our Services - aur long-haul groweh
rates are one of the quickest In the UK, from one long haud servies in 2012 %0 1410 20 18, Our groweh targets continue to be
ambitices , with maore long-haul foutes to new 2= well a2 hart hact and Europe, on our short-term
and long-term plans. Qur wrojecs pas: ger growth to 20 million by 2035,

The benefits of this netwark to Saxtiand's PosITion In world markets and o our are s That growth is
Itself o performance and our »=a for visitors from the four comers of the
wortd. And it 12 because of this attractivencss and our giobal reputazion that we believe that this groweh will mntinue.

The groweh, In the main, Is driven by wisitars to Sariand, The appetite for peopie from aames the globe t visit our country remaing
unciminis hed. This growth will mean that aviation and Edinbongh Alrport will continue to be one of the main arivers of the Sattish
emnomy

WIth this growth cmes the need to madmise the freguenty 3t which drcraft aan degert In sucteszion. The frequency 3 which
alreraft can depart (n suctession is determined Dy wake vortex (or flow of ar Behind JinTramk) ang by the route dessgn. Currently due to
the design of the departure routes, the Interval = two Syt an be wpto
five G on Mroatt whidch is d by 3 numBer of STors INCUANG type, 3ge, weight, 3nd passenger
Ioad. These departure Intenvals often result in defays at Dusy times, espadally during the first wave of departiures in the morning
usuaily betwean 06000700, Mencs the Initial portion of the departure routes is a dottie-neck which limits the runway madty and
causes delays . The current deciarad rufway QIpcty Is 3 maimum of 4 movements per hout.

The propesal:

We propase to madernise EJMburgh AFport's fight ptns to meat tedInic requinemonts and IMProve Jrspaay eMcancy and Goacty.

These new routes will take of o which will allow better planning and increase the capaaty of
the airsoace and the runway, particuiarty In pesk times. This may also minimise the envirenmental impacs of flights In terms of the
toeal aumber of pecple overfiown, 32 well 35 whan and how dften they are overfiown - while 3156 ating average COF emizsions.
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~
G and future oy Qthe capacity of Its runways and allow flights to depart with fewer delays and environmental

Impacts.
The alrzpace change will follow the regulstory process for JIng airs pace design, 339
zet out by the CAA In CAPLI61S.
We will ensure that our propos with mmaumm awl yOrgan
ation (ICAD) General Assemily, and with the UX Serateqy by g routes andpr
mummnmuuw(M)MMumsmnn-mn Q4 to make by 20
24, We wiil 30 ensure that qur designs are safe and meet ICAD design and CAA requirements and that they workwithin the
broader aviation n and North Engl Due the [ocation of the ainport, we will work with environmentagendes
toensure future designs take Into & natursl lands
Flease spacty the (where ) affected by your of Need:
(¥ Surface tobelow 4000 feet
| 4000 feet tobelow 7,000 feet

7000 feet to below 20 000 feet
_ | 20 000 feet and above
6. Proposed Dates
Please provide your date for the of your change propoasal to the CAA This shauld be the date on which you are
nmlnﬂowwmrmunmmwm-mmmm-cmmnmrhmi.npumawsmusrn
subm gside il of the =z uppor by the CAA to complete our reguistary assessment of the Propasal;
mwmmtma:wmmmmmsneuspaulanmemmwmnmmmwumtuw-mmm
propos 2l and all of the supparting documentation ready to 5LbME to the CAA, This date i requined to as5ist us with the allacation of
the required CAA-res ource to your propasal and therefore It Is 3 key date In cur planning process . Whiist we will try to acommadate
your speafied timesaes, there may be occassions where It is not possidie for us to d 5o gven the large Aumbder of projects That are
lrennnms'msmmncememtmmuemlmudmmumsmrnnmm
P within your pr R should also be noted thae from 2018 any d by a Data
Originator or ANSP for onward promuigation in the UK JAIP will be subject to the Data Quatity See
Commis sion Reguiation ‘EU}MIyZO 10 {updated by 1029/20 14) ana CAP 10 54: Asronautiayl Infarmarion Management guidsnce
material for further will be 3= 4 In greater detall during the course of your Initial meeting with
the CAA
|¥ Confirmation of Understanding *
Please provide your prop date for the s of your change proposal to the CAA. *

25 January 2021
Please provide your propos od AIRAL effective dxte *

ARACO1/2022
¥ this change forms 3 part of 2 moduiar ales pace change propas 3l please provide the reievant title and further Information below (Note
we will require indvicual submissions for each madule) . *
No, 3t this point in time we co not believe there & aay dependency on 3ay other alrspace change proposals,
¥ this change requires the Impiementation of 3 Five-Latter Name Code (SUNC) piease spedfy your requirements delow: *
Thas will be determined when first oraft designs are completed.
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Appendix 2: Step 1B Design principles engagement plan

Introduction

Edinburgh Airport is reviewing our flight paths within cur contrelled airspace (0ft-7,000ft). The UK Govemment's
Future of Aviation Strategy asks all UK airports te modernise the technology used in air traffic contrel moving to area
technology (known as RNAV technology).

The location of flight paths has not changed at Edinburgh Airport since the 1970s. The use over the years has
changed due to technolegy advancements in the aircraft, the development of Edinburgh Airpert and the destinations
Edinburgh Airport serves. This means that some residents in Edinburgh, the Lothians and Fife already receive
aircraft overhead and have for a number of years. This Airspace Change Pregramme is looking at the current
location of flight paths and based on the outcome of the consultation or on technical and operational developments,
may propose to change the location of flight paths. Therefore, some residents whe currently are not overflown, may
be overflown if proposed changes are approved.

Statement of Need

We submitted our Statement of Need with the CAA on 14 April 2019, held our Assessment meeting with the CAA on
19 June 2019 where they asked us to update our Statement of Need. We gained approval of Step 1A: Assess
requirements from the CAA on 1 July 2019. Appendix 1 is our Staternent of Need v2 as published on the CAA portal.

CAA requirements for engagement at Stage 1B

The CAA have developed CAP1616: Airspace Design — Guidance on the regulatory process for changing airspace
design including community engagement requirements. This guidance details a seven-stage approach to applying
for airspace change.

Each stage invelves stakeholder engagement and must be documented with decisions evidenced. At key points
throughout the process, the CAA must assess and evaluate the work to date and approve the programme to move
to the next level.

Their Appendix D: Airspace design principles provides mere infermation on why it is included, how to undertake the
activity and guidance on the outcome of the activity — below is the CAP1616 Appendix D.

Abupocs Ovupn Appredie U Abipaca Swiys prinipion

Airspace design principles

When to undertake What does this
this activity activity entail?

s L[] - 3
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Airspace Design Appendix D: Airspace design principles

Appendix D

Airspace design principles

Why is this activity
included in the process?

D1. Different local areas wall have different
geographwes, population distribution,
environmental considerations, economic
considerations, and so on. To apply a locat
context to changes, including the preferences
and expactations of different stakeholders,

a local conversation is needed to establish
a qualitative framework for the dasign of

the change.
Consultation Design principles Engagement
Elacted representatives Feedback Inform
Local authonties Non-governmental organisation Representative group
Respite Sponsor Stakaholder

How to undertake this activity

£

D2. The design princples are an opportunity o how should the minimisation of overfiight, el
to combine local context with technical or of night nowse, or the difference between ®
considerations. There are contextual tradeoffs multiple raspite routes and concentrated 3 E
that tha change sponsor must consider upfront routes be traded off against one another? R
with stakehoiders, in particular with the =
communities that could be impacted by o if multiple routes are considered in order
the change. to pravide respite, what might constitute 3

a sufficient peneod of respite?

D3. The guestions a change sponsor might ask 2
stakeholders to inform the development of the * how should the needs of passengers o .
principles could include the following (these are be considered alongside the needs of <
offered as an example and this is by no means communities at differant times of day? |
an exhaustive list) o are there areas in which efficiency from a
o are there noise-sensitive buildings that whole airspace perspective or expeditous

should ha avoicad. and it 80 whet and whads routeing {shorter or faster routes) take
{1.e. hospitals, care homes, schools, higher pracedence and areas in which other
education establishments, and so on)? factors should take precadence?
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Appendix D: Airspace design principles

Appendix D

Airspace design principles

D4. In having this two-way conversation
with relevant stakeholders, the change
sponsor must be clear about the technical
considerations that will inform the development
of the designs, including:

* the operational aim of the proposal

* safety constrants or opportunities

* pperational constraints or opportunities
® technical constrants or opportunities

® ecoNOMIC Constraints or opportunities

¢ the policy and regulatory framework with
which the proposal must comply.

D5. Other than the principle of improving or
maintaining safety, these factors are in no way
immutable and, as a part of the process for the
establishment of the airspace design pnnaples,
should ba challenged as part of the ongoing
diglogue with staksholders.

Outcome

D6. The outcome of this work will be a shortlist
of principles to nform the development of
airspace design options and against which
they can be qualtatively evaluated. Some of
the principles may contradict one another and
some may be prioritised over others: this will
be an iterative process and a qualitative ong
rather than a purely numencal exercise with
binary answers.

D7 The outcome will also record other design
principles that were suggested by stakeholders
but not shorthsted for the final set of principles,
with raasoning as to why this was the case.

D8. The CAA would therefore expect to receve
the following output from this activity:

* a list of those stakeholders engaged

* an explanation of the engagement methods
employed

* achronclogy of the engagement activity

* the issues raised during the engagemant
process and evidence of a two-way
conversation, i.e. ewdence that sponsors
considered the principles proposed by
stakeholders, that these informed the
change sponsor's final set of principles,
and that when principles were not included
in the final shortlist this was explained to
the stakeholder proposing them (see
Appendix C for details about the two-way
conversation)

® the dasign prnciples dhosen

* the rationale behind the decision 1o adopt
those princples including evidence as to
why any stakeholder group's view has been
discounted for these purposes.

Technical design principles
D9. The design of airspace structures and

nstrument fiight procedures that falls

subject to the airspace change procass must
conform to various national and international
standards and recommended practices.

That said, within that framawork, there are
many design techniques available to airspace
designers. A change sponsor must therefore
be able to justify the techniques being applied,
especially where thase techniques have a
direct impact on local communities.

Environmental design principles
D10. The CAA is required to follow the Secretary

of State's Air Nawgation Guidance 2017
Within that guidance, there is a strong
emphasis on taking into consderation local
circumstances, espeacially when considenng
such matters as the potential value of respite
routes. It 1s vital that the change sponsor
takes into consideration the views of local
communities when establishing arspace
design principles, as set out above.

Stegs 7

;
:
@

)
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Cbjectives

The objectives of this Stage 1B Engagement plan are to ensure:

a fair representation of stakeholders is invelved in the design principle development
we receive a broad representation of views

we can combine local context with technical considerations

our design principles are influenced by stakeholders meeting the CAP1616 guidance.

e

Engagement team
There is a large prcject team involved in the Airspace Change Programme see the full list in the Engagement strategy.

The role of the Programme Working Group is to successfully deliverthe Airspace Change Pregramme. To help them
deliver this, we have appeinted a number of expert consultants to suppert the environment, technical and
communication work streams.

The team during Step 1B are:

Communication
workstream

Consultation and
engagement
advisors! quality
assurers

Market research
suppliers
Supported by
experts

Contirming roles

It is the role of EAL to set the strategy for each stage of the CAP1616 process. We will do this with the support of the
relevant experts and in consultation with The Consultation Institute. EAL has the final sign off on all communication and
approach to the programme.

It is expected that each expert invelved in the process is knowledgeable in CAP1616 and understands the detailed
requirements at each stage.

It is expected that each supplier provides a preject plan detailing milestones and deliverables for their part of the
programme to the Preject Manager to allow them to be scheduled within the bigger preject plan.

Approach to engagement

We anticipate the output of this pregramme of work to be our design principles. These will censist of core principles of
safety, environment and technical standards as set by CAP1616 and related legislative, regulatory and statutory
requirements, and desired design principles developed through this engagement programme.

Principles of engagement

It is important we have an inclusive approach te Step 1B, including:

v equality representation: Getting the right people with an equality perspective to attend the workshops by using
learning frem previous consultation about equality impacts and invite erganisations relevant to these aspects e.q.
Autism Scotland

« Seldom heard voices: Ensuring that quiet voices are heard in the consultation (people who may not feel confident /
empowered ! able to participate for a range of reasons)

v future procfing those we engage with to ensure that from the beginning we have conducted a wide stakeholder
identification to ensure a fair representation of those impacted and those not

v ensure regular and clear communication with our audiences.

Stakeholder identification
We have conducted a stakeholder identification exercise to determine the relevant and potentially impacted
stakeholders for the design principles — these will also help determine the audiences of our focus groups.

Stakeholders will be identified by applying tCl methedology locking at those who may be directly; indirectly; or
potentially affected.
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Aviation representation Example agency

Scottish Airspace collective organisation NATS PC

Scottish Airspace above 7 000ft NERL

EAL airport navigation service provider ANS

Neighbouring airspace Military — MOD, Glasgow/Newcastle/Dundee airports

Gliders Scottish Glider Centre

Pilots Flight Operations Committee (FLOPSC)

Local airline representative Edinburgh Airport Airline Operators Committee (AQC)

Natieonal airport representatives Airport Operators Association (ACA)

Cargo operator TNT, Royal Mail

Stakeholder representatives Example agency

Airport representative bodies EACC, EANAB

Econemic growth and business Chambers of Commerce, RBS, Amazon etc

representation

Education representation Parent bodies, Education departments, parent teacher
associations

Environmental representation SEPA, RSPB, SNH, Friends of the Earth

Equality representation (age, disability, Edinburgh and the Lothians Regional Equality Network

gender reassignment, marriage and civil (ELREQ)

partnership, pregnancy and maternity, race,

religion or belief, sex, sexual crientation)

Health and disability representation Health Protection Scotland, RNIB, Autism Scetland, Disability
Scotland

Interest in aviation Sustainable Aviation, Edinburgh Airport Watch

Local Autherities and Community Councils Representative of all areas

Local Council planning departrents West Lothian Planning team (example but could be all local
council) Environmental health depatments

Scottish Government Transport Scotland, officials

Tourism and recreation representation VisitScotland, Edinburgh Tourism Action Group

Community

To ensure there is a fair representation of cormunities impacted or potentially impacted by flight paths, we will include
engagement with people from:
» communities currently flown over within noise contours (map below shows the average noise level for
daytime [0700-2259], and uses data from 16 June — 16 September 2016)
v communities currently flown over cutwith noise contours
v communities currently not flown over.

Map A: 2018 LAeq Summertime contour map
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Map B: 2018 LAeq Summertime contour overlaid on the mean departure and arrival flight paths using EDI
radar data supplied via ERCD

Rationale for these areas
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We considered areas within a 15-mile radius of Edinburgh Airport [dotted blue line on map C] to cover most
departing flights reaching 7,000t in both directions (concluded by a random selection of flights over two 2-

day periods in July 2019 to take into account wind direction). For arrivals under 7,000ft off runway 24 West
and East Lothian and the Borders needed to be included, and off runway 06, North and South Lanarkshire,

Stirling, Clackmannanshire and Falkirk in addition to East Lothian and the Borders needed to be included
[map C].

Map C: 15 mile radius from Edinburgh Airport

Perth & Kinross

s »
Lunt® -.....
s

Fife .

East Lothian

lorth Lanarkshise

Map for iflustrative purposes oaly

We also will identify stakeholders whose expertise is required to inform the design principles and stakeholders who
have an interest in the ACP. These are mapped below considering their influence and interest in the ACP and ensure

during recruitment of stakeholders to discussion groups and workshops we will have a broad range of representation
and interest.

The market research agency will stakeholder map against the stakeholder identification methedelegy contained in this
document to ensure t is met.

Monitoring opinion
We'll conduct sentiment analysis to capture the views of the general public. This will be done via two methods:
v opinion research as part of 1B to use as a base line measure potential changes in attitude

v social listening throughout our programme to determine sentiment and hear the conversations from those other
audiences who are seldom heard.

These views will help us to moniter trends and attitudes towards the Airspace Change Programme and adjust our
appreach or communications accordingly.

We will create a Stakeholder Reference Group (SRG) to further suppert our engagement through CAP1616.
The SRG is a time limited group which will coincide with the CAP1616 process, established to contribute to and
comment on the EAL's Airspace Change Programme and how it proceeds through CAP 1616.
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The SRG will form part of the Consultation Institute's Quality Assurance service. This is an independent, arms-length
appreach to provide a robust additional level of assurance and scrutiny to enhancing EAL's confidence regarding its
approach.

Risks

We have identified the following key risks at Step 1B Design principles:
v being perceived to select workshop attendees to influence cutcomes

« not engaging the right mix of stakeholders

v developing unachievable design principles

« community, media or political pressure to broaden the invite-only engagement process.

To mitigate the first two of these risks abcve during Step 1B Design principles, Edinburgh Airport will appeint a third-
party market research agency to conduct the design principles werkshops on our behalf.

We have determined the three types of representative groups we want to target through our engagement process —
aviation, other stakeholders, such as businesses, third sector organisations and pressure groups, and communities

that are or may be potentially impacted. We believe that this representation across aviation, industry and community
will ensure that we engage the right mix of stakeholders in setting out our design principles.

To mitigate the third risk of developing unachievable design principles, we will work with our envirenmental and
technical experts to ensure that legislative, regulatery and statutory requirements are established before the
discussien groups to set a benchmark with the groups and set expectations about the possible optiens.

The stakeholder groups will be asked to determine a long list of design principles that are based on criteria within
CAP1616. The market research supplier will be suppoerted through the sessions by expers to help ensure questions
are answered throughout the process. To mitigate the fourth risk and to maintain the integrity and consistency of the
consultation and engagement methodolegy, these whe are invited but can net make it and want to participate will be
offered the opportunity to still participate through an electronic survey — it will only these participants who want to
participate but cannot attend who will be offered the oppoertunity to participate in this way.

Meeting technical and legislative requirements

The International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO)is a specialised agency of the United Nations. It cedifies the
principles and techniques of international air navigation and fosters the planning and development of international air
transport to ensure safe and orderly growth. The United Kingdom is a member State of ICAD.

The ICAQ Council adopts standards and recommended practices for a wide range of matters. For airspace design, the

standards and recommended practices contained in PANS-OPS and PANS-ATM are most relevant.

» PANS-OPS is an air traffic control acronym which stands for Procedures for Air Navigation Services — Aircraft
OPerationS.

v PANS-ATM: Procedures for Air Navigation Services — Air Traffic Management specifies the actual procedures to
be applied by air traffic services units n providing the various air traffic services te air traffic.

PANS-OPS outlines the principles for safe and standardised procedure design to which all ICAQ member States must
adhere and contains standards and recommended practices for designing instrurnent approach and departure
procedures.

Section 70({2) of the Transport Act 2000 requires the Civil Aviation Autherity (CAA) to take account of any guidance on
environmental okbjectives given to it by the Secretary of State (SofS) when carrying out its air navigation functions.

The Air Navigation Guidance 2017 contains the SofS's guidance to the CAA on its envirenmental. These
envirenmental objectives are designed to minimise the environmental impact of aviation within the context of
supporting a strong and sustainable aviation sector. These objectives are, in support of sustainable development, to:
a. limit and, where possible, reduce the number of people in the UK significantly affected by adverse impacts
from aircraft noise;
b. ensure that the aviation sector makes a significant and cost-effective contribution towards reducing global
emissions; and
c. minirise local air quality emissions and in particular ensure that the UK complies with its international
obligations on air quality.

Paragraph 1.3 of the Air Navigation Guidance makes clear that to deliver the policy, decisions which affect how aircraft
noise is best distributed should be informed by lecal circumstances and consideration of different options. Options,

Page 18 of 21

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 36



Edinburgh Airport &

Where Scotland meets the world

and appraisal of the pros and cens, may include concentrating traffic on single routes, which nermally reduce the
number of people overflown, versus the use of multiple routes which can potentially provide relief or respite from noise
if routes can be sufficiently separated.

Para 3.2 - states that ‘Neise from aircraft flying at or above 4,000 feet is less likely to affect the key noise metrics used
for determining adverse effects and as aircraft continue to climb above this altitude their noise impact reduces’

Para 3.2 goes on to state that ‘'The CAA should apply the following altitude-based pricrities of the government:
a. in the airspace from the ground to below 4,000 feet the govemment's environmental priority is to limit and,
where possible, reduce the total adverse effects on people;
b. where options for route design frem the ground to below 4,000 feet are similar in terms of the number of
people affected by total adverse noise effects, preference should be given to that option which is most
consistent with existing published airspace arrangements;
c. in the airspace at or above 4,000 feet to below 7,000 feet, the environmental priority should continue to be
minimising the impact of aviation necise in a8 manner consistent with the government's overall policy on aviation
noise, unless the CAA is satisfied that the evidence presented by the sponsor demonstrates this would
disproportionately increase CO2 emissions;
d. in the airspace at or above 7,000 feet, the CAA should pricritise the reduction of aircraft CO2 emissions and
the minimising of noise is no longer the priority,
e where practicable, it is desirable that airspace routes below 7,000 feet should seek to avoid flying over
Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) and Naticnal Parks; and
f. all changes below 7,000 feet should take into account local circumstances in the development of the
airspace design, including the actual height of the ground level being overflown, and should not be agreed to
by the CAA before appropriate community engagement has been conducted by the sponsor’.

Para 3.25 — states that 'the government also expects the CAA to encourage the use of new and inncvative
appreaches to managing aviation neise through airspace design such as the provision of respite for communities
already significantly affected by aircraft noise where possible’

Para 3.28 — states that "emissions from aircraft above 1,000ft are unlikely to have a significant impact on local air
quality

We will determine principles to ensure we meet these legislative, reqularly and statutery requirements. We will then
explain the legislative, regularly and statutory requirements within the workshops and share our proposed core
principles for noting by attendees.

Workshops
There will be a first round of four 2.5 hour werkshops with 15-20 per workshop, these will include community, aviation

and stakeholder representatives.

These invitations have been independently scurced by our market research agency to meet our brief ensuring that
Edinburgh Airport hasn't been able to directly influence who is included within these groups. The market research
agency has developed two lists of stakeholders to invite to the workshops, a second B List with back up invitees who
meet the brief has been developed. This list has also been shared with cur environmental and diversity consultants to
ensure key stakeholders are included.

It is envisaged the workshops will determine a long list of design principles. Workshops will require the creation of a
topic guide to inferm and probe the workshops. This outlines all the issues of importance to discuss including the core
questions cited in CAP1616. The topic guide would be jointly developed with the preject team and signed off by
Edinburgh Airport to ensure the approach meets this brief.

The way workshops are recruited and moderated, the issues of impertance, and existing levels of knowledge are likely
to be different acress groups and so topic guides will be tailored to reflect that. Discussions will be held to understand
the issues of importance to stakeholders and the reasons why. From these discussions, the workshop attendees will
be asked to rank the design principles in order of impertance. The output of these workshops will be long list of design
principles.

The market research agency will provide the Pregramme Working Group suppoerted by technical, environmental and
diversity experts with their requirernents for stimulus material to support the facilitation of the discussion groups. The
Programme Working Group will the work through a drafting process with suppliers and our designers to finalise
stimulus material. EAL will have final sign off on this material to ensure it meets the brief.
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Focus groups

To test the views of the general public and ensure they have an opportunity to be involved at the earliest of stages we
will recruit and run three x 1.5 hour focus groups of 8-10 people. These will be representative of the views of people
currently overflown within noise contours, currently overflown out with noise contours, potentially overflown and
currently not overflown.

This appreach will helpto ensure that there is inclusion of seldom heard voices and will provide those with less of an
involvernent in the airpert or airspace change an opportunity to be part of the process. This appreach may produce
various different perspectives and may serve to balance some views which the airport hears on a frequent basis.

Recruitment of focus group attendees will be by the market research agency. The development of topic guide and
stimulus material will be based on the materials used for the Workshops but will recegnise the necessity to tailor these
sufficiently to ensure clear understanding and to maximise the oppertunity for participants to provide insights,
observations and opinicns.

The focus groups will be audic recerded and transcribed to ensure the market research agency captures the important
intelligence. The market agency will provide a written report documenting the views of the focus groups, providing the
appropriate level of detail and analysis to allow EAL to consider the infermation and use this to influence the
development of the design principles.

Supplementary activity

We recognise the interest of certain stakeholders such as elected representatives, however, their participation in
workshops may not be appropriate therefore we will write to MSPs, MPs and MEPs to inform them about our activity
and invite comment through written communication.

The process is a targeted process to ensure a true and fair representation of areas and stakeholders are including in
the design principle development. Therefore, we will not be including an optien for online participation for general
public.

Programme Working Group

The Programme Working Group will determine a shert list from the long list developed through the workshop
engagement. The Pregramme Weoerking Group supported by the envirenmental and technical consultant experts will
review the long list against CAP16186's legislative, regulatory and statutory requirements. They will decide if the design
principles are accepted or rejected and provide reasoning behind the decision on each design principle. This will
create a shortlist of design principles.

Final Stage 1B Workshop

The shertlist will then be tested by going back out to representatives from the eriginal werksheps through two x 1.5
hour recall workshops with 10-15 pecple. The membership of this final group of representatives will be determined by
the market research agency from all of the attendees during the initial round of workshops ensuring fair representation
from comrunity, aviation and stakeholders.

The market research agency needs to present the evidence and information gathered and analysed during the rounds
of engagement to ensure that information has been appropriately and adequately captured and interpreted.

In having this iterative conversation with relevant stakeholders, Edinburgh Airport must be clear about the technical
considerations that will inform the development of the designs, including:
v the operaticnal aim of the proposal
safety constraints or oppertunities
operational constraints or opportunities
technical constraints or opportunities
econemic constraints or opportunities
the policy and regulatery framework with which the propesal must comply.

The output of this work is agreed design principles for Edinburgh Airport's Airspace Change Programme.

Communicating outcomes to participants

Once the design principles are finalised through the engagement woerk and the Stage 1 application is submitted to the
CAA, EAL will communicate that the submission has been made to the CAA, the documents are available on the
CAA's portal and thank the participants fer their invelvernent in the process.
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On the submissicn review date, EAL will write to the participants of Stage 1 to advice of the cutcome of the
application.

Reporting

After the market research and engagement adivity, EAL must write a surnmary paper explaining how our design
principles was created supported by evidence which verifies the decisien-making process. It is therefore essential that
evidence is collated throughout the programme to confirm the processes followed and decument the decisions made.

EAL will require:

= a full methodeology paper from the market research agency determining the process involved in meeting the brief
to conduct these workshops.

Copies of List A and List B of workshop invitees

Copies of all comrmunication sent by the market research agency to secure attendance at the workshops
transcripts of each of the workshops

a full report from the market research agency on the work conducted

a long list of the design principles

evaluation reports of the long list of design principles

methodology behind the recruitment of the second wave of workshops to review the shortlist

Copies of the List A and List B f the second wave workshop invitees

Copies of all communication sent by the market research agency to secure attendance at the second wave of
workshops

= transcripts of each of the second wave of workshops

= afull report from the market research agency of the work conducted.

Next steps

EAL will draft a summary paper to explain the design principles and the process EAL followed to get to them. EAL will
circulate this through the programme working group and expert consultants to ensure a robust paper is developed.
EAL will then ask all agencies to provide evidence for all parts of the 1B process. EAL will submit an application for
Stage 1 approval at the January 2020 gateway.

This document will be submitted tothe CAA on 3 January 2020 ahead of the Stage 1 Define Gateway, due to take
place on 31 January 2020.

On 3 January 2020, we plan to send email communications to all people who have participated in our process or
advised they would like to participate but cannot participate at this peint in time. This communication will let pecple
know that we have submitted our Application for Stage 1 Define Gateway with the CAA that redacted versions are
available on the CAA's portal. We will alse advise that our Gateway date is 31 January 2020 and that we will
communicate the result of this application once we hear the result — we will alse provide a copy of the final design
principles at this stage.

We will also thank people for theirinvelvermnent and participation in the process so far.
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Appendix L — Stakeholder identification

Those with interest in airspace change/ airport growth

» Edinburgh Airport Watch
» Sustainable Aviation

Users
» Local air traffic control
» Pilots

Airspace
» Scottish airspace above 7,000 ft » Cargo operators
»  Neighbouring airspace owners » Gliders
Aviation » Local airlines

» National airport representatives

Those who have asked to
be kept up to date from
previous consultations

EAL staff/ campus
partners

Airspace Change Programme

Business Representative groups
» Scottish Government m o »  Community Councils
» Chambers of Commerce — i » Equalities groups
Edinburgh/Fife/Falkirk » EACC
»  Economic growth/business representatives » EANAB
» Tourism and recreation representatives » Environmental groups
Elected representatives Individuals
» Councillors »  Flown over within noise contours
®  MSPs »  Flown over outwith noise contours
* MPs » Notflown over
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Appendix M - Correspondence with Elected Representatives

Email — 18 April 2019

Edinburgh Airport .g

Vhese Scotlend meets the word!
Hello,

As you know, our initial application for airs pace change was rejected by the
Civil Aviation Authority (CAA&) last year and although we were disappointed by
that decision, we took note of the reasons to formulate our next steps on
an issue which is important to allow Scotland to continue to benefit from
growth in air travel.

W& said at the time that we would look to restart that process as quickly as
possible and in the months since we have been working on our approach
and to understand the CAP 1616 process that we have been asked to work
on, and that is why | write to you today

The need for modernising our airspace remains as we must find a way to
manage current demand and provide capacity for future growth and that
remains the case. This modernisation process is also something that we
and every other airport in the UK has been asked to look at by the UK
Government as it moves towards a more accurate and efficient approach to
airspace management.

Ve have lodged our Statement of Need with the CAA and that marks the
start of this new process. This Statement of Need explains why we think we
need to modernise our airspace, with the technical detalls and proposals
coming later this year following consultation and engagement with local
communities and stakeholders. You can view our Statement of Need

here: https:/fairs pacechange.caa.co.ukfPublicProposalAreatplD=163

The CAP1616 process is different to the one we embarked upon previously
and we will be happy to answer any gquestions you may have on it, but it
might be useful for you to read the CAA's guidance on the process and
understand what will happen going forward: www.caa.co.ukfcaplels

Clearly we must now wait for the CAA to consider our statement before we
can progress, but we will ensure that you are kept updated as we move
forward.

Thanks,

Ures e coribay
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Letter from a member of the UK parliament, 19 July 2019

L
. !
!

it

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWI1A 0AA

19% July 2019
Our Ref: DC/LH/EdinburghAirport

Further to our meeting in March, 1 note that you have now submitted a new Statement of
Need to the CAA to start the process of applying for airspace change under CAP 1616,

Airspace Change Programme
g

I am looking forward to continued engagement with both Edinburgh Airport and my
constituents in vho are likely to be most affected
by the proposed changes as your application progresses.

I appreciate that the application is still in its early stages: however, I do have some enquiries
in terms of some of the ongoing work around these proposals that 1 am hoping you can help
me with,

Firstly, I understand that noise monitors have been deployed in various locations throughout
the vicinity of the airport in order to capture data on current noise levels from aircraft on
existing flight paths, I would be grateful if you could inform me when you expect to publish
the data obtained from these monitors so far.

Sccondly, I believe that you were investigating the option of shifting flight paths originally
proposed to {1y over the southern coast of Fife further cast over the River Forth, | would be
grateful of an update on your investigation and any findings you are able to share at this
stage.

I look forward to hearing from you in due course.

Yours sincerely,
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Letter o :: ..y 2019

Edinburgh Airport

|22

Edinburgh Ainpont
EH12 90N

Seotland

T: #44 (0jE44 448 BRI
W edinburghainport.com

31 July 2013

Thank you for your email and for your continued interest in airspace change.

Az you know, the airspace we use is something that all airports in the UK are being asked to
modernise and it is 3 programme which iz lengthy and detailed. Engagement with interested groups
and communities is an important part of that, as is engagement with our business partners and
girlines, so that engagement work will form a central part of our strategy going forward.

Our previgus application process saw us engage with our lecal communities and led to the formation
of the Edinburgh Airport Moise Advisory Board (EANAEB). As part of our discussion with EAMAB, we
purchased mobile noise monitors to allow us to gather more data in co-operation with communities
about the noize climate in neighbouring regions and get a better understanding of aircraft noise.

We are currently carrying cut community noise monitoring in various lecations around Q3leety Bay,
Morth Queensferry and Aberdour and once completed, the results will be compiled into a report

which we will make publicly available on our dedicated Noise Lab web site:

http://noiselab.casper.aera/edif

In terms of any propesals for the flight paths, we received feedback during our last Airspace Change
Frogramme from communities that asked us to use the Firth of Forth more instead of flying ower
local communities. This is obviously & new programme and we will bz relooking at all of our flight
paths and doing more work to determine viable flight path options.

At this stage, nothing is confirmed and our Airspace Change Programme follows the process cutlined
by the caA CAP1616 which requires us to determine design principles and design options and test
theze with stakeholders. &s | referred to earlier, our engagement strategy with key partners will be

very impertant and take into account the need to share proposals, something the CAP1616 process
also places great value on.

‘fou and your constituents can keep up to date with our process at the following page, but we will
also be on hand to help with queries as we move through the process:

https://airspacechange.caa.co.uky/PublicProposalArea?piD=163

| hope that helps with the enguiries that you had, please get in touch if you require anything further.

‘fours sincerely
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Appendix N - Initial round of engagement report, Progressive Partnership

Edinburgh Airport Limited

Airspace Change Programme
WP1 Design Principles
Final Report
20 December 2019
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Introduction

This document reports on feedback gathered from thefirst round of engagementworkshops and focus
groups conducted by Progressive Partnership on behalf of Edinburgh Airport Limited (EAL} to aid their
work to develop a long list of design principles for the Airspace Change Programme (ACP} 2015.

Summary of method

This section gives a brief overview of the engagement method. A full description of method can be
found in the Project Initiation Document (PID} revised 2, contained in Appendix A. The first round of
engagement comprised five workshops, conducted with community stakeholders, aviation
stakeholders, Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory Board {EANAB}, and a broader group of stakeholders
that included: local council officers (typically planning and environmental health}, industry,
equalities groups, and environmental organisations; followed by three focus group discussions with
residents.

The engagement was undertaken in accordance with the Stage 1B Engagement Plan objectives
contained in the ACP Engagement Strategy produced by EAL, which outlines EAL’s approach to the
Airspace Change Programme 2015. They are to ensure:
. a fair representation of stakeholders is involved in the design principle development;
. a broad representation of views is received;
EAL can combine local context with technical considerations; and
. the design principles are influenced by stakeholders, meeting the CAP1616 guidance.

The engagement sessions were held in Edinburgh from 23 September to 5 October.

Attendees

A full listing of participants can be found in Appendix B and summarised below.

Aviation stakeholders Focus Groups
North and West community stakeholders
South and East community stakeholders

Stakenplders.. others Currently overflown outwith noise

Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory Board | contours
{EANAB}

Currently overflown within noise
contours

Currently not overflown but could be

10402 EAL ACP 2015 1B Design Principles

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 52



o]
Edinburgh Airport &

Where Scotland meets the world

40

Waorkshap recruitment

Progressive recruited representatives from a wide range of stakeholder groups and communities,
including:

1. Aviation and technical groups such as: cargo, recreation, training and traffic control

2. Stakeholder representative groups much as: property developers, environmental groups
environmental activists, councils and equalities organisations

3. Community representatives covering:

- Edinburgh West/West Lothian North

- Edinburgh East/East Lothian North

- Fife South West/Fife South East

- Falkirk/west Lothian (rest of}

- Outlying areas {Midlothian, rest of Fife, rest of East Lothian, Perth and Kinross,
Borders, Stirling, Clackmannanshire}

The starting point for the recruitment was to develop a database of potential participants. This drew
largely from contact details provided by EAL, held as a result of past consultations and a request from
people to be kept informed. This was supplemented by contributions from the project team, based
on their knowledge and experience of key stakeholders operating in the topic area; and by desk-
research undertaken by Progressive, to update contact details in the EAL contact list, to identify
contacts in outlying areas not covered by the EALdatabase, and to expand the range of contacts within
the database {for example, ensure the local authority contacts included all relevant departments). The
contacts were built into a single database of around 1,333 records.

The database was then cleaned and sorted:

The dataset was ‘cleaned”:

» Records without valid contact details were identified and prioritised. Further work was
undertaken to source contacts details for these {hames/phone numbers/email addresses for
stakeholders.} e.g. google searches of local directories, calls to key organisations, re-contact
EAL/partners.

» Contacts where email addresses remained missing following mitigating actions were
excluded.

» It was noted that many of the records within the EAL database e.g. libraries and leisure
centres, related to information contacts that would enable EAL to distribute information, but
were not organisations with a representative structure with whom we could engage. These
were deprioritised in the engagement.

The cleaned database was sorted into ‘List A’ respondents and ‘List B” respondents?.

» Allocation into the list drew on a preliminary stakeholder mapping exercise undertaken by
Progressive; this was updated when EAL completed their draft stakeholder mapping exercise
and were able to provide a list of key stakeholders to include in the engagement exercise. This
include key organisations {public and private sector} and community councils.

» Allocation of records into these categories was undertaken to ensure all key organisations,
identified through the stakeholder mapping exercise, were invited.

1 This will be shared to the project team as a separate document once it is complete

10402 EAL ACP 2015 1B Design Principles
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» Wealso sought to ensure a good mix and spread of organisations at each event. For
example, the community stakeholder workshop sought to include a mix of the following:
representative and social organisations; tenant/resident groups; a selection of recreation
and interest groups; and a selection of the community councils from the local area.

» List A organisations were contacted first, with List B contacts forming the back-up pool.

» After a low response to email invites, a further List C was drawn up comprising local
representatives from national organisations and local organisations.

Email invites were sent to all representatives inviting them to attend on the date assigned to the
workshop for their respondent type. See Appendix C. Recipients were offered three options in the
email, {1} f o interested and con attend, (2} f am interested but cannot attend, (3} 1 am not interested,
remove me from the doto base.

Response to the initial email was lower than expected: the number volunteering to take part was only
41 in the first week of being emailed. Follow up telephone calls were therefore made to non-
responders to determine interest and availability. In total 484 organisations were emailed and 283
were telephoned. Many organisations were called up to five times in order to find an
available/relevant person.

Because they were from a wide area and some distance from Edinburgh, many community
representatives were reluctant to spend time and money in travelling to attend workshops. To
compensate and encourage engagement, an incentive of £40 was offered to all delegates of the
community workshops.

Once all workshops were fully recruited delegates were sent confirmation details which also sought
recording permissions. See Appendix Dn All delegates were contacted by telephone the evening before
the workshop to confirm their attendance.

The inclusian of an EANAB workshop

Discussions between EAL and EANAB in reference to taking partin 1B design principles stage were
ongoing throughout August. EANAB complained that they had insufficient opportunity to comment
and we considered this complaint. lt was decided as this group of individuals has an existing
relationship with EAL, are more knowledgeable on this topic and already has a strong opinion, that it
would be beneficial to the wider piece of engagement that they were offered a separate workshop
to allow participation.

TCl also endorsed the proposal given EANAB’s noise-related functions. This additional workshop took
place on Saturday, 28 September 2015. EANAB selected which of their members would attend the
session; they were asked to not invite members who had previously aired their views in one of the
community workshops so that feedback was collected from the widest representative group as
possible.

Focus group recruitment

The focus groups were drawn from a cross-section of the general public. The participants were
recruited by Progressive’s team of experienced recruiters. This involved recruiting members of the
general public on-street in the study areas, using precise specifications which included factors such as
location, social group and family type. In addition, the recruitment screened out members of any
lobbying or advisory groups to the airport and those who worked in aviation. This recruitment process

10402 EAL ACP 2015 1B Design Principles

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 54



o]
Edinburgh Airport &

Where Scotland meets the world

40

ensured each group included a broad mix of participants, and the data gathered was reflective of the
target audience specified in the brief. The recruitment specification was approved by the client.

We constantly monitor recruiters to ensure that they are delivering high quality respondents that
meet the project specification. Qualitative recruitment was back-checked by re-contacting 100% of
respondents and re-administering part of the recruitment questionnaire.

Respondents to the groups overflown were given an incentive of £40 for attending. Those who
travelled from further afield {nhot overflown}were given an incentive of £50.

Pringiples af inclusion

Our methodology was designed to include a wide representation of views. We invited representatives
from action groups such as: EANAB and Extinction Rebellion, as well as community councils known to
be opposed to the airport. People with protected characteristics and those representing equalities
groups were included and supported. For example, a representative from Royal National Institute of
Blind People (RNIB} was given support from a researcher whose role it was to translate any visual
information into spoken, and write down his views so they could be included in the group’s inputs.
Members of the general public who are less used to speaking at large public forums were proactively
recruited and given their voice in focus groups. Those who were interested in taking part in the
workshops but couldn’t, either because they couldn’t make the time or because they had autism and
found large public meeting too difficult, were given the opportunity to contribute online. This was
fully supported by Diversity Dynamics, experts in inclusion.

Maderation

Each of the workshops was moderated by two senior practitioners from Progressive and attended by
representatives from other members of the Airspace Change Project team: the client: EAL, the
diversity advisors: Diversity Dynamics and the environmental consultants: WSP. The aviation
consultants To70 jointly moderated the aviation workshop. Attendees were sent a copy of the EAL
Statement of Need (SON} prior to attending the workshop. See Appendix E. The agenda for the
engagement sessions was:
» To make the group aware of the Airspace Change Programme;
» To provide an overview of the CAP1616 process — in particular, what Stage 1B
involves/requires;
» To seek the group’s input into developing a list of potential design principles, by which we
meant the main factors that determine how the changes in airspace will be planned;
» By the end of the session to have produced a long list of design principles;
» To have an understanding of which design principles the group would prioritise and why.

The themes under discussion included:
» Responses to the SON
s Environment
»  Community
» Technical
» Economic: business and economy
» Equalities

Where time permitted, communication about airport related matters was also discussed. Initially the
topic guide was designed to include a summary section on trade-offs with a view to determining
attendees’ preference for one design principle over another. This was met with resistance from the
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majority of attendees who claimed the issues were too complicated to state preferences. Following
the first workshop on 23 September 2015 it was suggested ky Progressive and agreed by the rest of
the project team to remove the trade-off section in the topic guide. This was replaced with a section
on relationships between principles. A full copy of both of the topic guides can be found in Appendix F
{the initial signed off version and the revised version}.

A short presentation was made to attendees which set out the reasons behind the Airspace Change
Programme. This gave an overview of EAL's SON, maps of flight paths with typical altitudes, the
regulatory process CAP1616 and examples of design principles. This way attendees were fully informed
in the responses they gave. A copy can be found in Appendix G.

Calfecting the views of thase ungble to attend the workshops

We issued an online questionnaire {see Appendix H} to those who wanted to take part but couldn’t
attend the workshops {76 in total}. We had five complete and 12 partial returns. All responses have
been analysed and coded by theme and merged with the outputs from the workshops and group
discussions.
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Summary of findings

Overview

This section summarises the issues discussed in the initial workshops (aviation, community
stakeholders and other stakeholders} and the three focus groups, under each of the themes discussed
in the workshops,/focus groups.

Response to the Statement of Need

» Modernisation of EAL airspace needs to be undertaken as part of a more comprehensive
review of wider airspace strategy so that constraints and opportunities can be more accurately
assessed.

» Problems the airportis experiencing need to be identified more clearly to allow the principles
for a new approach to be accepted.

»  (onsistency between the SON and Scottish and UK policy on emissions reduction has not been
demonstrated.

» The relationship between runway capacity and airspace capacity needs to be clearly set outif
a case is being made for greater runway capacity.

» Edinburgh Airportis in business to make a profit and pay the shareholders; that objective must
be recognised when considering other design principles.

Environment

» The carbon footprint that people have as individuals, as communities, as countries, as the
world, is growing, so airspace design needs to look to where policy priorities are going, not
justwhere they are now.

» Older and/or more polluting aircraft, including freight planes, should face greater restrictions
and higher charges.

» Offset adverse environmental impacts as locally as possible

» Protect environmentally sensitive areas.

»  Apply “polluter-pays” principle to airspace changes.

»  Minimise light pollution from planes {low level of comment but important}
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Community ond hegith

» Monitor and report noise levels accurately and ensure compliance with airspace by airlines.

» Trynotto overfly locations where there are expectations that residents are not on a flightpath

» (onduct health impact assessments including for schools, hospitals and care homes to ensure
compatibility with health and care aims.

» Fly over water, where possible, with new routes down the Forth.

» Ensure that timing and routing restrictions placed on air travel are consistent with latest
wnderstanding of health issues, including mental health and sleep.

» Ensure all effects on schools are effectively considered including: noise affecting playtimes,
pollution meaning windows need to be closed and other factors that affect healthy
development.

» Take account of the landscape in which noise occurs.

» The heightand dispersal of flights including above 7,000 feet needs to be built into the options
appraisal.

» Planned housing development is likely to be affected, so there is a need to understand the
number of people affected with and without the new homes.

» Include costs of community compensation and mitigation measures in plans

» Include design options that minimise the level of change to flightpaths including no change.

echnical

» Prioritise safety.

» Reduce flightpaths with tighter turns, since these expose some people to almost continuous
noise: by the time one aircraft has completed the turn, the next one will be coming along.

»  Restrict aircraft turning/holding areas over communities.

» Avoid overall expansion of controlled air space.

» Enable flightpaths that are as short as possible.

» Design for aircraft that cannot operate Global Navigation Satellite Systems.

» Ensure access to airspace by general aviation.

Econamy

» The capacity and co-ordination of the road and public transport infrastructure and delivering
efficient and complementary transport services into the airport needs to be included in any
discussion about airport expansion.

»  Tourism revenue flows in and out of Scotland so the contribution of aviation to the economy
needs to be clear in considerations of air travel growth.

» Ensure that investment ky the airport is sufficient to facilitate a joint approach to air travel,
land transport and land use development that reflects the impacts of airspace changes.

» Demonstrate that plans at the airport are consistent with plans of public authorities at all
levels.
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Equality

» Consider who pays and who benefits, including opportunities to make taxation of air travel
more progressive, recognising EAL's role inlobbying for policy change.

» Minimise adverse effects on those groups of people that suffer the greatest effects of noise
and air pollution.

» Poorer people may fly less 50, on equality grounds, should suffer less disbenefits from air
travel.

Communication

» Ensure transparency of data, information and decision making process.

» Enable and support community pride in their local airport, supporting modernisation and
aupporting the ACP through community involvement and openness.

» Ensure all EAL's inputs in relation to plans for surface access to the airport are transparent.

»  CAA must demonstrate their accountability to the population around Edinburgh airport if they
are making decisions about what happens.
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Summary of design principles

Throughout the discussions, delegates and participants were encouraged to write down their
suggestions for design principles on post-it notes. Progressive collected these, transcribed them into
an Excel spreadsheet, and then analysed the statements to determine common themes and design
principles. The table below include all of the suggested design principles that were collected from the
post-it note exercise and gleaned from the transcripts, together with material from the online
submissions. In line with standard market research practice, the table omits issues mentioned by a
single delegate/participant. The ordering within the table broadly reflects the number of mentions
across the sessions.

Summary of design principles

Reduce night flights and early morning flights

Fly over the sec/fly down the Forth

Consider impact of aircraft type/penalise poor petformers/old aircroft
Ensure decision making is evidence based fand evidence is appropriate/high guality)
Reduce flights over communities/jly over less populated areas
Minimise noise

Reduce erissions/pollution

Avoid overflying of schools

Do not fly over currently unajfected areos in planning

Adhere to WHO regufotions

Ensure consideration of all airspace users

Ensure fully infegroted airspace chonge

Restrict air craft holding areas over communities

Consider impact on mental health/wellbeing

Consider noise from take-ojf/ fanding/turning

Toke background noise into account

Consider/ojfset the impact on wildhfe/the environment
Minimise noise/flights befow 7,000t

Avoid over flying rural areas

Cff set emissions

Consider other health impaocts

Consider needs of the elderly/ children/those with ilf heolth/autism/sensory impairment
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o
brogre:
Recognise irmpact of flight paths on house prices and social migration

Restrict air craft turning over communities

Avoid overflying hospitals and carefretirernent hiornes

Review need for growth

Prioritise safety

Do not concentrate flight poths over

Avoid ovetflying of historical sites

Consider impact on sfeep

Redesign the terminal airspace

Reduce flights

Ensure consideration of wider tourism fropacts

Ensure Erue accessibility in design

Minimise route devictions

Consider no change to flight poths

Toke account of noise above 7,000ft

Minimise light pollution

Consider climate impact

Ensure access to airspace by generaf avintion

Consider impact on animal wefare

Considerations for spenfic routes

Concentrate flight poths during work hours

Review routes/flight corridors

Reduce impact on greenspaces

Avoid flying over the zoo

Make toke oji/londing gradients steeper

Toke into account segregation of dijferent plane types fe.g. turbo jet and prop)
Make routes os short as possible

Fly the west side of the River Afmond
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Other issues mentioned

Delegates and participants also raised a number of other issues that were clearly recognised as falling
outside the scope of design principles, but nonetheless were considered issues of great importancein
the context of airport expansion. In particular, delegates and participants in many of the groups
identified congestion around the airport, and the capacity of local infrastructure to cope with
future/different ACP options.

Ensure planning integration: transport infrostructure - surface access
Ensure planning integration: focal authorities/other agencies

Ensure planning integrotion: transport infrostructure — general

Ensure planning integration: transport infrostructure - public tronsport

Noise and emissions were important to people and there was a lot of concern about carbon emissions
and the idea that continued growth of the airport is counter to the Scottish Government’s response
to the Climate Change.

Mornitor and report accurately on noise

Monitor air guality/ermissions

Use technology to reduce noise/pollution impacts
Consider government targets on the environment
Consider risks of auditory damage

Cther issues of importance connected to economic issues, such as, mitigation for those overflown and
making clear the business case for expansion were mentioned as being important.

Consider compensation/ mitigation for those overflown
Ensure business case is well documented/evidenced
Recognise flights are not used by aff

incrense flight costs to reduce peak demand

Other comments were made in about how EAL can support tourism and create jobs. Some claimed
that EAL should communicate more and make it case for change know to more people. There was
some concern that an expansion of flights will put pressure on the terminal building that it would not
be able to cope. This led them to suggest efficiency and effectiveness needs to be addressed in the
terminal.

Crente more jobs

Support tourisr/business

Ensure ejfective and clear communication

Enstire ejficiency and effectiveness through terminal
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Environment summary

Design principles for environment

Consider impact of aircraft type/penalise poor petformers/old aircraft
A Minitnise noise

Reduce emissions/pollution

VAdhere to WHO regufations

Consider noise from take-ojf/ fanding/turning

Take background nofse into account

Considet/ojfset the impact on wildl\fe/the environment

7 Avoid over fiying ruraf areas

Cif set emissions

Minirnise light pollution

Consider cfirﬁ ate impact
. VConside( irmpact on animal weifare
| Reduce impoct on greenspaces

Avoid flying over the zoo

Community summary

Design principles for communities

' Reduce night flights and early morning flights
-F!y over tP.re sé;:/}-!y down the Forth o
”Reduce flights éver communities/fly over fess populoted areas
VAvoid r:;‘;rerﬂ;f‘ng of schools N o
Do not fly over currently unajfected areos in planning
-Restn'r:tﬂtlar‘r craft ho!dr'n;é areos over communéﬁes A
7 Minimise nofse/flights l;elow 7,000ft
7Res Erict airr ;:ra ft ttr.frming ove? comi*ﬁrlmitfes
Avoid overflying hospitols and care/retirerment homes
-Avor'd ovérﬂfﬁng of h.f';storimf sites
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Reduce flights
| Take account of noise above 7, 000ft
» Concentrate flight paths during work hours
| Review routes/flight corridors
. Get people to accept noise

Fly the west side of the River Afmond

Technical summary

Design principles for technical

Ensure decision making is evidence based fond evidence is appropricte/high guality)
Ensure fully integrated airspace change/clean sheet

Prioritise safety

Do not concentrate flight paths
Redesign the termina/terminal airspace
Minimise route deviations

Considerations for specific routes

Consider no change to flight poths
Make take ojj/londing gradients steeper
Take info account segregationfe.g. turbo jet and prop)

Make routes os short as possible

Ensure access to rirspace by general aviation

Economy summary

Design principles for economy

Ensure consideration of allf airspoce users
Review need for growth

Ensure consideration of wider tourism impacts
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Equalities summary

Consider needs of the elderly/ children/those with ilf health/outism/sensory impairment
Recognise itmpact of flight paths on house prices and social migration

Ensure frue accessibiltity in design
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Community representatives: North and
West

Group dynamics

This workshop was held on the 23 September 2015. It comprised 15 delegates from 15 different
organisations.

Some of the community council representative members were also EANAB members. The EANAB
members tried to dominate the conversation and derail it from a constructive discussion about design
principles to a complaints” session. This was largely overcome by employing a technique of asking
delegates to write responses down on post-it notes that were then collected and grouped according
to theme.

The workshop was jointly moderated by and
observed by

Response to the Statement of Need

This group strongly contested the growth premise underpinning the SON, with this discussion
dominating the early part of the workshop. They contested EAL's growth targets for 35 million
passengers by 2050, claiming that this was against current Scottish and UK government’s thinking on
reduction in emissions. One of the attendees stated:

'm afroid that goes back to the very first point, which is that fairly...whot appears to me, and it's
o strong word, but it’s o fairly bogus stotement of need. { just don’t see this need for growih.

Some expressed the need to remove traffic queues from feeder roads and reduce delays of flights.
While others doubted that a need for increased flights should be justified on the need to reduce early
morning delays, claiming that better flight management and pricing slots could alleviate bottlenecks
in the morning.

To be able to go forward, we afso need o be able to guestion the assurptions in that stotement
of need, and they need o actually fook ot the evidence that is presented for that stoternent cf
need, as a part of the design principles. We can’t separate out the bvo, they hove been given
permission to move forward, but we can’t actuolly discuss design principles without guestioning
some of the statement of need in the first place.

Increase in inbound tourismwas dismissed by many as a support for expansion, claiming that for every
tourist dollar that flies in 2 fly out.

As with other workshops, delegates expressed the need for a root and branch review of airspace
that takes national policy and FASI-N (Future Airspace Strategy Implementation — North} into
account. It was considered that some of the design principles determined at this stage of CAP1616
could be rendered obsolete if the national airspace changes.
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So f think afthough you have o controlfed airspace thot's very timited around Edinburgh Afrport,
f think it would be hugely beneficial \f Edinburgh Airport Lirnited really bit info this and pushed
for a national change and an international change in airspace.

FASI-N charges need to be fully integrated with this ACP, but there is no recognition within the
Statement of Need.

The first design principles were therefore:
Design Principles

Ensure fully integroted airspace change/clean sheet
Consider nno change to flight paths

Environment

The issues that dominated the thinking of this group were bound in the theme of community and
environment. One of the key topics of discussion before design principles were collected was the
societal move away from cheap, frequent flights and a general acceptance in this group that flying is
not good for the environment. Noise was central in the discussion about environment and the
comments made above were reiterated.

Noise

The dominating theme for this workshop was noise. At its simplest, the group wanted to reduce noise
in general. There were heated comments about the accuracy of current noise monitoring, and a desire
was expressed for independent and accurately reported noise monitoring. Concern was expressed
over the height at which noise becomes a nuisance, with many arguing that 7,000 feet is not a
sufficiently high cut-off, as noise continues to be a nuisance when planes are above that height.

Delegates also commented on the impact of cumulative noise: they claimed they could hear planes
waiting for take-off as well as those taking-off and landing; turning and banking manoeuvres were
reported to increase the levels of noise by 3 to 4 decibels; noise levels were felt to have been
increasing in some areas. Many felt that freight planes can be older and noisier so should face more
restrictions from flying at night Concerns were expressed about a lack of accurate monitoring of noise.
Many felt that EAL based its thinking on modelling rather than monitoring and, in some instances,
respondents doubted the validity of the positioning of monitors. This led to a request to monitor and
report accuraiely on noise. World Health Organisation (WHO} guidance on health and noise was
commonly referred to. Some called for avoidance of flying over rural areas because they felt that the
noise impact is greater inthose areas due to less ambient noise.

Noise was a subject talked about inthe context of community and environment. The following table
lists the design principles for noise in order of importance.

Design Principles for naise
Consider impact of aircroft type/penalise poor petformers/old aircroft

Adhere to WHO regulotions
Minitnise nofse - overall

Minimise noise befow 7,000 feet
Toke account of noise above 7,000ft
Avoid fiying over ruraf areas
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Pollution

Reducing pollution and emissions were also an important issue. Delegates talked about the need to
consider wildlife and migrating birds. They also talked about the need to consider the smell of aviation
fuel.

Design Principles for pollution
Redtice emissions/pollution fimprove air guality
Consider, mitigote and cffset impacts on wildlife ond the environment

Community

This group suggested EAL"s motive for expanding airport capacity was to boost the airport’s sale value
rather than to improve their air services for the community. Many felt that all design principles should
reduce the need to fly over communities.

Delegates were concerned that communities were being “pitted against each other” when discussing
dispersed versus concentrated flight paths. On one hand, they wanted flights to be moved away from
their community; on the other they didn"t want other communities to suffer at their expense. The
outcome was a general agreement that the number of flights need to be reduced.

An important design principle to emerge from this group was the need to provide respite from the
noise by reducing flights through the night and early hours of the morning.

Delegates also expressed their wish for a reduction of flights over populated areas. Many thought that
moving flights over the Forth would be a good solution to flying over populated areas. This design
principle came up in different sections of the workshop and was reiterated several times.

Every single cormmunity on both sides of the Firth of Forth would be spared any of the noise they
get ot the moment. But it does mean going further down the Forth, down the middle, and getting
to ot feost ten thousand before you vector off.

A view expressed with some force was the need to avoid flying over housing developments that have
not been flown over before.

Some claimed that reducing flights was the only legitimate way to reduce CO:; emissions and noise.
Others claimed that any increase in flights will also lead to an increase in traffic which would resultin
a negative effect. Schools came up as being of importance and some cited research pointing to the
negative effects of noise on the ability to concentrate. Turning aircraft and holding over communities
were thought to increase noise and one of the design principles clearly articulated was not to turn
over communities. A few called for compensatory measures to help insulate houses under flightpaths
from noise. A few mentioned the need to review flight corridors in light of UK Government’s Airspace
Modernisation Strategy.

Design Principles far community
Do not fy over currently unajfected areos

Reduce night flights ond earfy morning flights
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Fly over the sec/fly down the Forth

Reduce flights/reduce flights over communities

Avoid overflying of schoofs

Restrict aircraft turning/holding areas over communities
Review routes/flight corridors

Health

The discussion on health linked into the subject of noise: the WHO report from 2018 was quoted as
having the most comprehensive set of guidelines on noise limits. The design principle to come out of
that discussion was not to create noise above 45 decibels.

Respondents also referred to the Air Navigation Guidance 2017. This states that effects on noise
sensitive properties, including schools and hospitals, should be absolutely minimised. The respondents
took this as a key design principle.

Design Principles for health
Do not increase noise fevels above 45 decibels

tifects on noise sensitive properties, hospitals, should be absolutely minimised

Consider impact on mental heafth/wellbeing

Consider impact on sfeep

Technical

Many perceived a difference in noise made by old and new planes. Delegates were consistent in their
view that old planes should be phased out or charged heavy penalties if they contravene modern CO;
emission and noise standards.

Airlines, are using aeroplones until they run out of hfe, which could be thirty years. ... ,some
cf the aeroplunes coming into fand or taking off are much fouder than others, plus they’re much
more pofluting, rmuch greater COz emissions..because they're older. If everybody moved to o
modern aircraft, or more modern aircraft, then mony of these things would ot least be reduced,
which would be o benefit. So, the trade-cjf that is not discussed is whether the airlines should be
pushed — nudged, whatever it is — fo using more modern aircraft by fooking af the rotes they're
charged in fanding fees. If it's o noisy, high CO; ceroplone, i should be paying more to fand ot
Edinburgh, or any of the UK airports, than o modern, fow €O, one.

Another less often mentioned issue was the need to segregate turbo jet and turbo prop aeroplanes.
The design principles in relation to technical considerations are listed in the table below in order of

importance.

Safety, both in flight and through the airport terminal, was prioritised as akey design principle.
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Design Principles for technical

Prioritise safety

Remove or penatise ofd aircraft thot confravene modern nofse standards

Fly fewer freight planes

Toke account of segregation fe.g. turbo jet and prop)

Ensure decision making is evidence based {and evidence is appropriate/high
quafity)

Economy

Overall, this subject prompted less discussion than environment and community. However, there was
a high level of agreement on the need to improve surface access and to have integrated-transport
policy. While these are out of scopefor design principles, they are issues that were of greatimportance
for all respondents to this engagement exercise. Theseissues were given more prominence that others
under the heading of economy.

Issues of great importance

Ensure planning integration: transport infrastructure - surfoce access
Ensure planning integration: transport infrastructure - public transport
Ensure planning integrotion: transport infrastructure - general

Most participants contested the economic arguments in favour of increasing the number of
passengers and runway movements at Edinburgh Airport; using the same arguments as they
contested the SON). Some said that EAL's reasons for expansion were flawed as a result of the
downturn in air-travel, with a few pointing to a decrease in the number of flights because of flight
shaming and environmental conscientiousness. Some disputed the argument that EAL supports
tourism in Scotland, referring back to the argument that the airport also facilitates tourism out of
Scotland. Others argued against the need for an increase in business flights.

Design Principles for Economy

Review need for growth
Ensure consideration of wider tourism ftnpacts
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Equality

Some participants claimed that, in their opinion, the airport is not used for the good of all and that
flying is an elitist activity for 15% of the people.

50% of flights are used by 15%° cf people. And so, thot's people with money. That’s the
privifeged, yeah? And businesses. The people that want to go to Spain for their holidoys are o
dhiferent category, and they’re being aifected by this as well, It is o very unfair playing field.

One person referred to the Rights of the Child which linked back to the point about not overflying
schools.

Another dominant comment was that homes in populated areas that are overflown reduce in value
and amenity, which |leads to, what they perceived as, “ghettoization” of the poor who may be unable
to afford to move. The key design principle to be deduced from this is do not fly over populated areas
that have not previously been flown over. This is documented in the community section.

The perceived inequality of not paying tax on aviation fuel when it is charged on road and rail fuel was
also noted.

Design Principles for Equality
Recognise impact of flight paths on house prices ond social migration
Consider needs of the elderly/ children/those with ilf heolth/autism

Social benefits of efficient air travel

This group were reticent to talk about the social benefits of air travel, claiming that social benefits,
such as, employment should not be a reason to subject people to being overflown 24/7.

Some claimed EAL doesn’t benefit them in terms of travel because English airports are cheaper than
Edinburgh and so they drive down to other airports, such as, Newcastle.

'm not denying that we do make flights, we oll go on holidays. But yeah, no, we tend not to use
Edinburgh because the Scottish airports seem o be more expensive.

Others claimed that technology was reducing the need to travel and people could communicate
efficiently online which negates the need to increase capacity for business users.

2 The claim that 50% of flights are taken by 15% of the people is incorrect. It's actually 70% of flights taken by
15% of the people... https:/ffullfact.org/economy/do-15-people-take-70-flights/
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Community representatives: South and
East

Group dynamics

This workshop was held on the 3 October 2015. It comprised 16 delegates from 16 different
organisations. There was some overlap across these organisations, for example, a member of
Ecclesmachan Community Council represented himself as the Broxburn Traders representative and
Ecclesmachan Community Council was separately represented by a different member; likewise the
representative of Cramond Kirk was also member of Cramond and Barton Community Council and the
Community Council was also separately represented). We had one community councillor who was
also a member of EANAB.

Attitudes amongst this group were mixed. Some were directly under the flight path in Cramond and
had a generally negative disposition to the airport. Others from further afield e.g. Pencaitland were
less exercised. On the whole this group of people were very knowledgeable and well informed of the
ACP and EAL.

The workshop was jointl It was observed by

Response to Statement of Need

This group also strongly contested the validity of the Statement of Need and the need to expand the
number of air traffic movements. They pointed to morning delays cited inthe SON claiming that delays
are builtin due to timetabling, they felt, which could be improved without the need to increase flight
movements. They also claimed that flights between 6am and 7am are less delayed than other times
of the day. In fact, they claimed that citing other delays during the day would have strengthened the
airport’s case.

They also questioned the need for expansion claiming that the airport only ever runs at 70 to 75%
capacity.

The CAA have not agreed the Staterment of Need af present. Al they've said is, ‘This document
fits our definition of o Staterment of Need, and therefore you con proceed from stage 1A to stage
18’ #t's only ot the end of stuge 1 they finolly give it the big tick. The fact they've soid you can
move on from stage 1A probably means they're fairly happy with i, but we mustn’t think thot
it’s been agreed, becouse there are actually — Fm not sure (f we're going to discuss this tonight
— but there hiave been huge guestions over how valid this Statement of Need actually is.

One respondent referred to a drop in air traffic movements and quoted the CEO of Edinburgh Airport
as having said there has been a drop in the number passengers. They also cited the reversal of the
Scottish Government’s policy to halve passenger duty, claiming that this will slow down the growth in
passenger numbers.
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So for the fost Thursday in September in Twenty Nineteen and in Twenty Eighteen and in Twenty
Seventeen, there actuolly was o drop in the number of ATMs, thot is, Air Troffic Moverment,
fanding or taking off. There was actually @ drop this year compared with last year. There was @
3.2% increase in 2017-2018 but now it’s levelled cff and it’s going down. Gordon Dewar the CEO
cfthe airport, talking to the Edinburgh Airport Consultative Committee back in May, reported the
first drop in passengers in ten years. They are levelling off. You may have heard cf a thing called
Flight Shame, ‘[Swedish]’, it comes from Sweden, the home of Greta Thunberg, and in Sweden
people are now cutting down the flights they take. So! seriously question whether we should be
accepting, atface value, the airport’s’ totally undocumented claims that they need to grow.

Some members of this group were also keen to understand if EAL intended to revisit previous work it
has conducted into seeking an alternative route into the landing strip that avoided parts of Cramond
or if it was intending to preserve the existing path. Others were keen to understand if EAL had any
plans to build a second runway which they felt could potentially alleviate some of the noise.

The first design principle was therefore:
Design Principle

Consider no change to flight paths

It took some time (around 20 minutes} to bring the group around to thinking about desigh principles
and the point of the exercise was questioned again by one respondent one hour into the workshop.
Overall delegates to this workshop were far less inclined to commit their design principle ideas to
paper {writing them on post-it notes) but were happier to talk about them as illustrated by the quote
below:

And just in cose you get the impression by the numbers [cf design principles written on post-it
notes], I think community councils are really one hundred percent, bar maybe about haf o
percent, about noise abatement, we really don’t actually mind that much about the ejfect on
biodiversity because it’s not that noticeable. Fine air particles, COz commissions, as you say
they're nothing compared with trajfic and the airport contributions that is very smaolf indeed. So
f think 1'd like to sort of moke the point that |f you go away with the impression that we're
interested in anything other than noise abatement procedures, you're mis-guoting the whofe
thing.

In this case a lot of the design principles have been drawn out from comments recorded in the
transcript of the session.

Environment

As with the other community representatives, during the North and West area session, noise was the
dominating theme. Delegates were concerned about the negative effects of noise on their
communities in terms of devaluing their homes, negatively affecting schooling of children, flying over
large new developments that have not previously been flown over. They were also very concerned
about the road access infrastructure claiming that roads are already facing very heavy traffic jams
which, they felt, would only get worse ifthe airport expands. They then went onto talk about pollution
and the negative effect on the planet from CO2 emissions.
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Noaise

As already noted above, noise was the dominant theme with this group, who claimed that it has
increased and that many people bought their homes when noise was less of an issue. They were
concerned about the accuracy of information on noise and claimed the noise contours currently in
place are based on inaccurate population figures.

One member representing a rural area south of Edinburgh claimed that, while the area is not generally
affected by noise from planes, it does become noticeable when planes are slowing down. This was
followed by another commenting that they believe that continuous descent approach {CDA} is being
implemented, which has decreased the incidence of noise from planes changing speed.

Now you can sfeep through @ normal flight but when they add breaks on to that you wake up
thinking, 'is that thunder? Whot is i#? you know. [ do not know what height they are af when
they fy over us but the noise is guite phenomenal when there’s a change in the methodology of
flying thot plone.

There was some concern expressed that, despite the new more accurate navigation system, some
pilots will always make deviations for reasons of avoiding bad weather, saving fuel or saving time. It
was claimed that EAL does not impose fines on those who break the rules as they have no legal
requirement to do so.

frrespective of the spread and the type of navigotion that we are using and whether it be focused
or spread, there are stilf o huge number of pifofs for reasons other than emergency and
passenger safety. Weather conditions, i.e. heavy thunder clouds and thunder... they are making
deviations because they are probably fate

A representative from Dreghorn commented on the perceived increase of helicopter noise, however
this was not fed into a design principle. Cargo and mail planes were cited as being particularly noisy
because they are old and significantly more noticeable.

But \f you have visitors they are aff like ‘what?” And that is tefling, I think, the more i hoppens,
the more you gef used to it. What we will never get used to is the real early morning ones when
the roar wokes you up. And we get thot guite often.

Design Principles for noise.
Minimise noise

Reduce the need for aircraft holding
Minimise the noise from plones changing speed

Consider impact of nircraft type/penalise poor petformers

Pollution

Pollution and emissions were also an important issue to this group, but delegates talked about the
need to consider pollution on roads due to congestion as well as pollution for aircraft.

Everybody knows that they [ John's Road and Queensferry Road] are the most polluted roads
in Scotfond. What the communities are on about is better infrastructure, trying to offeviate some
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of that traffic issue and { suspect any big change to the nirport isn’t going fo make it any better,
in fact, it is going to make i worse. Substantiolly worse, and thot’s what is on the minds of the
communities.

There were concerns about the wildlife infon the Forth but these did not override the overall desire
that planes fly over water. Delegates commented that some form of offsetting could help compensate
for distress on wildlife in the Forth.

f can certainly agree with rewilding, not necessarily on the Forth. The Isle of Moy fios o certain
area where they [birds) are protected.

Design Principles for pollution

Reduce emissions/pollution fimprove air guality

Cjfset the carbon footprint/consider rewilding

Community

Issues of importance to the community overlapped with issues of the environment, with noise the
biggest negative impact on the community. One of the key points made in the context of community
was to preserve the quiet of houses that are not currently affected, even if it means flying over larger
populations. Another was to reduce the impact of night noise as the participants felt it has more
impact due to perceived lower levels of ambient noise. Frankfurt Airport was given as an example of
an airport that has successfully banned flights from 11pm to 6am.

As with other groups, the potential resource of the Forth was mentioned as being a solution to
avoiding densely populated areas. One respondent claimed that the Ministry of Defence no longer has
this mapped as a restricted area because Leuchars airfield {formerly RAF Leuchars} has now closed
down. However, one respondent comment that by the time planes are over the water they are quite
high and thus create less disturbance.

'm not sure that water isn’t o red herring because as youw're landing, you're coming from the
Eost and you are on your 10-mile flight path. You are guite high over the water, you're guite fow
when you get to Cramond and Barnton, so, and with take ojfs, only fifty percent of the trajfic is
taking ojf in thot direction and you are guite noisy when you are taking ojf ond tend to go over
the water when you are guite high. So water is o wee bit of o red herring. Let’s use i if we can,
but it will not sofve the problem, it may alleviate stightly.

The overarching design principle was to reduce flights over communities. This came with a strong
recommendation not to sacrifice the needs of one community over another. Planning routes over the
sea or over unpopulated areas was seen as the solution to this. Schools were cited as buildings that
should be avoided when overflying as the participants felt that noise can impinge on learning.
Hospitals and care homes were also placed on the sensitive building category as places that should be
avoided because the residents may have no way to escape the noise.

The issue of maintaining access for families to see relatives instigated a lot of conversation. Access to
the Islands was seen as being of particular importance not just for communitarian reasons but for

economic ones as well.
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Design Principles for community
Do not fly over currently unajfected areos

Restrict night flights and early morning flights

Fly over the sea/fly down the Forth

Reduce flights/reduce flights over communities

Avoid overflying of schools

Avoid overflying hospitals and care homes

Prioritise flights for essentiof access fo Scottish isfands

Recognise the increase in flights that communities under flight paths have experienced

Health

The subject of noise was raised in the context of health and many disputed the lowest-observed-
adverse-effect level (LOAEL} measurements putin place by the government to measure noise.
Delegates from Cramond said that an average of 51 decibels during the day and 45 at night did not
give a true reflection of conditions when Cramond is exposed to 64 decibels which they felt was
beyond being a nuisance.

Design Principles for health

Conduct o Health impaoct Assessment

Ejfects on noise sensitive properties, including schools and fospitals, should be absofutely
minimised

Consider impact on mental health/wellbeing

Consider impact on sfeep

Technical

While safety wasnt mentioned by many, it was considered a given by all. Key design principles in
relation to technical issues were again based on a need to reduce noise. These were to penalise old
aircraft and fly fewer freight planes, especially at night. Some claimed that night flights are penalised
but by not enough to act as a real deterrent.

Design Principles for technical

Prioritise safety

Remove or penatise old aircraft thot confravene modern noise standards
Fly fewer freight planes

Reduce holding fstacking) planes over communities

Economy

Discussions around the economy prompted a high level of agreement on the need for improvement
to transport and the need to take into account the current pressure on roads such as Queensferry
Road and 5t John's Road. As with other workshops these issues were given more prominence that
others under the heading of economy.
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Issues of great importance

Ensure planning integration: local authorities/other agencies

Ensure planning integration: fransport infrastructure - surfoce occess
Ensure planning infegration: transport infrastructure - public transport
Ensure planning integration: transport infrastructure - general

Delegates also commented that there had been a drop in the value of their homes and sluggishness
in sales in Broxburn due to noise. This was evidenced by the experience of an estate agent who was a
member of the Broxburn & Uphall Traders' Association.

Some commented on the need to reinsulate and re-glaze properties that had been compensated for
in 1556. Comments were made about the need for developers to build to higher insulation standards,
which, according to the participants, costs more and leaves developers who are just outside the sound
contour out of pocket. This conversation also reiterated the perception that the noise contours do not
accurately reflect the needs of communities around Edinburgh airport.

We need accurate noise contours based on Edinburgh dote and not bosed on Gatwick doto.

Some also mentioned the previous consultation that made a late decision to place a flight path over
Winchburgh, and commented this had prompted a lot of people to try to sell their homes there.
Discussions about higher cost to insulate homes and potential impacts on property prices led
delegates to put forward a request for compensation for those overflown.

Design Principles for Economy

Ensure decision-making is evidence-bosed {and evidence is appropriote/high guality)
Do not irmpact on the value of homes
Cffer free troms to Edinburgh Gateway station

26
10402 EAL ACP 2015 1B Design Principles

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 77



o]
Edinburgh Airport &

Where Scotland meets the world

Stakeholder representatives

Group dynamics

This workshop was held on 1 October 2015. It comprised 15 delegates from 15 different organisations.
Delegates were from a broad church and included representatives from environmental activist groups,
such as Extinction Rebellion, property developers, local authority environment health departments,
environmental protection organisations, such as SEPA, and equalities organisations, such as Royal
National Institute of Blind People {RNIB}, Fife Centre for Equalities, Disability and Equality Scotland.
Progressive provided support for one delegate who had visual disabilities, in the form of a scribe to,
take down and contribute any written comments.

Attitudes amongst this group were mixed, but the mood was generally constructive. Delegates were
not as emotionally charged as delegates from community councils, which meant that the discussion
on design principles took off a little quicker than in the community stakeholder groups.

The workshop was jointly moderated
observed by

Response to Statement of Need

This group raised guestions about the process of planning airspace change and participants were
concerned about integration of planning processes. As with other workshops, the Climate Change was
top of mind and one person commented that the Climate Change Bill will commit Scotland to net zero
emissions, so the airport needs to set out how its approach contributes to the overall goal, including
through its flightpath design. There were concerns about planning integration and the need to deal
with the significant surface water management issues which they claimed were associated with the
scale of new development within the Fife and Lothians in particular. This was thought to be relevant
to expansion of the airport and the added impact that it may have.

{guess \f this is about building copacity and ultimotely increasing the number cf flights, then
there’s all sorts of guestions about how this process refates to all sorts of other consuftations
around airport monagement, possenger monagement, assistance, use of fond space — I know
that’s not part of this particulor study, but i would be good fo know that ol of these things are
tinked together so that we don't just end up with an airport that has fofs of airspace capacity but
no capacity to actually support passengers.

Unlike community stakeholder groups, opposition from this group to the SON was comparably low.
Even so, the presumption that growth is necessary was strongly challenged, not |east by Extinction
Rebellion.

There were questions over the process and how the Scottish Government plays a role when aviation
is a matter reserved to Westminster.
The first Design Principle therefore was:
Desi le

| Consider no change to flight poths
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Environment

As with community stakeholder groups, noise played a big partin the discussion about environment.
However, the stakeholder group considered a broader set of issues, including tourism and the acoustic
landscape. The wider responsibility of planning Edinburgh’s infrastructure, and integrating this with
the surrounding local authority areas, was also key to this group. Infrastructure planning was a subject
of great importance, not least to the developers in the group.

Noise

As noted above, and as with most workshops, noise was the biggest issue. Dielegates discussed the
effects of different types of noise, and commented that constant background noise was an issue, as
much as taking off and landing noise, to those living in close proximity to the airport. One commented
that hearing loss is becoming a big issue in Scotland and that any additional noise in the environment
should be carefully considered. The type of noise should be considered, as other factors, such as the
frequency and the general audio landscape. For example, the participants felt that a plane flying over
Edinburgh Castle will have a different impact to one flying over Inchcolm Abbey, because of the
perceived impact of noise from the railway below and general ambient noise from the city. This was
summarised in a Design Principle of taking audio landscape into consideration.

Design Principles for noise

Consider and ojfset the impact on wildlife and the environment
Take background noise into account

Minitnise noise

Toke qudio fandscape into consideration

Pollution

COz emissions and aviation fuel deposits were an issue for many participants, and more so for the
representative of Aberdour, who claimed that many inthe area complain of fuel smells. Many wanted
to know how air quality was being measured.

it's [air guolity] on issue. it's o great fear to people. But what's being done to countenance thot
fear? And how will that be presented within the consufiation?

Design Principles for pallution
Redtice emissions/pollution fimprove air guality

Community

Noise was the principal consideration in the context of community. For the majority of respondents,
their concernwas based on a theoretical basis rather than the experience of being subjected to noise.
Some lived under flight paths, but they felt that the planes were high enough not to affect their quality
of life. The representative from Aberdour Community Council was the exception to this. He
commented that his community was overflown at sub-four thousand feet by large planes, due for the
Far East, that freight planes wake the community at 4am and that schools are overflown. He also made
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the point that, to his understanding, when planes take off to the East, the turning noise over Aberdour
was extreme.

One core principle voiced by this group was the need to take into account areas that are not currently
overflown. They felt that the responsibility on part of EAL should be to demonstrate that any changes
in airspace will not impact negatively on planned spaces for housing development .

As o developer we won't get planning permission for any development where there are noise
generating sources unfess we demonstrate how they are mitigoted and os we are finding
currently that mitigation for o residentiof property has to be with windows open. So you can’t
just simply telfl people to close your windows. That mitigotion hias to be os o result of detailed
noise irmpact assessments and testing current ambient noise for an area against the likely noise
irmpact from the source. You o the airport are going to be creating that nofse source and likewise
they shouldn’t be getting permission to impact on not only existing properties but also planned
communities unfess they can demonstrate through a comprefiensive noise irnpact assessment of
central Scotfand that they are not breaching the same guidetines that we're burdened by,

It appeared that some reassurance was given to the group when they learned an independent noise
assessment was taking place.

Children were said to be more sensitive to noise and therefore overflying schools should be avoided.

Many agreed that flying over the sea was a natural solution, but some cautioned against this as
Edinburgh has two award winning beaches that are a magnet for tourism and Inchcolm Island (in the
middle of the Forth}is an important historic site.

The representative from Historic Environment Scotland {HES} proposed a widely endorsed idea that
the historic environment is not reliant solely on the visual landscape and that audio landscape is
equally as important to some sites.

The issue of overflying rural areas versus urban areas came up as delegates discussed the pros and
cons of both. The resulting Design Principle was not to fly over rural areas as a justification for flying
over fewer people, because they felt that the impacts of noise in a rural setting is likely to be greater
than in a setting where there are higher levels of ambient noise.

Design Principles for community
Fly over the sec/fly down the Forth

Do not fly over currently unajfected areas

Restrict night flights and early morning flights
Avoid fiying over fistorical sites

Avoid overflying of schools

Avoid over flying ruraf areas

Health

Delegates pointed to a body of research that sets out the negative effects of noise on health and, as a
result, the overriding principle in the context of health was to reduce noise. One comment was made
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about the need to support people who rely on sound to navigate. An example was given of a blind
person being unable to move safely until the sound of an overflying plane was gone. This led to the
Design Principle on assisting the movement on ground for people who rely on auditory signifiers to
navigate.

Design Principles for healkth
Minitise nofse

Support movement on ground for people who rely on ouditory signifiers to navigate

Technical

The Design Principle of making evidence-based decisions was partly based on the need to monitor real
live noise rather than rely on modelling, which many felt was inaccurate. Some were cautious about
making a Design Principle as emphatic as flying down the Forth and felt that EAL should talk to National
Air Traffic Services {(NATS} about all possibilities for opening up airspace instead.

Design Principles for Technical
Ensure decision making is evidence based {and evidence is appropriate/high
quality)

Explore other opportunities with NATS

Economy

Infrastructure was an issue of great concern to many of the delegates to this workshop. It appeared
that many were thinking from the point of view of connecting to wider geographical areas, such as
East/\West Lothian and Fife. Many agreed with the point that integration of transport planning was
necessary and that looking at the airport in isolation was not going to bring about an effective
transport solution. This was expressed in the desire to ensure planning integration.

There was a call by one participant for Edinburgh to share the cost of mitigating ill-health and the cost
for improved infrastructure that they felt was likely to result from growth.

One participant commented that EAL supports the Edinburgh economy, but that economic benefits
reduce the further away from Edinburgh an area is, for example, Falkirk derives much lower economic
benefits from Edinburgh Airport than the City of Edinburgh. This led to a conversation about how to
measure the Airport’s benefits to communities, and it was clear delegates knew very little about the
support that EAL provides in the community. This was expressed in the desire to invest in
infrastructure.

Issues of Great Importance

Ensure planning integration: local authorities/other agencies
Ensure planning integration: transport infrastructure - general
invest in infrastructure ond work with focof outhorities
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Tourismwas animportant issue to many, both in terms of the necessity to support the tourist industry
in Scotland but also to protect tourist sites in and around Edinburgh, by considering their acoustic and
visual landscapes.

Some felt that imposing a “frequent flyer levy” would reduce the number of flights overall and could
reduce congestion inthe mornings as many frequent flyers are likely to be business flyers leaving early
in the morning.

Design Principles for economy
Ensure consideration of wider tourisen irnpacts

Equalities

The conversation about equalities centred on accessibility for blind people and people with a sensory
impairment. There was a discussion about hidden disabilities, such as autism, and the need to take ill
health and the needs of those who cannot cope or have a sensitivity with noise into account. This
presented as the design principle for considering the needs of children/those with ill health/autism.

The needs of older people were thought to be important as there is, reportedly, an elderly population
in Dalgety Bay and Aberdour, who may have limited mobility and, thus, may rely on the amenity of
their gardens, which could be compromised by constant overflying.

Design Principles for equalities

Ensure Erue accessibility in design
Consider needs of older people/ children/those with il heolth/outistr/ sensory impoirment
Consider needs of older people

Comments were made about the need for support at the airport for those who may need additional
assistance and that increasing the number of passengers will add to the pressure on the assistance
available. Another comment was made about the complexities of bringing in greater numbers of
people and the effect that might have on security for Edinburgh in the context of issues, such as human
trafficking and sex tourism. This was summarised as a need to think carefully about the
interdependence of what happen in the sky and the infrastructure at the airport below and expressed
in the issue of importance as Ensure true accessibility in design.

Issue of great importance
Ensure true accessibility in design

Communication

This workshop generated a lot of questions from respondents. One of the concerns that came out
clearly was a need for more information on airport-related matters. Many stated that they would
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progressiv

welcome more communication from EAL in terms of what their plans are, for example, for integrated
road planning, as illustrated by the quote below:

fean, | think I would want to hear, actually, whot investment you would moke, in terms of
nproving the transport from the oirport to Fife. It's not about Fife Council moking thot
investrment, it's actuolly cbout the Airport moking that investment. [ think that might then buy
your kind of support from the communities.

Design Principles for communication
Make the process of engagement and consuftation transparent

Muake public EAL’s input info planning and road infrastructure

During the course of the workshop, it became apparent that communities would like to engage more
with the airport, and that the security at the airport and keeping Scotland safe was animportant issue
to some. Many wanted clarity on why planes have to fly in certain routes. Some wanted to hear more
about EAL’s policy on energy and renewables at the airport.
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Aviation representatives

Group dynamics

This workshop was held on 26 September 2015. It comprised 16 delegates from 14 different
organisations. Delegates represented a broad range of interests, including cargo, recreation, airspace
lobbyists and activists. A full list of delegates can be found in the Appendix B.In addition to those listed
in the appendix we had two online returns from those invited to the aviation workshop. They included
the Ministry of Defence’ and Glasgow Airport.

Attitudes amongst this group were mixed and some were more open to the idea of expansion than
others.

The workshop was jointly moderated b
-lt was observed by
Response to Statement of Need

A recurring theme across different workshops was the doubt that increasing capacity will reduce
delays. One very specific comment on this issue was made in relation to evidence about EAL reaching
42 air traffic movements (ATMs} per hour:

You mentioned in an earlier stide thot the current airway copacity is 42 ATMs an hour. That's 42
toke-cjfs, fondings, or o combination of the two. 'm interested to understand when the airport
s actuolly reaching thot, or exceeding that becouse 'm not convinced yet that fve seen any
evidence thot increasing the cirspace copaocity will actuolly resuft in o reduction of deloys.
Because the defays might not actually be due to issues with the airspace. So we'd actuolly be
guite interested to understond what the evidence is behind what was in the Stotement of Need
regarding defays reduction becouse there con be 101 reasons for o delay, which may not be
refated in any way to airspace. And | think we absolutely need to understond thot.

There was a call for EAL to explain more about how the projected increase in passenger numbers from
14 to 35 million passengers in 2050 translates into actual ATMs.

What we're needing to fook ot or get o feef for is how does that need actuclly tronsfote into
oircraft movements, and how does that transfates into restrictions over widening or changes to
the nirspoce pattern thot we hove in Edinburgh? That's o concern, so [ think that one of the
design principles should be on expectation that doto, porticulorly forecosts, need to include
detaifs of any and olf assumptions.

While out of scope of Design Principle discussions, the following points were shared by all delegates:
s Start with a “clean sheet” approach and change more than just the existing routes into
performance-based navigation (PBN} ones;

? The response from the MOD to all questions on what EAL should consider regarding Economic, sacial and
environmental, health and equalities was: MO hos no comment.
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» (AP1616 needs to be improved to permit better co-ordination between airports and their
ACPs.

As with other workshops, delegates felt that a different approach, that takes into account the plans
for changes to wider UK airspace, such as the FASI North programme, and thinking beyond the ceiling
of 7,000 feet in terms of noise impacts, should be taken by EAL. This led to the Design Principle about
taking a “dean sheet” approach and ensuring a fully integrated approach to airspace change. This
design principle was considered to be the most important to this group.

And 'm afso hearing we aren’t planning on changing any airspace. So, | had expected that \f
we're going to fook ot from the ground up, departures and arrivals inond around Edinburgh that
we have o golden opportunity to fook o what's actually needed for nirspace, whot's not needed
for airspace and to have a fogical, properly designed airspace situation. If your otjective is
dijferent, which is just to fill in on hour and o holf discussing the existing airspace, the structures,
then I think we've been missing o huge opportunity to do this thing right.

Participants in this workshop felt very strongly that opportunities would be missed if Edinburgh Airport
airspace is designed separately from changes inthe airspace that Glasgow Airport is considering, and
that they all need to be considered together. Glasgow Airport submitted a response online and it was
as follows:

Designs must be developed colfaboratively alongside Glasgow Airport and NERL so as not o
adversely affect designs for the wider network or focal designs being developed by Glasgow
Airport in the course of their ACP. A design principle should be included thot ensures that @ fully
integroted and coordinated approach is in ploce with neighbouring cirports ond NERL.

As an output of the FASI-N technical working group fheld on 24th Sept) and ottended by GLA,
EDI, NERL and ACOG it wos tobled thot GLA and EDIf would both include the same principle in
their Design Principle submission: "Routes tc/from Glosgow and Edinburgh airports should be
procedurally deconflicted fromn the ground to Flight Level 90", Glasgow Afrport are supportive of
this and have tabled ot our workshop sessions. It is proposed thot EDI do the same.

The first set of Design Principles from this group were:
Design Principles ,

Ensure fully integroted airspace chonge/clean sheet
Routes tc/from Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally deconflicted from
the ground to Flight Level 90

Dota, particularly forecasts, need to include detaifs of any and ol assumptions

Environment

The most important issue in the context of the environment was to minimise noise as much as
possible. It was also suggested that another way to reduce noise was to adopt a “polluter-pays”
approach, which would penalise poor performers. It was, however, noted that this is already in place,
as illustrated by the quote below:

There’s o new surcharge applied to oll of our departure, funding fees f you tike. And it’s fower
for us becouse we operate exclusively Chaplter Four aeroplanes. f mean i’'m totking, to ptd some
scale on it { think it's £26 o deporture |f you depart Chapter Three. And it's £13 o departure if
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you depart Chapter Four. You add that up over the number of flights we do over the year, it’s o
sum of money. A sigrnficant sumn of money.

The issue of pollution was also top of mind. In relation to potential solutions to reducing pollution,
suggestions were noted on making routes as short as possible and keeping ascent and descent
gradients steep. These Design Principles are reported in the technical section. However, these ideas
also raised questions about the impact of noise due to a suggestion that steeper gradients may lead
to increased noise.

f appreciate fully that..there needs to be o move fowards fower fuefl burn and therefore fower
emissions. Buf equally I think it's very important thot the noise issues that potentiolly created by
thot are not ignored.

Design Principles for environment
Minimnise noise

Reduce the need for aircraft holding over coramunities
Consider impact of aircraft iype/penalise poor petformers

Community

During this session it was noted that, from a community perspective, there is a call for planes to fly
over the Forth instead of land. It was claimed this would help communities living with noise and would
help Edinburgh Airport. The subject caused quite a lot of discussion as it was claimed some planes
already fly down the Forth. There was some confusion as to the height and whether the planes were
controlled from Prestwick or Edinburgh. On balance, the group thought the most likely scenario was
that these flights were above 7,000 feet and controlled by Prestwick.

The issue of not overflying housing developments that are still at the planning stage in areas that have
not been subjected to noise thus far was voiced.

There was also some discussion about the potential plans for concentrating flight paths and how this
may result in increased noise for some communities. It was felt that the airport would need to have a
robust process in place for compensating the impacted communities should this happen.

Design Principles for community
Fly over the sea

Do not fly over currently unajfected areos in plonning
Restrict aircraft turning

Technical

The issue of turning aircraft was raised during the discussion about technical issues, with one
highlighted concern being that tight turns over a community prolong the noise exposure for those on
the inside of the turn, and as such, should be avoided.

Safety was the key priority, and the majority argued that, if there is a safety reason for placing a route
in a specific place, that should take precedence over all other issues.
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Some wanted to have the number of aircraft movements fully understood in the context of passenger
numbers. This, amongst other calls for high quality evidence, tied into the principle about ensuring
decision making is evidence-based.

Many argued that, in the interests of reducing costs, CO2 emissions and reducing the impacts of noise,
it would be better to have steeper descents and approaches. This ties into the principle of making
off/landing gradients steeper.

Making routes as short as possible was an idea mentioned in the context of environmental economic
and technical objectives. twas also noted that, from a commercial perspective, it is important to have
routes as short as possible in order to reduce fuel burn, reducing hours on the engine and reducing
emissions.

One of the issues that came up in the context of technical considerations, was that many planes can’t
fly Global Navigation Satellite System {GNSS} because they were not equipped for it. This could
potentially be out of scope but a point worth noting for the future. It was translated into the design
principle about giving a consideration to planes that can’t operate GNSS.

Another issue, that may be out of scope for this programme and was raised by gliding organisations,
was the desire to have a gap that is ten nautical miles wide through the central belt at 2,000 feet.

The issue of joined up thinking with Glasgow airspace in the context of national strategy was also
mentioned in the technical section of the discussion and is illustrated in the quote below. This is fully
reported in the section on response to SON and tabled as the design principle of “ensure fully
integrated airspace change”.

There must be some means of ensuring olf these dijferent ACP sponsors actually hioving @ means
cf tatking to each other, because we ore going to end up with o dromedary, when actually, what
we wanted was @ horse

The issue of airspace between Glasgow and Edinburgh also prompted a conversation about access to
airspace for general aviation. This is expressed in one of the design principles listed below.

Corridor between GLA and EDf needs to be made wider and deeper Closs G. This would offow
better access for GA and reduce noise from CAT for communities

Design Principles far technical

Prioritise safety

Ensure fully integrofed airspace chonge/clean sheet

Ensure decision-making is evidence-bosed {and evidence is appropriote/high guality)
Make toke ojj/londing gradients steeper

Make routes as short s possible

Considerations for spenfic routes

Consider those who can’t operate GNSS.

The spacing reguirements under (petformance-boased navigation (PEBN) can be reviewed
to crecte capacity in the air

Ensure access fo airspace by general aviation
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Economy

During this discussion, a previously unmentioned perspective on the Statement of Need was raised.
One of the participants expressed the desire not to see any expansion of controlled airspace.

A fot of oir activity os o gliding firm relies on the unigue conditions of Scotland that atfract
tourists from abroad, flying to us o come ond ffy wave conditions and fly n the Scottish
mountains. And we have previously hiad instances where threats to our airspace for example,
transponder mandatories all above flight fevel 100, jor example, fins on impact on fourists
corning.

One delegate also asked if there was going to be a continued sympathetic approach towards
recreational aviation and suggested that this should become a design principle.

When f fly in Scotlund and f moke o request to Eransit through Glasgow, 've never been refused.
Imaoke a reguest fo transit through Edinburgh, f've never been refused. No one’s asked me whot
eguipment [ have, [ just want fo make o VFR flight from A fo B. And [ think that’s fantastic, that
that hoppens right now. Whot I worry, will & happen in the future? Will thot sympothetic
approach continue? Will we continue to enjoy it? Will we continue to hiave it avaifable to us?

“It was noted that both, business and safety considerations, mean that the crews and air traffic
controllers must be able to navigate/fly the routes and be trained in using them” - this comment was
made by the NATS/NERL representative in the context of air traffic controllers at Prestwick Centre.
They went on to say that air traffic controllers need training and the more complex the system the
higher the cost in training and the longer it would take. While this may be out of scope it tied back to
the principle of making sure design principles are achievable.

Design Principles for economy
Ensure consideration of alf airspace users

Maintain as tuch Class G airspace os possible o meet everybody’s requirements
Maintain o sympothetic approach to recreational aviotion
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EANAB representatives

Group dynamic

This workshop was held on 28 September 2015. It comprised 6 delegates, all from EANAB, with all
representing communities that are flown over within noise contours, on the border of contours or
outwith. They came from Cramond, Ratho, Uphall, Ecclesmachan and Blackness. A full list of
respondents can be found in Appendix B.

Attitudes amongst this group were generally in opposition to any form of airport expansion but the
mood was generally constructive.

The workshop was jointly moderated by It was
observed by

Response to Statement of Need

As with many other workshops, one of the initial points of conversation was that the opportunity to
look to the wider airspace context, that includes national policy and taking FASI-N into account. The
group argued that both, the MOD airspace proposals and the airspace above 7,000 feet, should be
taken into account during the consultation. This led to the design principle of ensure fully integrated
airspace change.

i think we should be thinking about the FASI-North programme just now that’s fooking ot the
wider airspace. Becouse that's something that’s going to be o constraint us to whaot the design
options may be. Mow whether that’s o design principle, f don’t know but it’s something that is
fundomental | mean off the ACPs that are happening down South East just now are under the
umbrelfa FASI-South. So, I think i would be a lost opportunity, o missed opportunity for us not
to hove the FASI-North equivalent.

Many felt that West Lothian is in a vulnerable situation, because it faces 70% of take offs and yet is
not the Airport’s “preferred partner”. Instead, the City of Edinburgh is Airport’s “preferred partner”
although the city isn’t flown over. This, they claimed, denies them of a voice in what’s happening at
the airport.

Some omnsidered EAL's sole purpose for the airspace change is increase capacity and, as a result,
increase the share price. This coloured their view throughout the discussion during which they
propagated the idea that EAL is there for commercial gain only and doesnt really care for the
community. Some argued that EAL is not running at capacity, in that, that it does not reach 42
movements an hour stated in the SON but operated doser to 30 per hour. This reinforced the design
principle on considering no change.

You've only got to fook wt the aircraft movement duto. The wircraft movement dota ot the
moment, periodicolly, during any 24-hour period, briefly gets to o figure of around thirty
movements an four.

Additionally, many in this group felt that maintaining the status quo would be no bad thing for
communities. This led to the design principle on considering no change.
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it doesn’t follow that to be able to introduce RNAV you have to change the flight paths. You con
keep the flight poths os they are and introduce RNAV, could you not?

While they may be out of scope, the first Design Principles to emerge from this session were:

Design Principles
Ensure fully infegrated airspace change/clean sheet
Consider no change to flight paths

Environment

For this group, having up-to-date and accurate information on noise was key. There was some doubt
expressed about the accuracy of the modelling exercises that have been provided thus far and
confusion about the available data. Delegates asked for data to be provided in a clear and easy to
understand format. This |ed to the request to monitor and report accurately on noise.

There was also a lot of concern about carbon emissions and the idea was expressed that continued
growth of the airport is counter to the Scottish Government response to the Climate Change.
Participants considered that continued expansion of the airport would contribute to an increased
carbon footprint at a time when we should be thinking about reducing it. One respondent pointed to
the current trend of people choosing not to fly which cast doubt on the need to accommodate
expansion. This led to the principle on considering the climate impact.

fiust feelthat we're ttacking things like car transport, energy but no one’s ever raised
the subject really seriously about what they con do on air trajfic. And yet here we are
doing something which will generate more Eraffic |f it’s successfidl. And I just feel it runs
against current thinking.

Infrastructure was an issue of great concern to this group, who claimed to notice traffic
congestion all the way from Edinburgh onto the M8. This, in their minds, lead not just to
inconvenience on the roads but to pollution as well.

Some felt there was a conflict with the expansion objective and airport’s current airport
infrastructure, which, they felt, barely copes with the volume of travellers already. This led
to a discussion about how the airport need to improve access though the airport as well as
surface access to it. This was summarised into the principle on redesigning the terminal.

Design Principles for environment
Adhere to WHO regulotions

Reduce emissions/pollution/improve air guality
Redesign the termina/terminal airspace
Consider climate impact
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Noise

Noise was reported as being the biggest point of concern to residents. One key issue to come out of
the discussion was that the participants felt that there is no accurate data on noise levels. This, they
felt, means that local communities cannot review/challenge the airport’s assertions on noise levels.
This led to the request to monitor and report accurately on noise.

Night time noise, in particular, was reported as an issue. Participants commented on their perception
that night-time noise had worsened in the last ten years. They noted that night flights used to be
subject to time restrictions and were largely commercial {cargo}, whilst increasingly there are much
more frequent and unrestricted flights of mixed nature. This led to the design principle on restricting
night flights and early morning flights.

There was discussion about some noise polluters being fined. However, delegates were doubtful that
this was being done in an accurate way and called for punishment to be made more transparent. This
led to the design principle on considering the impact of aircraft type/penalise poor performers. This
issue is illustrated by the quote below.

The airports paying lip service on that. { think they fined about Z airlines in f don’t know how
many years so i#t’s o bit of a joke that really.

Design Principles for noise
Minimise noise

Reduce night flights and earfy morning flights
Consider impact of aircroft type/penalise poor petformers

Community

The majority of comments that were made in relation the community were about noise and
minimising noise. Night and early morning flights were reported as a particular problem, that
participants felt EAL had failed to control through financial penalty. Flights arriving from Tenerife at
2.30am and Beijing at 5am were given as examples of unnecessarily early, and something the airport
could refuse to offer if it so chose. Frankfurtwas given as an example of an airportthat had successfully
restricted night flights.

One of the most important points to this groups was that of protecting residents who have bought
houses thinking they are not under a flight path. Thenew builds in Winchburgh and West Calder were
mentioned as areas wherethis had happened to peoplein the past. Areas where housing development
is growingwere named as Winchburgh, Uphall, Caldenwood East. This led to the principle on not flying
over currently unaffected housing developments at the planning stage.

Another point related to community and noise was the desire to reduce the footprint of noise, and
not make noise any worse for residents under flight paths. This should be considered both in height
and dispersal. This led to two design principles on not concentrating flight paths over communities
and minimising noise and flights below 7,000 feet.

As with many of the workshops, the subject of using the Forth as a flight channel came up as a
possibility and was encapsulated in the Design Principle on flying over the sea.
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Delegates talked about evidence that shows the detrimental effect of noise on education which led to
the principle of “avoid overflying schools”. This they realised is not always possible and pointed to the
example of a new school that is due to be built on Turnhouse Road, but they called for an
understanding of what the issues are as a way of enabling the airport to plan interventions that could
help mitigate effects.

Design Principles for community
Reduce night flights and early morning flights

Do not fly over currently unajfected areos in planning
Do not concentrate flight paths over communities
Minimise noise/flights below 7,000ft

Fly over the sea

Avoid overflying of schoofs

Health

This group noted their understanding that noise, and constancy of noise, has a detrimental effect on
health, particularly hypertension. Broken sleep, caused by night flying, was reported as being a
contributory element to poor health. This design principle is reported in the section on community as
one on reducing night flights and early morning flights.

The subject of noise was also raised in the context of health, and delegates called for adherence to
LOAEL measurements put in place by the World Health Organisation. Respondents commented that
being outdoors, sitting in the garden and relaxing, contributes to wellbeing. They claimed this is
curtailed by the interruption of plane noise. This translated into the Design Principle on minimising
noise.

This group also noted that disturbance also comes from shadows being cast by planes during the day
and lights from planes at night. This translated into the Design Principle on minimising light pollution.

Design Principles for health
Consider impact on sfeep

Consider impact on mental health/wellbeing

Consider health impacts (other than mental heafth wellbeing)
Adhere to WHO regulotions

Minitnise noise

Minimise light pollution

Technical

One ofthe issues raised under the theme of technical was a need to stick to designed routes. Dielegates
claimed thatmany flights are vectored off-route and, as a result, effect people who are not normally
flown over. There was some confusion over vectoring altitude but there was agreement that it
happened too often and without good cause.

The reality for Edinburg af present is some flights are vectored ot 3000 feet, 4000 feet, so we can
tatk about where the flight paths are and so on but it’s o free for ol af the end.
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Safety was of key concern to this group who commented that everything the airport does should be
safe and secure.

When prompted on the subject of aircraft turning over communities, delegates referred to early-turn
trials that created more noise. The outcome of the conversation was the suggestion that planesshould
avoid turning over communities below 7,000 feet.

Design Principles for technical

Do not vector-cff designed routes unfess in an emergency
Prioritise safety

Restrict air craft turning/holding areas over communities

Economy

Planning an integrated transport infrastructure was of key importance to this group, to address
congestion onroads accessing the airport, and theroad network in the vicinity. This discussion pointed
to the relatively high cost of trains when they are so much more climate-friendly and the need to
address this by taxation/some other intervention.

The group also commented on the need to plan with local authorities in the context of housing schools
and other civic developments. This translated into the desire to ersure planning integration: local
authorities/other agencies.

Issues of great importance
Ensure planning integration: focal authorities/other agencies
Ensure planning integration: fransport infrastructure - general

This group disputed tourism growth as an argument to support to the airport’s expansion, claiming
that more money goes out of Scotland than comes in. They went on to say that this undermines many
of the points in the EAL SON in terms of support for the economy.

Equality

Delegates were concerned for older people who may have their sleep broken, claiming it has a greater
effect on them because of their potential physical frailty and because they may feel unable to move.
Cramond and Barton were reported as having a large population of older people, with many care
homes in the areas. Children were cited as vulnerable because of the effects of overflying schools.
These ideas are partly captured in Design Principles on not overflying schools and minimising night
flights but the potential impact on older people is captured in the Design Principle on considering the
needs of the elderly.

Design Principles for equality
Consider needs of the elderly/ children/those with ill health/autistm
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Communication

The group expressed their belief that the airport was “being clever with words”, in that it reports
things that can be read at face value but fail to give the whole picture. Respondents asked for more
openness and accuracy in airport’s communications.

Design Principle for communication
Be open and honest when comrmunicating
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Residents: focus groups

Group dynamics

In total, 28 focus group participants took part in the engagement. We recruited from a range of areas
across Scotland and included the following:

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
Currently overflown within currently overflown outwith  Not overflown but potentially
noise contours noise contours could be
Pumpherston Queensferry South Cackmannanshire
Newbridge Queensferry North Fife area
Cramond Davidsons Mains Falkirk
Livingston Newhaven Penicuik/Borders area

The groups were of mixed age, socio economic group {SEG}), gender and working status. A full
description of the groups” profiles can be found in Appendix B. Two of the groups were held in hotels
in Edinburgh, the third was held in an Edinburgh viewing studio and observed by three representatives
from EAL and a member of EANAB.

All were in favour of the airport and the benefits it brings to Scotland and their communities. They
enjoyed the proximity to the airport, the ease of flying on holiday, the increased routes now on offer
and the benefits of employment and tourism the airport brings to Scotland and the benefit of being
able to get to family in the islands, and elsewhere in the UK, quickly.

Because I’'m from the fsle of Lewis and f can fly home from Edinburgh to Lewis in 40 minutes.
Because previously, if you travelfed up north and then get the ferry from Ulfapool, we're tatking
8 hours to get home. Overflown autwith contours

We've travelled to Mewcastle and places like that but we always revert bock to Edinburgh airport
because it's so handy. Not averfiawn

f think 'm acclimatised to i, now. Because there was o time when we were aware of the noise,
but see now, it doesn’t realfy bother me. [ see them going over but the noise s fine. I think you
fearn to live with i, it kind of becornes port of your doy. Ovesflawn sutwith cantours

fafso live in Cromond. Directly on the flight path. [ live in o terraced house and fve been there
for 15 years. The airport’s noisy. There’s no getting away from that, to be honest. I've got double
glozing. You con stilf hear the flights, but you kind of get used o the noise of your own fouse, so
that’s just purt of the noise of the house. Overflawn within cantours

They were concerned about congestion onthe roads in and around the airport. A few were concerned
about the Climate Change. On the whole, they had limited sympathy for those who lived directly under

flight paths and complained about noise, claiming that they [the buyers of homes] knew the airport
was there.
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While these members of the public had no previous experience of aviation policy, they actively
engaged in the process of discussion about their experience of living in areas that are overflown or
not overflown, and what design principles EAL should put in place.

Those who were overflown and living within noise contours were generally accepting of the fact that
they bought their house knowing they were under the flight path. They expressed some annoyance
about the noise, commenting that it is more of an acute problem in the summer, when they are out
in the garden or windows are open more often. However, the majority liked the convenience of the
airport, with many stating they use it for holidays and work and prefer not to have to travel far to fly
abroad. They welcomed the expansion as they felt this may give opportunities to travel further afield.
The main points of concern to this group were the surface access infrastructure, the impact that
overflying has on education and schools, and the desire to keep green spaces in the city free of
overflying.

Those who were overflown and living outwith noise contours were very positive about the airport
and about the proposals for modernisation. The majority of respondents in this group were aware of
the planes but were not bothered by them. They could see them and could occasionally hear them
{for some the early morning flights were noticeable}, but none felt the noise was irritating, distracting,
or interfered with their lives. One participant, who'd lived in Dunfermline for 11 years, commented
that he'd noticed the planes more over the last 6-3months. Several participants commented that their
issue regarding the airport was infrastructure and, in particular, how their commute was affected by
the airport traffic.

Those who are not currently overflown were in general very positive about the airport because they
use it for holidays or work and mentioned many benefits to having an airport nearby. One respondent
mentioned being woken up by two planes at around 4am. He lived in Dunfermline and assumed they
were freight planes. One respondent lived high up in Penicuik {Eskhill} therefore he does see the
planes overhead but reported liking seeing them. The other four respondents reported not really
noticing the planes, seeing them or hearing them.

The group discussions were jointly moderated by Sarah Ainsworth, Valerie Strachan and supported by
Leah Ringland, Director, all from Progressive. They lasted on average 50 minutes.

Response to Statement of Need

Cancerns abaut expansion

Two respondents from Cramond expressed some doubt about the sincerity of EAL’s engagement;
commenting that EAL will do what it wants regardless of public opinion. The same respondents
expressed concerns about planes overflying schools because of negative effect that could have on
education. One also reported having concerns about the Climate Change and the contribution that
aviation makes to it.

The issue of greatest concern in response to the SON and the proposed expansion was participants’
belief that the road infrastructure is being stretched to the point where it can’t cope. Many said that
the roads in and around the airport are already congested and reported that exiting the Park and Ride
by the airport can take 40 minutes because of congestion on the surrounding roads. One respondent,
who works on Eastfield Road ({access road to the airport}, commented that traffic volume was a
downside to expansion.
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One group commented on the problems of surface water on the roads near the airport and pointed
to the time in August when the roads to the airport were completely flooded. They felt that expansion
would make such issues even worse.

One commented that having a footpath on only one side of the access road was problematic as there
are no safe crossings on the road.

Some mentioned the Royal Highland Show and commented that travel is almost impossible each June
when it is running; they felt that further airport expansion could add to the problem.

Pasitive reactions

Having more direct routes was one of the positive aspects of recent expansion raised by the
participants. In particular they welcomed new routes to the Far East and to Norway; others valued not
having to fly to London to get a connecting flight.

Many said the positive effects on tourism, both outgoing and incoming, outweighed any negative
effects.

One of the sessions was attended by a plane-spotter who reported enjoying watching planes and
welcomed airspace change and expansion.

Some commented on the positive effects expansion would have on employment in the area.

There’s o fot of commercial stuff as well it seems to be they’re expanding their team constantly.
With the increased demand as well, I'd imogine. Because the airport is busier. Because of the
services and the flights thot they offer now. So there’s always jobs on Linkedin that f've seen.
Overflown cutwith contours

Some were hopeful that expansion would mean fewer delays, which they were all in favour of.

Others were positive about the expansion to the airport terminal and what that means in terms of
additional airport services, such as eateries and pubs.

Many said that expansion was a positive thing for the capital city of Scotland and something that
should have been done a long time ago. This was endorsed by the claim that people should not have
to travel to Glasgow to get a flight.

Environment

On the whole, the focus group respondents were not as concerned about the environment,
commenting that Climate Change is inevitable and there is nothing they can do about it. A few
mentioned the phenomenon of flight-shaming but said this wouldn’t deter them from flying as there
is no viable alternative.

There was some minimal concern expressed about emissions and a view that manufacturers should

be doing something about that. tt was suggested by the participants that older planes are worse than
New ONes.
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The idea that the airport should offset its emissions was made by a few, with planting trees and using
solar panels suggested as actions that the airport could easily take. While the suggestion was out of
scope, it is worth noting that some felt the airport should recycle more inside the terminal.

Some felt that an expansion might have a positive effect on emissions - if delays are minimised, aircraft
would not be idling and so less fuel would be used.

Well f they’re going o increase the capacity per hour, per flight, there’s less defay in aircrafts
sitting idle. So obviously, they're up and away, so they're not wasting fuel and then very guickly
so they're going o be up and away. On time. You don’t have oircraft backed up, do you?
Overfiown autwith contaurs

Design Principles for envi

Reduce emissions/polfution

Cjfset emissions

Consider impact on animal we fare
Reduce the need for aircraft holding
Reduce impact on green spaces

Naise

Noise was not reported as a significant problem for the majority of respondents in the focus groups.
The majority of those who were overflown and living within noise contours were affected by noise but
they were not concerned about it. One respondent was less accepting of noise than other were. The
majority of those who were overflown and living outwith noise contours were aware of noise but were
not compromised by it. Those not currently overflown were not affected by noise and couldn’t
envisage ever being affected by noise as they were so far away from the airport. They did state that
their opinion on noise may change if they were to find themselves overflown.

Those living nearer to Edinburgh {overflown within and outwith contours} were aware of the need for
respite and many claimed the night and early morning flights should be kept to the minimum, with
emergency landings or delayed flights being the exception. One of the most often mentioned design
principles in the context of noise was reduce night flights and early morning flights.

One respondentfeltthat some homes under the flight path could perhaps be compensated with triple
glazing but on the whole, overflown groups felt this was something that people who live close to the
airport should just deal with it and so in the end the idea was dropped. Many said that living in a
capital city with all its benefits means you have to put up with some noise.

When [ first moved o Newhaven it was guite o guiet wee place and now there must be about
10,000 new flats all in o smoll arew and to me that’s more of a pain in the arse than airplanes.
So that’s caused more impact on my e, with the traffic, the people, the general noise than
plane maybe flying overfiead.  have to deal with i, it's modern hfe now, especially in o city fike
Edinburgh. Overflown autwith contours

Old aircraft were thought of as being the noisiest and it was noted that they should be penalised for
noise or removed. This led to the Design Principle on consideringimpact of aircraft type/penalise poor
performers/old aircraft.
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The discussion on the use of dispersed versus concentrated flight paths prompted two people to
suggest that concentrated flight paths would be good for the community if they were used during
working hours when most people were out.

Design Principles for environment
Reduce night flights and early morning flights

Consider impact cf aircraft type/penalise poor peiformers/old aircraft

Concentrate flight paths during work hours

Community

Those living nearer to Edinburgh suggested the Design Principle on not flying over populated areas.
One repondent from Cramond expressed a very clear wish to have planes fly the other side of the
River Almond, thus avoiding populated areas.

Respondents had mixed views onwhether planes should fly over rural areas, with some saying it could
affect livestock and others saying it was preferable as there are fewer people in those areas. There
was a fairly strong sense inthe group not overflown that all attempts should be made not to fly over
populated areas.

There was some concern from those not overflown and living in the Scottish Borders about the
prospect of holding areas changing and then finding themselves being overflown when they had
bought their homes a long time ago without any thoughts of being under a flight path. This led to the
Design Principle on not flying over currently unaffected areas.

Some felt that the centre of Edinburgh as a UNESCO site should be avoided. The participants felt that,
in the interests of tourism, Edinburgh Castle should be avoided, and Edinburgh Zoo should be avoided
to protect the animals.

Design Principles for community
Reduce flights over communities; fly over fess populated areas

Avoid oveiflying cf schoofs

Ay over the sea/ fly down the Forth

Do not fly over currently uncjfected areas

Avoid oveiflying hospitals and care/retirement homes
Ay the west side cf the River Almond

Avoid overflying of historical sites

Avoid fiying over Edinburgh Zoo
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Technical

Respondents from not overflown areas said they would like to know more about the effects of
emissions, and commented this information is not well publicised. This led them to suggest the design
principle of make sure decision-making is evidence-based.

There was a strong view in the overflown outwith contours group that communities should not be
subjected to concentrated flight paths as this would subject them to relentless noise.

Design Principles for technical

Ensure decision-making is evidence-based {and evidence is appropriate/high
quafity)

Do not concentrate flight paths

Economy

Transport infrastructure was the biggest single issue in the relation to the economy, with many saying
roads around the airport are already stretched to breaking point. Concerns were raised about how
roads would cope following further expansion.

Issues of great importance

Ensure planning integration: transport ir.frastructure - suiface access
Ensure planning integrotion: transport irfrastructure - public transport

The majority of other economic comments were positive. Many respondents said that the airport and
its expansion is making Edinburgh and Scotland more accessible. The airport was seen as a great
supporter for tourism and business in general. Itwas also seen as an important employer. While these
views are out of scope for design principles they were commonly voiced opinions.

Equality

Some felt that airplane noise might have a severe effect on those with autism and that the airport
should take this into consideration. This was considered to be more of a problem in the areas closest
to the airport than in outlying areas.

Design Principles for equality

Consider needs of older people/ childrer/those with ill health/autist/sensory impairment

Communication

Respondents were keen to hear more from EAL and called for effective communication on airport-
related matters, for example, they felt that the decision-making should be explained from a clear and
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non-technical point of view. Others wanted to know more about what the airport was doing in the
community and how it is developing as an airport.

Because you mentioned about changing the path, but it could be technically impossible for them
to do that. I'm not saying that it is technically possible. It could be, but by them not engaging in
the community, ‘look, you want the flight o move from this path to this path, however, because
cf some technicalities we might not be able to do that’ So f think it’s ol about engagement.
Overflawn within cantours

One respondent commented that EAL was good at communicating on social media, but they felt that
getting out into the community would be more effective.

Social benefits

The participants felt that there would be many social benefits to airport expansion. These were
summarised as supporting tourism both, incoming and outgoing, supporting employment, and
connecting Edinburgh to the rest of the world more efficiently.
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Appendix

A. Project Initiation Document {PID) revised 2

W]

10402 WP1 Design
Principle sPIDrevised

B. Names of attendees

Warkshop 1. Cammunity stakehalders: North and West

| North Queensferry
| Community Council

North Queensferry
Community Council
Dalgety Bay & Hillend

| Community Council

Dalgety Bay & Hillend
Community Council

' Bathgate Community
| Council

Blackness Community
Council
Royal Burgh of Kinghorn

| Community Council

Royal Burgh of Kinghorn

Council
Murieston Community
Council

Warkshop 2. Aviation

Scottish Gliding Centre

British Helicopter
Association (BHA)

East of Scotland Microlights

East of Scotland Microlights
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' Linlithgow & Linlithgow
| Bridge Community Council

Low Valleyfield Community
Council

| Kirknewton Community

Council |
Charlestown, Limekilns and
Pattiesmuir Community

| Council

Murieston Community

| Council

Royal Burgh of Burntisland
Community Council

Uphall Community Council

Lochgelly Community

Community Council Council
| Elie &The Royal Burgh of
Earlsferry Community Fife College

British International
Freight Association

NATS/NERL

British Parachute
Association (BPA)

West Atlantic Airlines
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Royal Mail

Airspacedall

Rayal Mail

Skydive St Andrews
(Parachute Operation)

Warkshop 3. Edinburgh Airpert Noise Advisary Boord ([EANAB)

Blackness Area Community Council
Cramond Association

Ratho and District Community Council
Co-opted Ecclesmachan resident

Uphall Community Council

Workshop 4. Stakehoiders: general

e ation
53O

‘ Environmental Protection
Scotland
Disability and Equality
Scotland.
Aberdour Community
Council
East Lothian Council
Environmental Health
Service

Falkirk Council

Winchburgh Developments

Royal National Institute of
Blind People

PPCA Ltd.
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Cramond and Barnton Community Council

Edinburgh Airport

Scottish Mountain
Paragliding Club pp British
Hang Gliding and
Paragliding Association
(BHPA)

Guild of Air Traffic Control
Officers

Edinburgh Airport Watch

Tayside Aviation (Fife)

Fife Centre for Equalities
West Lothian Council

Walker Group

Extinction Rebellion

Historic Environment
Scotland

Fife council environmental
health

Scottish Environmental
Protection Agency
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Workshop 5.Cammunity South and Egst

CGrganisati

Association

Broxburn & Uphall Traders'

Council

Ecclesmachan Community

Colinton Community Council

council
Craigentinny/Meadowbank - Pencaitland Community
Community Council Council

Cramond and Barton
Community Council

Midlothian Council

Dalkeith and District

Community Council Council
Fairmilehead Community Gullane Area Community
Council Council

Focus Group Composition

Currently ovarflown within noise
~ contours

Cramond and Barnton
Community Council

Innerleithen Community
Trust

Sighthill/Broomhouse &
Parkhead community

Queensferry and District
Community Council

Ratho and District
Community Council

Drum Brae Community

Not overflown hut potantially
could b

Pumpherston Queensferry South Clackmannan
Newbridge Queensferry North Alloa/Fife area
Cramond Davidsons Mains Falkirk
Livingston Newhaven Penicuik/Borders area
Mix SEG Mix SEG Mix SEG

6 were parents of children living
at home across arange of ages 1
to 11yrsold

6were parents of children living
at home across an age range of 3
to 17yrs old

2 were parents of children living
at home, across an age range of 1
-to 18yrs old

4 males 7 females

4 males 7 females

3male 3 female |

Ages ranged from 20 to 66

Ages ranged from 34 to 66

Ages ranged from 38 to 66

4with protected characteristics?

3 with protected characteristics

2 with protected characteristics

2 retired 1 unemployed 1 part
time 7 working full time

3retired, 7 working full time, 2
working part time

2 working parttime, 3 working
full time 1 retired

11 respondents in total

11 respondents in total

Grespondents

4 age f disability / gender reassignment / marriage civil partnership / pregnancy-maternity / race / religion or

belief / sexual orientation
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C. Invite to Attend

Wi

10402 Email script
signed off 2805201

D. Confirmation of Attendance

10402 -Workshop
1 Confirmation Ema

E. Statement of Need

x
L2

Statement of
need.pdf

F. Topic Guide

10402 Topic guide & 10402 Topic guide
revised 250919 WSPsigned off 6 200918

G. Presentation

n‘-‘
EDI - ACP
presentation draft3

H. Online Questionnaire

10402' online
Question aire signec
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Technical Appendix: Method

1. The data was collected using engagement approach.

2. The target group for this research study was communities overflown/potentially overflown by
Edinburgh Airport and EAL stakeholders.

3. The sampling frame used for this study was EAL engagement and communications database,
supplemented by study partner databases and Progressive research.

4. In total, 5 workshops and 3 focus groups were undertaken. 4 of the workshops contained

approximately 20 people, the fifth workshop contained 6 people. The focus groups contained
between 6 and 12 participants.

5. Fieldwork was undertaken between 23 September and 5 October 2015

6. Workshop respondents were contacted by telephone, following an initial contact by email, by
Progressive’s skilled in-house team of qualitative recruiters. These recruiters worked to
ensure that the workshop composition reflects the requirements of the project.

- Anincentive of £40 was available to respondents in the Community Stakeholder groups}
to compensate them for their time, any out of pocket expenses and travelling expenses
{Note —anumber of the respondents in the Community Stakeholder groups either refused
or asked that it be donated.}

7. Focus group respondents were recruited face-to-face/by telephone by Progressive’s skilled in-
house team of qualitative recruiters. These recruiters work to predetermined quota controls
to ensure that the final sample reflects the requirements of the project. All respondents are
screened to ensure that they have not participated in a group discussion or depth interview
relating to a similar subject in the last 6 months prior to recruitment.

- Anincentive of £40 {£50 those in outlying areas} compensated respondents for their time
and travelling expenses.

8. All workshops were run by two moderators, all focus groups were run by a moderator and an
assistant. In total, 5 moderators were involved in the fieldwork for this project. h addition, all
workshops were supported by members of the project team, available to respond to technical
questions where these arose. Support was provided from To70, EAL, WSP, and Diversity
Dynamics.

5. Stimulus materials were used during the group discussions/depth interviews. These included
copies of the Statement of Need circulated to workshop participants prior to the session, and
a presentation on the Airspace Change Programme rationale/objectives/process during the

workshop,/focus group.

10. Each recruiter’s work is validated as per the requirements of the international standard IS0
20252.

11. All focus group respondents were subject to validation, either between recruitment and the

date of the group discussion/depth interview, or on the day of the group discussion/depth
interview. Validation involves focus group respondents completing a short gquestionnaire
asking pertinent profiling questions and checking that they have not participated in similar
research in the past 6 months.

12. All research projects undertaken by Progressive comply fully with the requirements of ISO
20252, the GOPR and the MRS Code of Conduct.

13. The engagement methodology was compliant with the requirements of CAP1616.
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Appendix O — Organisations invited to the first round engagement workshops

Name of the organisation Number of
contacts

approached

2050 Climate Group 3

75th Braid Scout Group 2

Abbeyview Community 2

Council

Abdie And Dunbog 2

Community Council

Aberdour Community 1

Council

AC Gliders Kinloss 1

Addiewell and Loganlea 3

Community Council

Age Scotland 2

Aircraft Owners and Pilots 2

Association

Airlines UK 1

Airport Operators 4

Association

Airspace4All

Airth Parish Community

Council

Almond Housing 1

Association

Amazon

Air Navigation Solutions

Ltd.

Antiquaries Tenants and 1

Residents Association

Armadale Community 2

Council

Association of Remotely 1

Piloted Aircraft Systems

Asthma UK

Auchertool Community

Council

Autism Initiatives 3

Aviation Environment 1

Federation

Avonbank Residents 1

Association

Avonbridge And Standburn 1

Community Council

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R

Name of the organisation

BAE Systems
Baha'i Faith in Borders

Balerno Community
Council

Balgreen Playgroup

Bathgate Community
Council

Bellsquarry and Adambrae
Community Council

Berwickshire Civic Society

Blackburn Community
Council

Blackness Boat Club

Blackness Community
Council

Blackridge Community
Council

Blairhall Community
Council

Bo’ness Community
Council

Bonnybridge Community
Council

Borders Care Voice
Borders Forest Trust

Bowden Scottish Women’s
Rural Institute

Braehead Residents Group
Bertram Nursery Group

Bristow Helicopters
Aberdeen

British Air Transport
Association (BATA)

British Airline Pilots
Association (BALPA)

British Airways (BA)
British Association of
Balloon Operators

British Balloon and Airship
Club (BBAC)

Number of
contacts
approached
1

1

1
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Name of the organisation Number of Name of the organisation Number of
contacts contacts
approached approached
British Business and 2 Chest Heart and Stroke 4
General Aviation Scotland
Association (BBGA) Children 1st
British Deaf Association 2 Children and Young
Scotland People's Commissioner
British Gliding Association 2 Children’s Hearings 2
(BGA) Scotland
British Hang Gliding and 3 Civil Aviation Authority 1
Paragliding Association (CAA)
(BHPA) Clackmannanshire Council
Eritifh geart Foundation 4 Climate X Change
Bcf), ahnH i 1 Coalition of Care and
ritis . .e Icopter Support Providers Scotland
Association (BHA) (CCPS)
Br|t|sh Iqternatlonal Freight 2 Cockenzie And Port Seton 3
Association . .
— — _ Community Council
il’ltlsh Il/.hch_It'ght Aircraft 1 Cockenzie West Tenants 3
BS_S(_)Cr:aN'IOZ T c and Residents' Association
ritish Model Flying . .
Colinton C t 3
Association (BMFA) olinton Lommunity
— Council
Br|t|sh Pgrachute ! Confederation of British 2
Association (BPA)
1 Industry
Broxbur'n and pphall Corstorphine Community 5
Traders' Association :
- Council
Broxbgrn Community ! Craigentinny Community 2
Council
s 4 Centre
Broxburln Scottis . Craigentinny Meadowbank 4
Women's Rural Institutes . .
- - Community Council
Bumblebee Conservation 1 Craigleith Blackhall - )
Trust . .
n Community Council
VRISl IGUSS L Craiglockhart Community 1
Canongate Youth 2 Council
Capability Scotland 3 Craigmillar Community 5
Carers of West Lothian 1 Council
Carers Scotland 3 Craigshill Good Neighbour 2
Central Scotland African 2 Network
Union Craigswood Community 1
Central Scotland Regional 1 Council
Equality Council Cramond and Barnton - 2
Ceres and District 2 Commuth Council
Community Council Cramond Kirk
Charlestown, Limekilns and 4 Cramond Noise Action
Pattiesmuir Community Group
Council Creative Scotland
CHC Helicopters Aberdeen 2 Crewe Road Nursery
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Name of the organisation Number of Name of the organisation Number of
contacts contacts
approached approached
Crossford Community 1 Edinburgh Chamber of 2
Council Commerce
Cults Community Council 5 Edinburgh College
Currie Community Council 1 Edinburgh Leisure
Dalgety Bay and Hillend 2 Edinburgh Napier
Community Council University
Dalkeith And District 1 Edinburgh Tourism Action 5
Community Council Group
Dalkeith Miners Club The University of 4
Deaf Scotland Edinburgh
Dechmont Community Elie and the Royal Burgh of 2
Council Earlsferry Community
Denny And District 1 Council
Community Council Enable Scotland
Denny Community Flat 2 Engender Scotland
Denny Writers 3 Environmental Protection
Disability Equality Scotland 5 Scotland
Dobbies Garden Centre 2 EquaI'Futures _
Drum Brae Community 1 Equality and Human Rights
Council Commission - Scotland
. Equality and Rights 2
Ecr)\lljlsrillTelford Community 4 Network (EARN)
Dunbar Community Council 1 Equality Network (including 1
Dundee A 1 Transgender Alliance)
urw ee. Irport Extinction Rebellion
Llnilet sl @F Dulidlss ! Fairmilehead Community
East Fife Federation 2 Council
East Lothian Council 6 Falkirk Allotment Society 1
East Lothian Co-Op 5 Falkirk Armed Forces and 2
Employees Bowling Club Veterans Breakfast Club
East Of Scotland 2 Falkirk Community Trust 3
Microlights - Falkirk Council 12
Ezsl;tn\lc\glemyss Community ! Falkirk High School 2
Easyjer 1 Ferryfield Playgroup 1
ECAS ) Fife Airport 1
Ecclesmachan Community Fife Centre for Equalities 1
Council Fife Coast and Countryside 2
Edinburgh Access Panel Trust
Edinburgh Airport Airline F!fe CoIIeg(.e 2
Operators Committee Fife Council 10
Edinburgh Airport Watch 4 Fife Sports and Leisure 1
Edinburgh And Lothians 3 T'rust
Regional Equality Council Fife Tenants Forum
Firrhill Community Council
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Name of the organisation

Number of
contacts

approached

Flying Colours Nursery
Forth Environment Link
Forth Estuary Forum
Forth Valley Advocacy
Forth Valley College

Forth Valley Migrant
Workers Network

Forth Valley Sensory
Centre

Friends of the Earth
Scotland

Galashields Community
Council

Get2gether

Gilmerton Community
Centre

Gilmerton/Inch Community
Council

Glasgow Airport
Glenrothes Area Residents
Federation

Gorebridge Community
Council

Gorgie/Dalry Community
Council

Grahamston, Middlefield
And Westfield Community
Council

Grange Centre Badminton
Club

Grangemouth Community
Council

Guild of Air Traffic Control
Officers

Gullane Area Community
Council

Gullane Tenants and
Residents Association
Haddington and District
Community Council
Haddington East Tenants
and Residents' Association
Health in Mind

Health Protection Scotland
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Name of the organisation

Helicopter Club of Great
Britain (HCGB)

High Valleyfield
Community Council

Historic Environment
Scotland

Hutchison Chesser
Community Council

Inclusion Scotland

Innerleithen Civic
Association

Innerleithen Community
Council

Innerleithen Community
Trust

Interfaith Scotland
James Gillespies High
School, Edinburgh
Jet2.com

Juniper Green

Kinneil Museum
Kirknewton Community
Council

Knox Academy Parent
Council

Langlee Residents
Association

Larbert And Stenhousemuir
Community Council
Lauriston Nursery
(Dunfermline)

Lead Scotland

Learning Disability Alliance
Scotland

Leith Business Centre
Leith Harbour and
Newhaven Community
Council

Leith Links Community
Council

Leprosy Mission
LGBT Health and Wellbeing
LGBT Youth Scotland

Liberton And District
Community Council

1

Number of
contacts
approached
2

[N

N P, NN

N N PN

110



Number of
contacts

approached
Light Aircraft Association 5
(LAA)
Linlithgow and Linlithgow 4
Bridge Community Council
Linlithgow and Linlithgow 1
Bridge Pensioners
Association
Linlithgow Civic Trust 2

Name of the organisation

Linlithgow Heritage Trust

NN

Linlithgow Union Canal
Society

Little World of Play
Liverpool Airport
Livingston Mosque

B R RN

Loanhead Community
Development Association

Lochgelly Community 3
Council

Lochgelly Community 3
Development Forum

Loganair
Lothian Autistic

Low Valleyfield Community
Council

Lower Braes Community 2
Council

Maddiston Community 2
Council

Maddiston Community 2
Education Centre

Maddiston Community Hall

Mayfield Community Club 1
Midlothian Council 18
Miller Homes

Milton and Coaltown Of

Balgonie Community

Council

Mobility and Access 1

Committee for Scotland
(MACS)

Ministry of Defence 4

Murieston Community 2
Council
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Number of
contacts
approached
Musselburgh Armed Forces 1

and Veterans Breakfast
Club

National Federation for 2
The Blind UK (NFBUK)

National Gypsy Traveller 2
Association (NGTA)

National Trust for Scotland 3
NATS/NERL

Newburgh Community 2
Council

Newcastle Airport
NHV Helicopters UK

North Berwick Community
Council

North Berwick Men’s Shed
North Lanarkshire Council

Name of the organisation

North Queensferry 2
Community Council

Ogilvie Ross LLP

Open Door
Accommodation Project

Ormiston West Tenants 3
and Resident Association

Paragon Skydiving
Parents of Autism

Spectrum Disorder Adults
(PASDA)

Peek-A-Boo Nursery 2
(Leven)

Pencaitland Community 3
Council

Pentland Hills Regional 1
Park

Perth and Kinross Council
Perth High School

Philpstoun Community
Council

Polmont Community 1
Council

Portobello Toddlers Hut

PPCA Obo Winchburgh
Developments

PPL/IR Europe 1
Project Scotland 1
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Name of the organisation Number of Name of the organisation Number of
contacts contacts
approached approached
Queensferry And District 1 Scottish Tourism Alliance 2
Community Council Scottish Veterans’ Garden 2
Rainbow Muslim Women's 2 City Association,
Group Stenhousemuir Branch
Raith Rovers Football Club 2 Stop Ed|nburgh Airspace 1
Ramblers Scotland 1 Trial
Ratho And District 1 Sense Scotland 2
Community Council Shieldhill And California 1
Ross High Parent Council 1 Community Council
Rosyth Community Council 3 Slghthlll Broomhouse and 2
Rowanfield Special School 2 Parkhead Community
. . Council
Royal Aeronautical Society 1 .
Skydive St Andrews 2
Royal Bank of Scotland 1 .
. Skydive Stathallan 1
The Royal Blind School 1 .
o i South East Edinburgh 1
Royal British Legion 2 : :
Crossgates Branch and Club South Lanarkshire Council 1
Royal Burgh of Burntisland 1 South Queensferry And 1
Community Council District Community Council
Royal Burgh of Kinghorn 3 South West Edinburgh 1
Community Council The Lothian Cycle 1
Royal Infirmary of 1 Campaign - Spokes
Edinburgh St Andrew’s University 1
Royal Mail 2 St Leonards School 1
Royal National Institute of 2 Stonewall Scotland 1
Blind People (RNIB) Sunshine Nursery Kirkcaldy 1
Scotland : Supportoursoldiers.co.uk 1
Royal 59C|ety fc?r The 1 Sustainable Aviation 1
Protection of Birds (RSPB) id L if
Scotland Tayside Aviation ('F| e) 1
Safety and Regulatory 3 Tengnts Information 1
Group (SARG) SerV|c.e _
Saheliya 1 The CI'Fy of Edinburgh 15
° ° Council
Scottish Autism 4 . .
. . The Edinburgh Inter-Faith 2
Scottish Borders Council 1 N
Scottish Commission for 4 The Fisherrow Centre, East 1
Learning Disability (SCLD) Lothian
Scottish Environment Link 1 Lime Grove Association 4
Scottish Environmental 2 The Minority Ethnic 1
Protection Agency (SEPA) Learning Disability Initiative
Scottish Gliding Centre (MELDI)
Scottish Mountain The National Parent Forum 3
Paragliding Club of Scotland
Scottish Natural Heritage The Pennypit Community 3
Scottish Refugee Council Centre
Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 112



=

Edinburgh Airport :\&

Name of the organisation Number of Name of the organisation Number of
contacts contacts
approached approached
The Royal Environmental 1 Visit Scotland 4
Health Institute of Scotland Walker Group 2
The Royal Highland and 2 Wallyford Community 1
Agricultural Society of Education Centre
Scotland Wee Gems Nursery 2
TNT UK 2 Wellside Kindergarten 2
AT Sesiiart = West Atlantic Airlines 2
Transport Scotland 3 Perth College UHI )
Turnhouse Golf Club 2 West Lothian Access 1
U3a Edinburgh 1 Committee
UK Airprox Board (UKAB) 1 West Lothian Council 6
UK Flight Safety 5 West Lothian Sports 1
Committee/The Guild of Council
Air '?”0"5 and Air West Lothian Youth Action 2
Navigators Project
(SL\;Zt\(jg)]s Association Winchburgh Developments 1
. . Windsor Park School 2
Uphall Community Council _
. . Woodfield Spa 1
Uphall Station Community
el Woodland Trust 3
Virgin Atlantic 1 Writers Umbrella 1
Young Scot 1
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Appendix P — Minutes of the internal meeting to shortlist draft design principles

Airspace Change Programme Design Principles workshop — Stage 1B

21/10/2019

Attendees:

RN | s
[ 7Y B Eurocontrol-
I - I - s
[ N LBl |
- [ B
I I ol
- I -7
I - -

-welcomed the attendees and asked everyone to introduce themselves, followed by a clarification
from-on similar processes by the Glasgow Airport and NATS/NERL. In response to reports that
engagement sessions questioned the Statement of Need (SoN), it was also noted that it has been
approved by the CAA.

-proceeded to go through the background information about Stage 1B requirements, and-
added that the CAA wants us to show a story from SoN through to the Design Principles (DPs) and
the end result. He also acknowledged that the fact SoN is already being challenged, shows how
important it is to have a detailed and tight justification for the decisions we make today.

-noted that there are two DPs that we should add — one from Glasgow Airport (Routes to and from
Glasgow and Edinburgh should be procedurally deconflicted from the ground to Flight Level 90
(PDP51)) and one from NATS (The airspace design and its operation must be as safe or safer than
today(PDP52)). This was agreed to with no objections.

-wanted to clarify who are the decision makers.-explained thatitis himself-and he is
also deferring to To70 representatives on design and safety issues.

First round of discussing the Draft Design Principles (DDP), as grouped by theme:

Theme Design principle Initial Notes
engagement
report
reference
number
Communities | Reduce night flights 1 After a short discussion, this DDP was
and early morning accepted for further discussion.
flights
Communities | Fly over the sea/fly 2 After noting that the airport should agree
down the Forth definitions for “over” and “avoid” in this
context, this DDP was accepted for
further discussion.
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Communities

Reduce flights over
communities/fly over
less populated areas

There was once more a discussion about
the importance of defining “over” and
“less populated”.

This DP was split into two. “Reduce flights
over communities” and “Fly over less
populated areas.”

Communities

Avoid overflying of
schools

After considering the current situation
and noting that there is some evidence
that noise may have an impact on
children’s education, this DDP was
accepted for further discussion.

'uggested that this could be merged
into an overarching DDP of — Reduce
adverse impacts on noise of
communities, at the next stage of
discussion.

Communities

Do not fly over
currently unaffected
areas in planning

It was clarified that this is in relation to
current applications.

-stated that under the CAP1616 we are
required to consider future planning
already.

DDP accepted for further discussion.

Communities

Restrict aircraft
holding areas over
communities

13

’iconfirmed that hold areas are at height
over 7,000ft.

As a result, the DDP not accepted due to
being out of scope of the ACP and part of
NERL’s ACP.

Communities

Minimise noise/flights
below 7,000ft

18

During a short discussion of this DDP,-
suggested that the 7,000ft definition
considers the terrain. It was agreed that
there are two distinct themes here — one
about minimising noise and one about
minimising flights. As airlines are in
charge of flight scheduling, it was decided
to take forward the issue of minimising
noise.

‘Iso suggested that this could be
merged into the overarching DP on noise,
for example, “reduce adverse impacts on
noise of communities” at the next stage
of the discussion. This action was agreed,
with text to be determined and with no
objections.

Communities

Restrict aircraft
turning over
communities

24

There was a discussion on this DDP during
which it was noted that aircraft turning
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leads to double the noise in comparison
to flying over.

-noted if we were to use the Forth
option, we would probably have to turn
over smaller communities.

It was agreed that we should focus on the
best result for most people.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion.

Communities

Avoid overflying
hospitals and
care/retirement
homes

25

After noting that this is a requirement
under the CAP1616 process, this DDP was
accepted for further discussion.

-noted that we currently overfly St
John’s in Livingston so we need to take
that into account.

Communities

Avoid overflying of
historical sites

29

.pointed out that this is not in CAP1616,
but it is a local consideration, which was
raised by the Historic Environment
Scotland.

-felt that we cannot decide on this
unless we have a map of all the historic
sites and also provide a rational
explanation for why we are avoiding
certain sites over others.

An action was agreed to create a map
with historical sites.

DP accepted for further discussion.

Communities

Reduce flights

32

It was noted that this is against the SoN
and that the airport is a demand-based
business so cannot turn away requests for
more business. This also affects the future
growth and economy of Scotland.

DDP not accepted due to being against
the SoN.

Communities

Take account of noise
above 7,000ft

37

It was noted that this is out of scope for
the ACP, therefore the DDP was not
accepted but it was agreed that a DP be
amended to include terrain and sea level
consideration.

Communities

Concentrate flight
paths during work
hours

43

During a short discussion it was confirmed
that the only thing that the CAA says
about this issue is that we should seek to
have the lowest total of adverse impact.

Additionally-felt that this would be too
complex to implement.
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It was noted from the detailed comments
document that only two people raised
this issue. Furthermore, it was noted that
more people are flexible working or
working from home, we would need to
define what “working hours” mean.

It was felt that generally this is not
achievable but should be part of further
discussion, this DDP was therefore
accepted for further discussion at the
next stage of the meeting.

Communities

Review routes/flight
corridors

44

It was noted that the whole ACP is about
this and therefore should be accepted for
further discussion as a given.

There was some discussion about the
situation in Cramond, which was
recognised as the most affected
community at the moment.

Communities

Avoid flying over the
z00

46

There was a general agreement that this
DP should be accepted, with no
objections.

DP accepted for further discussion.

Communities

Fly the west side of
the River Almond

50

During the discussion, it was recognised
that planes cannot physically do what this
DP asks for.

DP not accepted as it breaches safety
standards.

Economy

Review need for
growth

26

There was a general agreement that this
is something that we need to do as part of
the wider process. It was also agreed that
we need to consider what the growth will
do and undertake a reputational study.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion.

Economy

Ensure consideration
of wider tourism
impacts

33

ipointed out that this is not a design
principle.-agreed but felt that we
should still consider it in the background.

It was also noted that the Scottish
Government wants more tourists to come
to Scotland and we are part of this vision.

This DDP was not accepted due to being
out of scope but tourism was added to
issues to consider.
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Environmental

Consider impact of
aircraft type/penalise
poor performers/old
aircraft

During this discussion it was agreed that
the airport already does this through its
charging structures. Furthermore, it was
felt that this is by and large an operational
issue.

This DP accepted for further discussion.

Environmental

Minimise noise

It was felt that a lot of the points made in
the “community” section are related to
noise. It was also recognised that this is
already a requirement under the
CAP1616.

This DDP accepted for further discussion.

Environmental

Reduce
emissions/pollution

[l oointed out that this is in CAP1616 but
that we need to consider what measure
to use in determining the reduction.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion.

Environmental

Adhere to WHO
regulations

10

During a discussion, it was recognised
that this is not a requirement under the
CAP1616 process and that the UK
Government has not formally adopted
this.

- pointed out that these are
“guidelines”, not “regulations”.

It was agreed that the guidelines are not
adopted by the UK Government or the
CAA and the DDP was not accepted on
that basis, as well as due to not being a
regulatory requirement.

Environmental

Consider noise from
take-off/
landing/turning

15

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion with a view of merging it into a
general noise DDP.

Environmental

Take background noise
into account

16

It was felt that this DDP stems from the
debate about overflying urban areas
versus overflying rural ones.

DDP accepted for further discussion.

Environmental

Consider and offset
the impact on wildlife
and the environment

17

During this discussion it was noted that
this is part of the CAP1616 process
through the Habitats’ Assessment.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion.

Environmental

Avoid over flying rural
areas

19

There was a general agreement that this
is to be discussed further with other noise
related DDPs. It was accepted for further
discussion on this basis.
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Environmental | Offset emissions 20 It was generally agreed that this is a
strategic issue rather than an issue of
design. It was also agreed that it is
difficult to design offsetting.

On that basis, the DDP was not accepted
but added to issues to be considered in
the background as part of the airport’s
sustainability strategy.

Environmental | Minimise light 38 During the discussion it was noted that
pollution the lights used by the aircraft are a safety
feature and cannot be switched off.

This DDP was therefore not accepted due
to not meeting safety standards.

Environmental | Consider climate 39 There was a general agreement that this
impact should be merged with DDP 7 into a
general climate change/environmental
impact DDP.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion on that basis.

Environmental | Consider impact on 41 There was as general agreement that this
animal welfare DP should be combined with DDP 17.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion on that basis.

Environmental | Reduce impact on 45 It was generally agreed that this was a
green spaces very important issue that will be
considered during the CAP1616 process,
through the health impact and tranquillity
assessments. This DDP was accepted for
further discussion.

An action was agreed to undertake
further mapping to include areas of
outstanding beauty and scientific interest.

Equalities Consider needs of the | 22 During the discussion it was noted that
elderly/ this is a requirement under the CAP1616
children/those withill process.
health/autism/sensory

This DDP was accepted for further

impairment discussion
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Equalities

Recognise impact of
flight paths on house
prices and social
migration

23

During the discussion it was recognised
that this is already a requirement under
the CAP1616 process using WebTAG.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion on that basis.

It was also noted that the airport
undertook a study on three nearby areas -
Cramond, Blackness and Livingston —
about 4-5 years ago, and would need to
be updated.

An action was agreed for EAL to rerun the
study on its impact on housing prices.

Equalities

Ensure true
accessibility in design

34

It was agreed that the process we are
undertaking is already ensuring that this is
the case.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion on that basis.

Health

Consider impact on
mental
health/wellbeing

14

During the discussion it was recognised as
an important matter that will be
considered as part of the CAP1616
process.

There was also a general agreement that
this should be merged with other health
related DDPs and it was accepted for
further discussion on that basis.

Health

Consider other health
impacts

21

During the discussion it was recognised
that this will be considered as part of the
CAP1616 process.

There was also a general agreement that
this should be merged with other health
related DDPs and it was accepted for
further discussion on that basis.

Health

Consider impact on
sleep

30

During the discussion it was recognised
that this will be considered as part of the
CAP1616 process.

There was also a general agreement that
this should be merged with other health
related DDPs and it was accepted for
further discussion on that basis.

Other

Ensure decision
making is evidence
based (and evidence is
appropriate/high
quality)

During the discussion it was agreed that
this is out of scope of the project but
important issue to consider in the
background.

This DDP was not accepted but added to
issues to be considered by the airport.
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Other

Consider no change to
flight paths

36

During the discussion it was recognised
that no change to flightpaths is used as a
baseline for the CAP1616 process. This
DDP was accepted for further discussion
on that basis.

Further discussion considered the
possibility of a radical or “clean sheet”
approach, and it was generally agreed as
something to consider during the next
stage of the discussion.

Technical

Ensure consideration
of all airspace users

11

There was a general agreement that this
DDP should be accepted for further
discussion.

Technical

Ensure fully integrated
airspace change

12

On the basis of a general agreement, this
DDP was accepted for further discussion
with a view to merge with other similar
DDPs.

Technical

Prioritise safety

27

On the basis of a general agreement, this
DDP was accepted for further discussion
with a view to merge with other similar
DDPs.

Technical

Do not concentrate
flight paths

28

After a short discussion it was noted that
RNAYV already does this and that we
should consider our ability to vary flight
paths.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion on the basis of a general
agreement.

Technical

Redesign the terminal
airspace

31

During the discussion it was noted that
this DDP should be accepted for further
discussion as the airport should consider
its airspace needs in relation to the needs
of other airspace users.

-explained that this is a safety issue and
that Edinburgh already must take aircraft
outside the controlled airspace due to
weather conditions and the space is
already limited.

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion.

Technical

Minimise route
deviations

35

This DDP was accepted for further
discussion, although it was noted that the
airport does this as part of its current
operations.
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Technical Ensure access to 40 There was a general agreement on this
airspace by general DDP, and it was accepted for further
aviation discussion with the view of merging it

with DDP 11.

Technical Considerations for 42 It was generally agreed that this is about

specific routes specific solutions and not a DP. These are
operational issues.
DDP not accepted as it is an operational
matter, not a matter of design.

Technical Make take off/landing | 47 During the discussion it was noted that
gradients steeper this is not an issue of design but rather an

operational matter for the airport and the
individual airlines.-also explained that
this has been investigated previously,
with Osprey carrying out a study on
behalf of the airport and cannot be done.
This DDP was not accepted on that basis.

Technical Take into account 48 There was a general agreement that this
segregation of DDP should be accepted for further
different plane types discussion.

(e.g. turbo jet and
prop)

Technical Make routes as short 49 There was a general agreement that this
as possible DDP should be accepted for further

discussion.

The remaining DDPs were reviewed, it was noted that the airport has a lot of data showing that
people have a very positive outlook on the airport and its impact, and that this should not be missed

in the process. Some DDPs were regrouped after the initial discussion.

The following groups emerged: Climate Change/ Environment, Economy, Equalities, Health, Noise,

Safety, Technical.

The following DDPs were grouped under “Noise” -1, 2, 3,5, 6, 8, 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 22, 24, 25, 28,

29, 35, 41, 43, 44, 45, 46.

DDPs - 8, 17, 25, 29, 41, 45, 46: With the general agreement of the group a new DDP was

created —

Consider the evidence on the impact of noise on the protected species and noise sensitive
receptors, subject to HRA.

DDPs -2, 5,9, 19, 28, 43: During the consideration of this group, the discussion focused on
concentrating versus dispersing flight paths and needing to find a balance between
overflying urban versus rural population areas-pointed out that CAP1616 does not
require us to minimise the population overflown but to reduce the overall impact i.e. more
people can be overflown but it should have less overall impact on them.
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-sought further clarification about what this actually means. .conﬁrmed that this is
about minimising the number of people exposed to 51/45 dba.

Furthermore, during the discussion,- suggested that one way in which dispersal could be
achieved with limited space is that three paths could be done on the same SID — e.g. TALLA

i

A, B or C—using the same exit point. This was themed by-as “concentrated dispersal” and

further consideration of how this would work was added to the actions list.
At the end of the discussion a new DDP was created -
Minimise the total adverse impact of aircraft noise.

DDP 1: After a short discussion noting that this DDP is highly dependent on how each airport
defines “night period”, this DDP was moved to operational matters to be discussed outside
the DPs.

DDP 44: |t was generally agreed that we are doing this already, through the CAP1616
process. This was accepted unchanged for the next round of discussion.

DDP 35: During the consideration if this DDP it was agreed that there should be a DDP about
deviations, which recognises that they are times when they are necessary and that some
educational activity about reasons behind deviations may be necessary. A new wording was
agreed -

Maximise the predictability of the track flown.

DDPs: 6, 15, 16, 18, 24: During the discussion, it was agreed that these DDP’s are the subset
of a general DP for noise below 7,000ft. It was agreed that we should adapt the wording
from CAP1616 —

Minimise the total adverse impact of aircraft noise below 7,000ft.

DDP 22:- pointed out that we have a legal responsibility to consider this matter. It was
noted that the issue regarding the sensory issues was raised by one person and it was added
that we probably would not have to do that for just the one person but we should check
with RNIB if there is anything else that we can do, e.g. purchase special kits that would help,
however, this requires more research.

This DDP was moved to equalities section and it was noted that we should check with
Diversity Dynamics if there is anything more that we should do on this.

DDP 3 — During the discussion it was reiterated that this is part of our sustainability agenda
and an operational matter. This DDP was moved to issues to consider outwith the ACP
process as a result.

The following DDPs were grouped under “Technical” — 11, 12, 27, 31, 36, 40, 48, 51, 52.

DDPs — 27 and 52: After a short discussion and based on previous comments, these DDPs
were merged into a single DDP -

The airspace design and its operation must be as safe or safer than today.

DPs — 11 and 40: By general agreement and based on previous comments, these DDPs were
merged into one DDP -

10
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Ensure consideration of all airspace users.
The wording was later discussed and changed to - Prioritise the needs of all airspace users.

DPs —12, 31, 48, 51: By general agreement and based on the previous comments, these
DDPs were merged into a one DDP

Consider amending the routes to optimise the existing airspace.

DP 36: Was generally considered as a given and based on previous discussions was reworded
as

Consider clean sheet approach to ACP.

As a result of discussion in this DP group and on reflection of stakeholder feedback, it was
felt that a new DP should be added:

Design routes to ensure and effective route management.

This was agreed by everyone.

The following DDPs were grouped under “Health” — 14, 21, 30

There was a general agreement that these are all related to noise. It was decided that all three
would be merged into a single DDP —

Minimise health impacts created by aircraft.

The following DDPs were grouped under “Equalities” — 23 and 34.

DDP 23 — After a short discussion it was agreed that house prices will be affected regardless
of where the flight paths will be drawn and that this is a matter for post-implementation
review and the resulting consideration of how any loss will be compensated.

After a discussion it was decided that DDP 23 is removed as a potential DP and added to the
issues to consider further in the ACP process.

DDP 34 — After a short discussion it was decided that the issues behind this DDP are best
dealt with through limiting the impact of noise. This DDP was moved to the “Noise” section
for the next round of consideration.

The following DDPs were grouped under “Economy” — 26 and 33.

During the discussion, it was agreed that the airport will need to write an economic impact
statement.-suggested that we should investigate what the Scottish Government is saying. It was
also agreed that we should add a DDP about airspace change facilitating growth.

A new DDP was written —
Support growth in line with Scottish Government Economic Development
It was also agreed that a further DDP will be drafted to recognise the economic aims of the SoN.

The following DDPs were grouped under “Climate change/environment” — 7, 39, 49.

It was generally agreed that all three DPs in this section should be and rewritten into two —

11
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Optimise routes to minimise emissions

Optimise routes to improve air quality

-went through the draft shortlist of DDPs. During the discussion,

-felt that we are missing a DP in relation to allowing a one-minute separation or airport
capacity growth, suggesting that a DP should state that we will create an

“airspace that does not constrain growth.”
This was generally agreed.

-felt that Safety and Operational points should be made into separate high-level headings.
This was generally agreed.

With regards to the environment section, it was agreed that the two DDPs will be
provisionally reworded as:

e Contribute to the Scottish Government climate change agenda by optimising flight
paths to minimise CO2 emissions.
e Optimise flight paths to minimise local air quality impact.

With regards to the technical section -

DDP - Prioritise the needs of all airspace users: After a short discussion, it was agreed that
the wording would be changed to “balance the needs of all airspace users”. It was felt that
the word “prioritise” did not strike the right balance and it was agreed that it should be
changed to “consider”.

DDPs Consider a “blank page” approach to ACP; Consider replicating existing routes and
Consider amending routes to optimise existing airspace, were discussed together.

After a discussion, which considered the wording of the three DDPs and whether they are
feasible as potential DPs when it comes to evaluating design options, it was decided that:

Consider replicating existing routes restricts our thinking and would be done as part of the
modernisation process regardless. It was therefore removed from the potential DP list;

Consider amending routes to optimise existing airspace would be removed from the
potential DP list;

Consider a “blank page” approach to ACP is to be reworded to “Consider an open approach
to airspace design” and moved to the overall approaches of the ACP section and cut from
potential DP list;

It was agreed by all that a new DDP should be added to the technical section —
All options considered shall be safe and feasible.
With regards to the safety section -

-felt that we should we remove “safer than today” from DP, “the airspace design and its
operation must be as safe or safer than today”, as she felt that this was opening us up to a

12
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challenge. It was generally agreed that this should be considered in the final rewrite and
wording retained for the time being.

With regards to the operational issues, the following DDPs were discussed and agreed
unchanged:

e Design efficient routes to minimise track miles and fuel burn.
e Enable an increased airspace capacity.
- Design routes to ensure and effective route management.

With regards to the health section, all draft DPs from the previous section were accepted.
[Jihoted that we need to define what we mean by “overflying”.

With regards to the noise section, the following DPs were discussed and agreed unchanged:

e Minimise the total adverse impact of aircraft noise (41/51 dba LAeq)

e Consider the impact on protected species and noise sensitive receptors. (subject to
HRA)

* Consider dispersal for mitigation purposes (if possible) -suggested replacing
‘consider’ with ‘evaluate’. This was agreed.

e Maximise predictability of the track design/flown

It was agreed that the health section and noise section would be merged because there is significant
overlap between the draft design principles in these groups. This was agreed unanimously.

-then went back to review the long list of DPs that have not resulted in a Design principle to
double check that after further discussions had taken place that the position on each hadn’t
changed.

DDP 23 .reiterated the action on rerunning the study on housing prices, with the view
that this will inform the consultation information and post-implementation information.;

DDP 50 — General agreement that this does not meet safety standards;
DPP 13 — General agreement that this is out of scope for the project;

DDP 3 — General agreement that this is an opportunity to look at charging structure outwith
the programme;

DDP 37 — General agreement that this is out of scope-noted that, as the airport stands at
about 100ft above the sea level and there are currently no terrain issues that affect flight
parts for arriving and departing aircraft, and this circumstance is not anticipated to change,
there is no need for a design principle to reflect terrain. It was agreed by all that this action
would be removed from the action list;

DDP32 and DDP 18 (Minimising flights only) — General agreement that this does not meet
the SoN;

DDP 1 — General agreement that this will be considered as part of the DP on minimising
adverse effects of noise;

DDP 33 — General agreement that tourism impacts would be covered by an economy DP, to
be drafted;

13
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DDP 10 — It was reiterated that there is no requirement to do this in the UK, but we will
focus on what is within CAP1616;

DDP 20 — General agreement that offsetting impacts of the operations cannot be designed
as part of flight paths, but this will be considered as part of our wider sustainability strategy;

DDP 38 — General agreement that this does not meet safety standards;

DDP 42 — General agreement that these are specific solutions that would not translate into a
workable design principle;

DDP 4 — General agreement that this will be taken on board as approach but not a DP;

DDP 47 — It was noted that the evidence shows that there is a negligible noise difference and
that this is ultimately an operational issue.:onfirmed that we will design for the lowest
performing aircraft.-also added that we will use Edinburgh, not Gatwick data in noise

mapping.

It was agreed that the EAL project team would review the wording and circulate the Proposed
Design Principles to the wider group for approval.

Actions from the meeting were reviewed and meeting closed.

END

Final output at the end of the session:

Theme

Design Principles

Economy

Support growth in line with Scottish Government Economic Development

Add SON DP

Environment

Contribute to the Scottish Government Climate Change agenda by optimising flight
paths to minimise CO, emissions.

Optimise flight paths to minimise local air quality impact

Technical Prioritise the requirements of all airspace users
Options considered shall be safe and feasible
Safety The airspace design and its operation must be as safe or safer than today
Operational Design cost-efficient routes to minimise track miles and fuel burn
Enable increased airspace capacity
Design routes to ensure an efficient and effective route management
Routes will only accommodate PBN capable traffic after xx years
Health Minimise health impacts created by aircraft noise and emissions
Minimise population overflown taking into account protected characteristics
Minimise overflying sensitive locations
Noise Minimise the total adverse impact of aircraft noise

Consider impact on protected species and noise-sensitive receptors (subject to HRA)

Evaluate dispersal for mitigation purposes

Maximise predictability of the track design and how it’s flown

14
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Appendix Q - Recall round of engagement report, Progressive Partnership

Edinburgh Airport Limited

Airspace Change Programme
WP1 Design Principles
Recall Report
20 December 2019
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Introduction

The first round of engagement sessions in Stage 1B were held in Edinburgh from 23" September to 5t
October to develop a long list of design principles. The engagement comprised a total of five
workshops and three focus groups. The workshops were conducted with community stakeholders,
aviation stakeholders, Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory Board (EANAB}, and a broader group of
stakeholders that included local council officers {typically planning and environmental health},
industry, equalities groups, and environmental organisations; the three focus group discussions were
held with residents of areas potentially or presently affected by airport operations.

The first round of workshops generated a report of the design principles, set out by theme, in order
of importance and frequency of mention. The first round of engagement identified 50 design
principles that fell into broad themes of: environment, community, technical, economy and equalities.
Two further design principles were later provided by NATS En-route PLC {NERL} and Glasgow Airport
{GLA), taking the long list of design principles considered by the shortlisting session to 52. h addition
to the design principles, issues relating to ground traffic, monitoring and reporting, and social issues
were identified — these are also discussed in the report and listed as ‘issues ofimportance’. The table
with 52 design principles derived from the workshops can be seen in appendix A.

Edinburgh Airport’s Programme Working Group, supported by the environmental and technical
consultant experts, reviewed the long list against CAP1616 and other legislative and regulatory
requirements. The Working Group determined if the design principles were accepted or rejected, and
provided reasoning behind the decision on each design principle. This created a shortlist of design
principles. Two ‘recall workshops” were then convened, to enable the short list of design principles to
be reviewed by a representative group of the stakeholders involved in the original design principles
discussions.

This document reports on feedback gathered from the recall round {Stage 1B} of engagement
workshops to review the shortlist of design principles for the Airspace Change Programme {ACP} 2015.
In order to gain a full understanding this report should be read in conjunction with the report on the
first round of engagement workshops.

Methodology

The recall workshops allowed us to invite a varied selection of people who had attended the original
workshops to represent a wide group of locations and interests.

Delegates from the aviation industry are well informed about airspace change and have areas of
interest that are different to those who represent community interests. Their interests often include
their own use of airspace. A large workshop where ideas are exchanged at a high level of
understanding with a large number of delegates is well suited to this group. For these reasons we
opted to give them their own forum and run a workshop dedicated to Aviation delegates.

Members of community councils represent not just their own interest but those of people who reside
in their area of residence. When considering community councils, we looked at guidance and
information on their role in Scotland. As per Scottish Government description, they are the “most local
tier of statutory representation in Scotland” and they “bridge the gap between local authorities and

1
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communities and help to make public bodies aware of the opinions and needs of the communities
they represent.” This helped inform our thinking when considering a wider invitation to the recall
workshops as community councils would provide a wide range of views from those within their
community, thus informing our thinking at a local level.

To further inform our thinking we invited a broader group of stakeholders that includes organisations
that represent special interest groups such as: equality, disability, environmental issues, historic
environment, local council officers {typically planning and environmental health}, industry, property
development and so forth. Delegates from these organisations represent views often from a national
view point. A large workshop where ideas are exchanged at a high level of understanding with a large
number of delegates is well suited to this group. For these reasons we opted to run one workshop
dedicated to a wide range of stakeholders.

Workshap Recruitment

Arepresentative sample of attendees to the first round of workshops were sent an invitation to attend
a recall workshop. This included: all of those who attended the aviation workshop; a representative
sample of community stakeholders to ensure each region was represented, those currently overflown
within noise contours, currently overflown out with noise contours and currently not overflown but
could be were included; a representative from EANAB; and delegates from other stakeholders such as
property developers, environmental groups, environmental activists, councils and equalities
organisations. The invitation can be found in appendix B.

The approach to selectingthe organisations invited to the community and stakeholder recall workshop
was as follows:

» A database of organisations who attended the first round of community and general
stakeholder workshops was compiled and randomised within group.

»  Astarting point was identified within the database at random.

» Organisations to the recall workshop were selected to ensure representation from each
region, those currently overflown within noise contours, currently overflown out with noise
contours and currently not overflown but could be included; a representative from EANAB;
and delegates from other stakeholders such as property developers, environmental groups,

» Given the limited space available in the workshop, priority was given to achieving a range of
representation, therefore, opportunities for representation for more than one organisation
within each group were limited. Places were limited to one per organisation.

Because stakeholders were from a wide area and some distance from Edinburgh, many community
representatives were reluctant to spend time and money travelling to attend workshops. To
compensate and encourage engagement, an incentive of £40 was offered to all delegates of the
community workshops. The stakeholder workshop was held on the 5 November 2015.

The aviation workshop was originally arranged to be held on the 31 October. All delegates from the
initial aviation invitation list were emailed. In total 21 organisations were invited to attend. Initially 10
agreed to attend. The date for this workshop had to be moved because EAL had asked for additional
time to confirm the short list of design principles. A postponement email was sent to all 21 aviation
organisations including those who could not attend stating the workshop would be held week
commencing 11t November. See appendix C. An invitation confirming the revised date of November
13" was sent and eight agreed to attend the re-arranged workshop. See appendix [} for the invitation.
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Once all workshops were fully recruited, delegates were sent confirmation details which included a
copy of the draft shortlist, as well as a recording permission request. See the confirmation email in
appendix C. All delegates were contacted by telephone the evening before the workshop to confirm
their attendance.

Pringiples of inclusian

Our methodology was designed to include a wide representation of views. We invited representatives
from action groups such as: EANAB and Extinction Rebellion, as well as community councils known to
be opposed to the airport’s growth. People with protected characteristics and those representing
equalities groups were included and supported.

Maderation

Each of the workshops was moderated by senior practitioners from Progressive and attended by
representatives from Edinburgh Airport (EAL), Diversity Dynamics: equalities experts, WSP:
environmental experts andTo70: technical experts. Attendees were sent a copy of the shortlist of
design principles prior to attending the workshop. See Appendix [

Ashort presentation was made to attendees which set out the shortlist of design principles, issues that
respondents to the first wave of workshops thought important but were not design principles, and the
longlist of design principles derived from the first wave workshops.

The Stakeholder recall workshop identified some strong views on the wording of the shortlist
principles. tt was decided to test the amendments proposed by the stakeholder recall workshop in the
Aviation workshop. A copy of the stimulus can be found in appendixE.

Calfecting the views of thase unable ta attend the workshops

The recall phase was designed to be a test exercise, we did not collect views of those who did not
want to attend the session.

Analysis

Both workshops were recorded and transcribed. Delegates were asked for their permission to record.
This was sought on the day of theworkshop and asked in person. Itwas also sought in the confirmation
email that was sent to delegates. Full transcripts can be found in appendix F.

We conducted qualitative data analysis using a consultative process that began with listening to the
recordings and agreeing on the key themes. Two of the senior project executives were involved at this
stage to ensure that the data, although subjective, was of high quality. All members of the team
conducting analysis documented the prevalence of themes and strength of feelings expressed. As
analysis progressed new themes emerged, and the team had regular update meetings to ensure that
everyone was up to speed on themes, relationships and ideas as they developed.

There were several stages to the analysis:

» The researcher examined transcripts of recorded workshops, noting the relative frequency
with which differentissues arise, as well as the intensity of their expression.

» Qualitative data often occur in embedded material, e.g. an important issue may be
interspersed among a cluster of comments from a discussion. It is important to recognise that
qualitative analysis is not a linear process, and to revisit the data to examine whether
additional questions or new connections between the data emerge.
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When completing analysis, we looked for patterns, common themes, deviations from patterns
and any factors that may explain these.

Objectives

The aim of this round of recall workshops was to review the shortlist of design principles and sense
check the design principles shortlisted by Edinburgh Airport’s project team.

The agenda for the engagement sessions was to:

recap on where we are with the process

present the full list of draft design principles that were arrived atin round one
gain a response to the contraction of 52 design principles to 16

present the shortened list of proposed design principles

have an understanding of responses to the shortened list.

Shortlist of design principles

The table below contains the shortlist of design principles that were tested at the workshops. It is
noted that these had changed slightly from those draft design principles that were sent to delegates

ahead of the workshop.
Safety The airspace design and its operation must be safe as or safer than itis
POP1
{Core} today.
POP2 Technical The prioritised requirements of airspace users must be taken into
{Core} account when designing flight paths.
Technical :
POP3 (Core} Flight paths must be flyable.
Flight paths should be designed to minimise the total adverse effect on
PLOP4 Noise {Core} | health and quality of life impacts created by aircraft noise and

Emissions.

Flight paths should be designed to provide increased airspace capacity
in order for Edinburgh Airport to support the Scottish Government’s
Economic Development agenda and the UK’s wider aviation strategy.

L Econemy Note: wording issued to Delegates was Flight poths should be designed
to increase airspace capacity and meet Scotfand's demand for
connectivity
Flight paths should be designed to minimise CO2 emissions above an

PDPG Environment | altitude of 7000ft and, where it doesn’t have a detrimental effect on
adverse noise impacts, also between 4000ft and 7000ft.

POP7 iR aRE fllght paths should be designed to minimise adverse local air quality
impacts.

POPS Gpertionl Flight pgths should be designed with cost effective routes that minimise
track miles and fuel burn.

POPS Gherational Flight paths should be designed to ensure efficient and effective route
management.

PDP10 | Operational Flight paths must be desighed to accommodate PBN traffic in line with

CAA's modernisation strategy.

4
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Flight paths should be designed to minimise population overflown
below 4000ft and, where possible, between 4000ft and 7000ft, taking
into account any potential adverse impact, due to those overflown
_|_having protected characteristics, as defined by the Equalities Act 2010.
Flight paths should be designed, where possible, to minimise overflying
sensitive locations and noise sensitive receptors (for example, the zoo,
retirement complexes, green spaces, historic heritage sites, and others).
PDP12 Health Note: wording issued to at the Workshop was updated to include the
examples of noise sensitive |ocations and receptors, i.e. to include: ffor
axarple, the zoo, retirement complexes, green spaces, historic feritage
sites, andothers).
Where possible, flight paths should be designed to include track
concentration and/or track dispersal options to provide noise respite.
The predictability of flight tracks must be maximised for consistency of
operations. .
Collaborate with other Scottish airports and NATS to ensure that the
airspace design options are compatible with the wider programme of
lower altitude and network airspace changes being coordinated by the
| FASI North programme. |
Routes to/from Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally |
PLIP16 GLA (Core} deconflicted from the ground to a preferred |evel in coordination with
NATS Prestwick.

POFP11 Health

POP13 Noise

PLP14 Noise

POP1S | NERL({Core}

Overall summary response to PDPs

Overview

This section provides a summary of revisions suggested by delegates from both workshops; Aviation
and Stakeholder. We have included the revised design principles where appropriate with the revisions
suggested by delegates from both workshops. These feature in bold italics.

Respondents suggested the inclusion of a full glossary that spells out all acronyms and some of the
thinking behind design principles such as PDP4which captures many of the principles at the top of the
long list. They also asked for EAL to supply the longlist of design principles and illustrate where they
have been merged into the short list. Aviation asked for an explanation of thinking behind the
apparent lack of a clean sheet principle to be included in the glossary.

PDP1
Agreed with no challenge
The airspace design and its aperation must be as safe ar safer than it is teday.

PDP2
Remove the words The prioritised, use shoufd:

Requirements of airspace users should be taken inte accaunt when designing flight paths.

PDP3
Agreed but needs to be further explained
Flight poths must be flyable.
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PDP4

It could merge with POIP7 in which case it should be mandatory and include the word musé:

Flight paths must be designed ta minimise the tolal adverse effect on health and quality of life
impacts cregted by gircroft naise and emissians.

PDP5

The word grovide could be replaced with enable, it should also include reference to fouristn and trade:
Flight paths shauld be designed te engble increased ogirspace copacity in arder for Edinburgh Ajrport
to support the Scottish Government’s Economic Development agenda and the UK’'s wider aviotion
strategy, including tourism and trade.

PDPG

Revert to the Air Navigation Guidance 2017 wording:

For flightpaths at or gbove 4,000 feet to befow 7,000 feet, the enviranmental priority should
continue ta be minimising the impact of aviation noise in o manner consistent with the government’s
averalf paticy an aviation naise, unfess this wauld dispropartionately increase CO2 emissions.

PDP7
This could be deleted as long as PDP4 is mandatory and uses the word st
Flight paths must be designed ta minimise adverse locol gir quality impacts.

PDP8
Remove the words cost effective:
Flight paths should be designed with cost effective rautes that minimise track miles and fuel burn.

PDP9

Stakeholders suggested merging this with POIP8 as they are similar, but Aviation wanted it to be kept
separate

Flight paths should be designed to ensure efficient ond effective raute manggement

PDP10

Spell out the acronym PBN: Performance Based Navigation:

Flight paths must be designed ta gccommaodate moadern perfarmance based navigation (PBN) traffic
in line with CAA's madernisation strategy.

PDP11

Use the revised version:

Flight poths should be designed to minimise papulation averfiown below 4006ft ond, between
20001t and 7006ft, taking inte account any potentiol adverse impact, due to thase averflown having
pratected characteristics, and special requirements.

Give a fuller explanation

PDP12

Remove the phrase “where possible’:

Flight paths should be designed te minimise overflying sensitive lacations and naise sensitive
receptors {for example, the zoo, retirement complexes, green spaces, histaric heritage sites, and
aihers).

Give a fuller explanation
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PDP13

Remove the phrase “where possible”:

Flight paths should be designed te include track concentration and/or track dispersal aptions to
provide naise respite.

PDP14

Agreed with no challenge

The predictabifity of flight tracks must be maximised for cansistency of aperations.
Give a fuller explanation

PDP15

Agreed with no challenge

Collaborate with ather Scaitish airports and NATS ta ensure that the agirspace design aptions are
compatible with the wider programme of lawer aftitude and network airspace changes being
coordinated by the FAS! Narth pragramme.

PDP16
Agreed with no challenge from Aviation but community stakeholders were confused by it.

Routes ta/from Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally deconflicted fram the
ground ta a preferred fevel in coordination with NATS Prestwick.
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Outcomes: Stakeholders

Group Dynamics

In total 50 representatives were invited. Recipients were offered two options in the email, {1} would
tike to attend, (2) cannot otfend. Nineteen Stakeholder respondents agreed to attend. Twenty could
not attend and eleven did not respond. An Excel file in appendix G identifies all three categories.

This workshop was held on the 5 November 2015. It comprised 16 delegates from 16 different
organisations. There were nine organisations representing the interests of communities from North,
East, South and West of Edinburgh. This included communities overflown within contours, overflown
outwith contours and not overflown. Delegates included representatives from property developers,
noise groups, environmental groups, equalities and traders. A full list of attendees can be found in
appendix H. The workshop lasted three hours.

The workshop was jointly moderated by [ o -:
were taken by TN - the workshop was observed by NN

Some papers and suggestions were submitted to Progressive and EAL at the point of and after running
the recall workshop. These include: a paper from Royal Burgh of Kinghorn CC, and some suggestions
by email from Bruce and Mari Finlayson. These papers were submitted out with the process; however,
all content has been noted and passed on to EAL.

Overview

There were some concerns expressed over the linguistic style. Some found the language in some of
the Provisional Design Principles (PDP} too technical to understand, specifically POP 15 and 16 and
those that use acronyms such as PBN and NATS. Some said this would be helped by having a glossary.

Some PDPs were thought to be too general as they used phrases such as faking info account, and
potentialadverse irnpact. There was a request for more specificand definite language. Some delegates
did not like the use of caveats such as where possibfe as they thought this would give the opportunity
to not apply the design principle. Some commented on the need to balance statements so that
environment and operational issues are equally represented.

A comment made by one and agreed by many was the lack of a design principle that clearly pointed
to flying over the water. This may be a solution to a route design and not strictly be a design principle,
but it was a dominant suggestion in the first round of workshops and one that delegates expected to
be reflected in the shortlist of design principles.

You're sort of carefully avoiding the use of the word “Forth”. You could turn i around, saying,
any area of open space ought to be used first. Particularly open space over water, without
mentioning the Forth.

The question of the need for expansion came up as a dominant theme in this recall workshop as it did
in many of the previous workshops. Many saw POP5 as inconsistent with the need to reduce carbon
emissions. Others felt that the shortlist of design principles should include the idea that all flight

3
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options and emissions considerations should be compatible with the national carbon reduction
targets.

Responses ta PDPs
This sub-section of the report comments on delegate’s responses to the PDPs as they were discussed.

PDP1 Safety (core)
The airspace design and its operation must be as safe or safer than it is today.

There was no contest to this design principle. No one made any comments on how or if it should be
improved, it was agreed and fully understood.

PDP2 Technical (core)

The prioritised requirements of airspace users must be taken into account when designing flight
paths.

Many were unsure of what this means and questioned what an airspace user was. Many felt it needed
to be written in less jargonistic language.

Some read it as being a statement to give the aviation industry priority over those who are on the
ground. Given this was a Stakeholder group of people whose interests were firmly on the ground and
in the community this was thought not to be a good idea.

Others picked up on the use of the word must and took that as a sign that this design principle would
be considered more important than any with the word sfoufd. This prompted a lot of discussion on
using a RAG system to prioritise principles with some saying that all principles that include the word
rust would be given priority over shoufd. Most felt this should read should.

Others picked up on the word core. Both of these words were thought to give priority to aviation over
other design principles, and respondents were not in favour of this.

Very few realised that this principle was designed with general aviation airspace users and many said
it needed more explanation.

PDP3 Technical {Core)
Flight paths must be flyable.

There was no contest to this design principle. No one made any comments on how or if it should be
improved, it was agreed and fully understood.

PDP4 Noise [core)

Flight paths should be designed to minimise the total adverse effect on health and quality of life
impacts created by aircraft noise and emissions.

The use of the word shoufd was contested in this design principle with many saying is has to be a must.

My background is heafth and safety, and whenever you had o choice where i says ‘shoufd’ as
opposed to ‘must’, then thot opened up lots and lots of doors. So, we never — if we could get

oway with it— put Should’. We put ‘must’ ol the time, to strictly get to the place that we wanted
to be, you should put ‘shoufd’.
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This was considered by some to be a catch all principle that should list all the related principles from
thelong list.

PDP5 Economy
Flight paths should bedesigned to provide increased airspace capacityin order for Edinburgh Airport
to support the Scottish Government’s Economic Development agenda and the UK’s wider aviation

strategy.

This prompted a lot of discussion around the need for expansion. Many delegates argued against the
need for increased capacity. The statement that was sent to respondents prior to the workshop was:
Flight paths should be designed o increase airspace copacity ond meet Scotlond's demond for
connectivity. The change in wording was noted.

One of the contentious points in this principle was the word grovide. It suggested to many that a sole
purpose of this design principle was to increase capacity and many argued against the need for this.
Others argued that if government economic development agenda is to be cited then its policy on
climate change should be given equal weight.

Unless | see some firm doto showing, without guestion, thot there is o need for increased
capocity, then 'm afraid thot f would be arguing strongly that POP Five should go.

it is the cose that olf governments are fanus faced, they fook both ways ond try to appeose off
their dijferent constituencies. it would appear to me appropriate \f you're going to put in that
reguirement as o ‘should and there should afso be o requirement of the Climote Change Targets
Biff in there ot this fevel.

Some felt the statement was too restricted to supporting aviation and should include reference to
tourism and trade.

PDP6 Environment
Flight paths should be designed to minimise CG2 emissions above an altitude of 7000ft and, where
it doesn’t have a detrimental effect on adverse noise impacts, also between 4000ft and 7000ft.

Many felt this statement placed emphasis on CO2 emissions over the noise and it should be the other
way around. The ANG2017 has a different focus and this, and in some respondent’s minds the
following should be adopted:

in the airspoce of or above four thousond feet to below seven thousand feet, the environmenital
priority should continue to be minimising the impact of aviotion noise in o manner consistent
with the Government’s overall policy on oviotion noise, unfess the CAA is sotisfied thot the
evidence presented by the sponsor demonstrates this with disproportionately increased €02
emissions.

So, the focus of that between zero o four thousand, and four thousand to seven thousand — the
prime focus is noise. The only exception is, f between four and seven thousand there is an impact
on emissions, and therefore maybe afternatives. But, the way thot POP Six is worded just now,
nofse is not the maoin focus.

PDP? Environment
Flight paths should be designed to minimise adverse local air quality impacts.
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Many respondents called for the wording of this to be must oppose to should as they felt there should
be an imperative on the airport to protect air quality. Cthers argued for the inclusion of theword focaf
cormmunities of people because people should be prioritised over animals, arable land and water.

Others feltthat it should include global as well as local, because wind will carry CO2 emissions to other
countries, and because of the negative influence of contrails on greenhouse effects. This argument
was countered by the point that local air quality is different to global pollution. This point is illustrated
in the quote below:

it is o common misconception, but oir guality is dijferent to pollution. When we tolk about focal
air guality, i's speafic polfutants that affect people on the ground, fike NOZ, like particulor
motter, sulphurs, benzenes, things like thot, fead. Which are enshrined in European fegisiation,
UK-wide fegisfation, and Scottish fegisfation — what those fevels showld be in any city. For
instance, in Edinburgh, we're fooking ot focal... o fow emission zone. There is going o be one in
Glasgow, Aberdeen and Dundee as well, That's focal air quality, so that’s whot that’s about. It is
diiferent, completely dijferent. That's why it’s like the argument between diesels and not diesels,
because diesels are good for having fow COZ, but they're very bad for focal air guality. They can
get o fof of PM10s, o fof of NOX. That's the fundamental difference between those things. So,
it’s guite important to separate POP Seven, because it’s a speafic piece of fegisfation and specific
serious heafth ejfects from thot to CO2, which is serious but something dijferent. Does that moke
sense to everyone?

PDP8 Operational

Flight paths should be designed with cost effective routes that minimise track miles and fuel burn.
The words cost ejffective confused some delegates who made an assumption that this was tied into
the commercial strategies of airlines. This led many to agree that all design principles must be easy to
understand and must have universal understanding.

fmust admit, | took it fo mean thot if I start up Whot Airways ond stort doing o shutife down fo
London, f { charge four pounds fifty o ticket, it’s not going to be cost effective. If f charge forty-
five pounds o ticket, it might well be cost ejfective. It seems to me the cost ejfective port of it is
o very sort of passing sort of concept. { don’t think what muokes something cost ejfective aff
depends on what the airlines are charging for it And \f oll airlines are having o fly the some way,
they're off fucing the same sorts of things, then it’s up to them s fo where they use more fuef
efficient airplanes, or whatever. So, { would just want to take ‘cost effective’ out of i.

At this point in the workshop it was noted by one and agreed by others that the design principles
examined up to this point were stacked in favour of aviation and not balanced in support of the
environment.

PDP3 Operational

Flight paths should be designed to ensure efficient and effective route management.

This was not immediately understood and needed to be explained. It was explained by observers as
being a way to get planes in as quickly as possible, minimising halt times as well, which helps reduce
fuel burned, track miles and CO2. Some thought this was so close to PDP8 that it could be merged,
but then conversation followed that highlighted the difference in emphasis of one being about the
minimisation of track miles and the other being about route management. By merging the two the
flexibility of efficient and effective route management may be lost. The final outcome was a suggestion
to keep them separate.
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Cther reiterated the need to keep this as a should and not a must as it may be necessary to create
curved routes to avoid overflying communities.

PDP10 Operational

Flight paths must be designed to accommodate PBN traffic in line with CAA's modernisation
strategy.

This was not understood because not everyone knew what PBN means and the CAA modernisation
strategy was not understood by the majority. These points need to be spelt out in a glossary of terms
in order for them to be understood.

A comment was made that three operational design principles had been discussed that potentially
could be merged into one. This was thought to give the aviation industry a disproportional
representation as routes would have to be evaluated against three rather than one operational design
principle.

PDP11 Health

Flight paths should be designed to minimise population overflown below 4000ft and, where
possible, between 4000ft and 7000ft, taking into account any potential adverse impact due to those
overflown having protected characteristics as defined by the Equalities Act 2010.

The first observation was the need to remove the phrase where possible as this opens the way for this
design principle to be ighored.

'm not an advocate or o fover of open doors. And what we seem to have there is taking info
account. Yeah, { could take something into account and still do something efse and [ don’t fike
open door statements especially in something that we're proposing as @ principle.

The phrase taken into occount was also thought to be too ambiguous for some. Some felt it should be
strengthened: one way would be to replace it with the word meet the reguirements of communities
defined as hoving protected charocteristics.

Acommentthatwas made by the RNIBwas that lots of principles have been designed to protect larger
communities but there is not enough to protect the needs of those with specific requirements.

There’s a fot of things inhere already that talk about minimising negoative impact on every system
and every person, every creature, whatever. But [ think it is important to recognise thot there
are, and ’'m not even sure thot { would use the term protected characteristics but to minimise
odverse reactions of people with specific reguirements: environmental, social ond heclth
reguirerents, or something. Because I think, referring to fegisiation again ermphasises thot sense
that it’s o tick box exercise.

Many were not aware of the definition under the Equalities Act. This combined with the suggestion
that reference to it looks like a tick box exercise led to the suggestion of removing the reference to
the Equalities Act and placing more emphasis on those with special requirements.

A point made by PPCA LTD on behalf of Winchburgh Development was that all statement thus far
have focused on the existing population and that nothing has been said about future populations.

LppCA Ltd is a town planning consultancy based in Edinburgh and Dunfermline, Scotland
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it needs to take info account the future populotion becouse it could be that o community falls
befow the threshold ot this point in tirme but in ten years # could be above the threshold and so
that obviously fhos to be taken info account when the words population and communities are
used and obviously.

One of the outcomes of discussion around POP11 was that once EAL has completed its mapping
exercise of where communities are, where they might be and what should be avoided they [EAL]
should make that public so that members of the public can better understand the rationale for
proposed flight paths.

A comment made by Royal Burgh of Kinghorn CCwas that adverse effects of flights above 7,000 feet
should be recognised and that the principle should say flights up to 12,000feet. The same person
commented that this principle doesn’t differentiate between flights taking off and landing and that
the difference in noise is tangible.

{ five in an area where plones regufarly come over between five and seven thousand feet and
they're jolly noisy, partictfarly as they bank over Kinghorn, We think in Kinghorn that twefve
thousand feef ought to be the regulnted height, minimise population overflow and it ought to be
bwelve thousand feet.

It was noted ky observers that EAL has no jurisdiction above 7,000 feet but this was disregarded by
the one delegate who called for integration of airspace above 7,000 feet.

You can’t say of the airport, oh we can’t dictute that becouse we only fake over after seven
thousand feet. { don’t care. Twelve thousand feet and you do it on an integrated basis joint
between the airport ond NATS Prestwick.

PDP12 Health

Flight paths should be designed where possible to minimise overflying sensitive locations and noise
sensitive receptors.

Delegates asked for more certainty in this principle and wanted the phrase where possible to be
removed. Some argued that this PDP should be under the heading fieafth and wellbeing as noise is not
just a health issue, it can be intrusive and thus affect wellbeing. The following quote illustrates this
point:

it is o heofth issue in some ways but it’s much more thon thot. If someone were fo build o
skyscraper on the top of Arthur’s Seat you would say it was an eye sore but you wouldn’t
necessarily soy it was o heafth issue, you might do. And it’s the sume with noise. { doesn’t have
to be o heolth issue for it to be an adverse impoct and 've been worried. So that’s where [ think
nofse comes under heafth and wellbeing again, i's not just about health. And the thing cbout
the one we’re on now, tatking about historic sites and so on —we did have o bit of discussion fast
tirme about ambient or contextual noise. So the impact of something flying over the castfe in the
middle of o noisy centre is perhaps, arguably fess thon something flying over Inchoclrn Abbey,
which is @ very peaceful environment. So it would great f it would be possible to copture that.

The word receptors was not widely understood and needed to be unwrapped. This could be done by

giving examples of the types of locations such as zoos and including a reference to this ina glossary of
terms.
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PDP13 Noise

Where possibleflight paths should be designed to include track concentration andfor track dispersal
options to provide noise respite.

The phrase where possiblfe was once more challenged and its removal requested. Otherwise this
design principle was not questioned or challenged.

PDP14 Noise

The predictability of flight tracks must be maximised for consistency of operations.

There was debate as to whether this was an operational or noise design principle. Another point made
in relation to this PDP was that it is dependent on air traffic control and vectoring.

Some claimed that the principle should be about minimising vectoring to conditions where safety and
weather require it and that it should explicitly state that “we wilf work with air traffic controf to keep
these flight paths us narrow os possible.”

PDP15 NERL (Core)

Collaborate with other Scottish airports and NATS to ensure that the airspace design options are
compatible with the wider programme of lower altitude and network airspace changes being
coordinated by the FASI North programme.

This design principle was welcomed by members of EANAB and others who were pleased to see joined
up thinking. FASI North was not universally understood.

This is the third meeting like this. | hove been at one for Glasgow and at one for Aberdeen. So,
ol sorts of things were going on. Why don’t they all get together and talk to each other and hove
a real fook af how airspace is used, how it links with what's going on further North. We haven’t
totked about it ot olf but the possibifity of another corridor down the East coast, things like Ehat.
We have an opportunity right now to do ol this as XXX said, I'm delighted to see that one in
there. And ! think it should reclly be FAST North, FASI stands for future of airspace strategy. So,
that is what FASI North are doing af the moment, fooking ot that bigger picture above that... So,
we are fooking ot what we're doing and part of thaf team as well o put o bit of space.

PDP16 GLA [Core)

Routes to/from Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally deconflicted from the
ground to a preferred level in coordination with NATS Prestwick.

This design principle was accepted by all and no challenge was made to the wording by the Aviation
stakeholders. Many of the Community Stakeholders did not understand the term ‘deconflicted’.
Following a discussion, delegates within this group were content to accept the DPL, but noted the
terminology is not user-friendly. The design principle was agreed and no challenge was made to the
wording by aviation workshop delegates.
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Issues that were raised in stage 1 workshops

In the last 30 minutes of the workshop we discussed the long list of design principles that were
identified in the first wave of workshop. Some were rejected as not qualifying as a design principle
and others were agreed and captured into the shortlist. Many were conflated into one.

Issues thot didn’t qualify os design principle

This is the list of issues that do not qualify as design principles, and delegates’ thoughts on EAL's
response.

Consider no change.

This was rejected as a design principle. However, Edinburgh Airport is going to be considering the “do
nothing but modernise” gpproach, alongside the “clean sheet” and “replicating existing routes”
approach as part of designs option process in stage two. However, it was noted that this may not meet
EAL's increased capacity as outlined in the SON.

Some said there is a clear expectation that EAL will consider this as an option.

Ensure planning integration.

While the issues of planning infrastructure were considered to be very important to delegates in the
first wave of workshops, they do not qualify as design principles for an airspace change programme.
Delegates were, however, reassured to know that EAL intends to conduct a consultation to airport
access routes prior to Christmas.

Monitor noise/air quality.

These points were all discussed, and the moderator explained that EAL already monitors air quality at
the airport and that EAL will look at this as part of the environmental impact assessment. No
comments were forthcoming from the delegates.

Use technology to reduce noise.
It was explained that EAL is conducting an environmental impact assessment as part of the ACP so
they will review the outcomes of this report and determine actions depending on the outcome.

Consider government targets on the environment.
ltwas explained that this is encapsulated in PDP7. One person contested that this was the case.

Consider risks of auditory damage.
ltwas explained that this is encapsulated in PDP4. This was not contested.

Ensure business caseis well documented/evidenced/ Recognise flights are not used by all/ Consider
compensation/ mitigation for those overflown.

These points were read out as being important points that were raised in stage one workshops.
Delegates agreed that they were noted.

Increase flight costs to reduce peak demand.

It was explained that airlines set flight costs and Edinburgh Airport cannot influence this. This was
contested by some who thought EAL could affect cost through its landing and take-off fees.
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Routes toffrom Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally deconflicted from the
ground to Flight Level 90.

ft was explained that this was accepted and agreed wording with Glasgow has been included for both
EDN and GLA.

It was noted that data, particularly forecasts, need to include details of any and all assumptions.

Those in favour of airport expansion in the first wave of workshops suggested that EAL continue to
create more jobs and support tourism and business. Some contested the proposition that EAL is a key
contributor to tourism, cting the idea that more money leaves the country thanis contributed through
tourism.

Issues that did guahfy as design principles and were accepted

The workshop reviewed the longlist of design principles that were accepted and included in the
shortlist with an explanation of which design principle captured each on the long list.

It was noted that many of the design principles have been subsumed into PDP4 and that as a design
principle it now covers very many sub issues. Some people noted the need for an additional prioritised
design principle “consider climate impact”.

it means thot PDP4 is now o huge blanket principle thot covers lots of really important, specific
ssues, and while you can’t disagree with POP4, what 'm saying is thot there’s so much bound in
there that could well hove been broken down into three or four further sub-ssues, and i’s o way
cf minimising the impact, where perhaps there should hove been @ farger impoct, becouse there
are several of these things thot should be included os separate design principles.

Issues that did gualify as design principles and were rejected

The final part of the workshop concluded with a review of the longlist of design principles that were
rejected. Some claimed that EAL's response to Review the need for growth overstated their case and
that CAA had not accepted or passed the need for growth.

Fly the west side of the River Almond was rejected by EAL as being unsafe for approaches. Delegates
argued that it may be safe for take-off.

Do not concentrate flight paths was listed as being contained in PDIP13 but some argued that this
conflicts with POP13.

Can {just say the third one down, ‘do not concentrate flight paths’, you say it’s covered inPDP13,

but PDP13, it says 'flight paths shoufd be designed to include Erack concentration’, and that one
says ‘don’t concentrate i’
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Summary Stakeholders

Cverview

PDP1

PDP2

PDP3

PDP4

PDP5

PDPB

PDP7

PDP8

PDP9

PDP10

PDP11

PDP12

PDP13

PDP14

PDP15

PDP16

Spell out all acronyms and some of the thinking behind design principles such as PDP4, which
captures many of the principles top of the longlist such as fly down the Forth. Supply the
longlist of design principles and illustrate where they have been merged into the shortlist.

Agreed with no challenge.

Need to clarify language. Change the word must to shoufdso that aviation is not given priority
over communities on the ground.

Agreed with no challenge.
Change the word shoufd to rust so that health and quality of life impacts are not ignored.

The need for increased capacity was contested and the word provide should be replaced with
enable. Should also include reference to tourism and trade.

Place the emphasis on minimising noise rather than emissions.

Replace shoufd with st as many felt there should be an imperative onthe airport to protect
air quality.

Remove the words cost effective.

Replace shoufd with roust.

These points need to be spelt out in order for them to be understood.
Remove the phrase where possible.

Remove the phrase where possible.

Remove the phrase where possible.

Needs a better explanation in glossary.

Agreed with no challenge.

Agreed but needs a full explanation or simplified wording.
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Outcomes: Aviation

Group Dynamics

In total 20 organisations were emailed; these were all organisations who had attended or been
involved in the first stage, although in some cases the individual representing the organisation
changed. Recipients were offered two options inthe email, (1} would like to attend, (2} Cannot attend.
Eight agreed to attend. Ten could not attend, one opted out and one did not respond.

This workshop was held on the 13 November 2015. It comprised seven delegates from seven different
organisations. A full list of attendees can be found in the appendix J. One delegate was late to arrive
at the workshop, but this did not interrupt the process. The workshop lasted two and a half hours.

The workshop was moderated by supported by _

The workshop was observed by

Some papers and suggestions were submitted to Progressive and EAL at the point of and after running
the recall workshop. These include: a paper from Light Aircraft Association principles for ACP
consultations and the Lord-Kirkhope inguiry July 2015 which suggests that controlled airspace should
he minimised._from LAA requested that this be on record that that report exists and to
be considered.

These papers were submitted outwith this process; however, the documents are recognised and have
been passed on to EAL.

COverview

Very few comments were made during the overview of the design principles. One delegate
commented that the airport appears not to be giving away any airspace which it currently does not
use. This pointwas noted and EAL commented that while it is not a pointto be considered at this stage
it could be at a later stage of the process.

The fact that you are not giving away the airspace that you don’t currently use may have an
irmpact on the safety of non-commercial users.

Another commented on the apparent lack of inclusion of the “clean sheet” principle that was
mentioned in the first round of workshops. This was fully reported {in the report on the first wave of
workshops} and was thought to be one of the most important point to this group. This is captured in
POP15.
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Responses to PDPs
This sub-section of the report comments on delegates’ responses to the PDPs as they were discussed.

PDP1 Safety (core)

The airspace design and its operation must be as safe or safer than it is today.

There was no contest to this design principle. No one made any comments on how or if it should be
improved, it was agreed and fully understood.

PDP2 Technical (core)

The prioritised requirements of airspace users must be taken into account when designing flight
paths.

There was some discussion about allowing in those who are not already in controlled airspace as
General Aviation who might currently be refused entry have to route around.

it is General Aviation for instance thot might be refusedentry to controlled rirspace for whatever
reason, capacity, efc. At the moment they have to route round it for instonce, potentially out
over water and so on. Some issue happens over Glasgow as well. Providing @ safe pathway for
everybody, those in the airspace ond those outside.

Removal of the words The Prioritised was suggested in the Stakeholder groups. This was not opposed
when discussed with aviation stakeholders but a more general point was that for EAL's controlled
airspace to take up the minimum amount of overall airspace it requires in order that some controlled
airspace may be released for the use of general aviation.

The replacement of the word rmust with shoufd was initially discussed but this prompted a long
discussion about the importance of the words and that must would take priority over should at design
stage. Atthis pointonly person asked for must to bekept. The word showfd was agreed by the majority.

There was a lot of discussion about EALs controlled airspace and the possibility of applying to give up
airspace. While this was noted it is out of scope for this exercise.

fve run two give back, controlfed airspace, airspace change proposals. One was part of the
Solent City which they didn’t use. And it generated lots of nirspace in infringements. So, we raised
an airspace change under whot was colfed the refease of controlled segregoted airspace, which
meant that |f everybody agreed, it wos just signed off at desk fevel in the CAA. 1t's not actually
there anymore, but I’'m told that you can do it through the standard ACP process, and they just
toke oway off of the dfficult requirements ond just agree to it of o ground fevel. The reason |
think it might be worth doing this is thot certain bits of the draft aviation bilf, which incfudes
giving CAA the outhority to demond that an cirport reviews its controffed oirspace ond raises an
pirspace chonge, and comes up with penofties \f they foil fo do so, so f in due course the
government decides that you ought to give awaythe airspace you don’t need, you might be stuck
with doing another airspace change which you probably don’t want. Whereas \f you did it in the
margins of this one by saying we don't use the airspace for the cross runway af all and we're not
going to in these new things, | believe thot you con just give it up. But you would obviously want
to toke expert advice on that, not from me.
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This led to more discussion about changing controlled airspace to include flying down the Forth. It was
noted thatthis principlewas about using TMA (Terminal Control Area} creatively, not seeking solutions
to flight paths.

While no definite refinements were made to this PDP, Aviation agreed the premise of removing the
words the prioritised but caveated that no more airspace than is required should fall into the TMA.

PDP3 Technical (Core)

Flight paths must be flyable.

This principle created a lot of discussion because it is so simply written that it can be translated in
many different ways. There was some discussion around the difference between flyable and safe and
it was recognised that the two are very similar. Some mentioned the possibility of combining this idea
with predictability, but as this is captured in PDP14 it was agreed to keep them separate.

There was a lot of discussion about the connection between PDP3 and PDPS Flight paths should be
designed to ensure efficient ond ejfective route management and additional comments were made
about routes needing to be compatible with Air Traffic Control Systems {ATC}, technically manageable
and to be fully tested before being presented to the community as a potential route.

it is just obout the designers understonding what the lirmitations are with the ATC systerns os
part of what they are trying to design. To moke sure thot thot is not missed and we need to work
on thot. See whaot the designs are ond see \f we con support thern so it is nok fost.

Delegates at the aviation workshop suggested it would be helpful if EAL were to investigate the legal
position of using the terms ‘must’ and ‘should” in the design principle.

PDP4 Noise {core)

Flight paths should be designed to minimise the total adverse effect on health and quality of life
impacts created by aircraft noise and emissions.

The use of the word shoufd was contested by Stakeholders in the first recall workshop. As a result, we
tested the proposition of replacing it with rwst. This prompted a lot of discussion about measurability
of noise and its impact on health, with some saying the effect on health and quality of life was a
difficult thing to measure.

The representative from Edinburgh Airport Watch was very keen to have the word shotfd replaced
with must. Others were less convinced that it was necessary or that is possible {as with PDP3,
delegates suggested it would be helpful if EAL were to investigate the legal position of using the terms
‘must” and ‘should” in the design principles}. Later in the discussion it was thought that this could
subsume PDP7 in which case it should be mandatory and adopt the word rmust.

PDP5 Economy

Flight paths should be designed to provide increased airspace capacityin order for Edinburgh Airport
to support the Scottish Government’s Economic Development agenda and the UK's wider aviation
strategy.

Wetested the addition ofthe words tourism and trade to this statement as suggested by Stakeholders.
This addition was agreed and understood by the group.

The statement that was sent to respondents prior to the workshop was: Flight poths should be
designed to increase cirspace copocity and meet Scotlond's demond for connectivity. This was
preferred by one respondent.
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This POP prompted discussion from one respondent who argued against the need for expansion. This
was noted as being out with the purpose of the workshop but something that was captured and
reported from the first wave workshops.

PDP6E Environment

Flight paths should be designed to minimise CG2 emissions above an altitude of 7000ft and, where
it doesn’t have a detrimental effect on adverse noise impacts, also between 4000ft and 7000ft.
Responses from the first workshop suggested we revert to the Airport Navigation Guidance {ANG17})
definition. We tested this as an option.

For flightpaths at or gbove 4,000 feet ia below 7,000 feet, the enviranmental pricrity should
cantinue ta be minimising the impoct of avigtion naise in a manner cansistent with the
government’s overolf policy on aviation noise, uniess this would disproportionately increase
CO2 emissions.

Overall, delegates preferred the ANG definition because it is less confusing than the original version.

PDP? Environment
Flight paths should be designed to minimise adverse local air quality impacts.
As a result of stakeholder responses, we tested the replacement of should with st

This prompted discussion over the prioritisation of must over shoufd at design stage. The outcome of
the discussion was that this is covered by PDP4 and the majority agreed that it could be deleted as
long as POP4 adopted the word must. One delegate urged caution over deletion as the community
may interpret this as not caring about local air quality impacts.

PDP8 Operational

Flight paths should be designed with cost effective routes that minimise track miles and fuel burn.
The words cost ejfective confused delegates at the Stakeholder recall workshop and so we tested their
removal. There was discussion about the difference in PDP8 and POPS and the correlation of less fuel
burn with effective route management. After some discussion about the possibility of merging PDP8
with POIPS because they are similar, the group agreed with the removal of the words cost ejfective
ond keeping them separote.

PDPS Operational
Flight paths should be designed to ensure efficient and effective route management.
There was no contest to this design principle.

PDP10 Operational
Flight paths must be designed to accommodate PBN traffic in line with CAA's modernisation

strategy.

Responses from the first workshop suggested we spell out PBN and use performonce bosed
navigation. This idea was tested and accepted by delegates to this workshop. Some felt there is a need
to qualify PBN as higher standard or modern as not all PBN traffic is the same.

The design principle was agreed.

21
10402 EAL ACP 2015 1B Response to shortlist Design Principles

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 150



o]
Edinburgh Airport &

Where Scotland meets the world

PDP11 Health

Flight paths should be designed to minimise population overflown below 4000ft and, where
possible, between 4000ft and 7000ft, taking into account any potential adverse impact due to those
overflown having protected characteristics as defined by the Equalities Act 2010.

Delegates at the Stakeholder recall workshop suggested removing the phrase where possibfe as this
opens the way for this design principle to be ignored. Because there was confusion over the Equalities
Act and the lack of emphasis of duty of care to those with special requirements, we tested the
following version of this PDIP:

Flight paths should be designed te minimise papulation overflawn below 2006ft and,
between 2006ft and 7000ft, taking inta accaunt any potentiol adverse impact, due ta thase
averflawn having pratected characteristics, and special requirements.

Some thought the phrase speciaf reguirements was too vague to be useful. Other did not know why
only those with protected characteristics should be protected. Others felt it would be impossible to
avoid everyone with a protected characteristic. Others felt this was covered by PDP4.

After being provided with an explanation of the intent of this PDP, that is, to cover schools, old age
homes or care homes and thus to consider the impacts on non-mainstream populations {or alternative
viewpoints}, most agreed with this principle.

It was agreed that this principle will need a fuller explanation in an accompanying glossary.

PDP12 Health

Flight paths should be designed where possible to minimise overflying sensitive locations and noise
sensitive receptors.

Delegates in the Stakeholder recall workshop asked for more certainty in this principle and wanted
the phrase where possibfe to be removed. We tested this idea.

The phrase noise sensitive receptors was not widely understood. This will need a fuller explanation.
The groups agreed with the removal of the words where possible.

PDP13 Noise

Where possibleflight paths should be designed to include track concentration and/or track dispersal
options to provide noise respite.

The phrase where possibfe was once more challenged and its removal requested ky the Stakeholder
workshop delegates, this idea was tested and agreed by Aviation Stakeholders.

Respite maoy therefore be needed to mitigute the other impacts, so it’s o perfectly reasonable
principle to adopt as i stands, | think.

PDP14 Noise

The predictability of flight tracks must be maximised for consistency of operations.
This design principle was agreed by all and no challenge was made to the wording.
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PDP15 NERL (Core)

Collaborate with other Scottish airports and NATS to ensure that the airspace design options are
compatible with the wider programme of lower altitude and network airspace changes being
coordinated by the FASI North programme.

This design principle was agreed by all and no challenge was made to the wording.

PDP16 GLA (Core)

Routes to/from Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally deconflicted from the
ground to a preferred level in coordination with NATS Prestwick.

One delegate argued that alayperson would not be able to understand this, although the majority felt

it is easily understood. This design principle was agreed by all and no challenge was made to the
wording.
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Issues that were raised in Stage 1 workshops

As with the Stakeholder recall workshop, inthe last 30minutes of the workshop we discussed the long
list of design principles that were identified in the first wave of workshop. Some were rejected as not
qualifying as a design principle and others were agreed and captured into the shortlist. Many were
conflated into one.

Issues thot didn’t qualify os design principle

Consider no change.

This was rejected as a design principle. However, Edinburgh airport is going to be considering the “do
nothing but modernise” #pproach, alongside the “clean sheet” and “replicating existing routes”
approach as part of the designs option process during stage two. That said, this may not meet the
airport’s objective for increased capacity.

No comments were made in response to this.

Ensure planning integration.

While the issues of planning infrastructure were considered to be very important to delegates in the

first wave of workshops, they do not qualify as design principles.

No comments were made in response to this.

Monitor noise/air quality.

These points were all discussed, and the moderator explained that EAL already monitors air quality at

the airport and that EAL will look at this as part of the environmental impact assessment.

One delegate claimed that EAL does not do this at a granular level.
Just o point on that... they probably don’t do i on o granular enough fevel, it is very general, and
people would prefer is there were fur more noise monitors around the airport... and these were
monitoring alf the time.

Use technology to reduce noise.

It was explained that EAL is conducting an environmental impact assessment as part of ACP so will

review the outcomes of this report and determine actions depending on the outcome.

No comments were made in response to this.

Consider government targets on the environment.
ft was explained that this is encapsulated in PDP7. One person contested that this was the case.

No comments were made in response to this.

Consider risks of auditory damage.
ltwas explained that this is encapsulated in PDP4. This was not contested.

No comments were made in response to this.
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Ensure business caseis well documented/evidenced/ Recognise flights are not used by all/ Consider
compensation/ mitigation for those overflown.
These points were read out as being important point that were raised in stage one workshops.

Delegates agreed that they were noted.

Increase flight costs to reduce peak demand.
ltwas explained that airlines set flight costs and Edinburgh Airport cannot influence this.

Routes to/from Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally deconflicted from the
ground to Flight Level 90.
It was explained that this was agreed wording with Glasgow has been included for both EDI and GLA.

Issues that did gualify as design principles and were accepied

As with the Stakeholder recall workshop we reviewed the longlist of design principles that were
accepted and included in the shortlist with an explanation of which design principle captured each on
thelong list.

Issues that did quahfy as design principles and were rejected
The final part of the workshop concluded with a review of the longlist of design principles that were

rejected.

Make take off/landing gradients steeper.
During a discussion about continuous climb, this principle was remarked on by one delegate who
offeredthe Glasgow equivalent design principle:

The airport operating af Glasgow should climb ond descend continuously tc/from ot feast 7000

feet, with a preference for the most environmentally beneficial option to be chosen f both cannot
be achieved sirmuffaneously.
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Summary Aviation
Cverview
» Explain thinking behind the apparent lack of a “clean sheet” principle.
PDP1
» Agreed with no challenge.
PDP2
» Happy to accept the removal of the words the prioritised, the word shoufd was accepted by
the majority.
PDP3
» Apreed but needs to be explained in a glossary.
PDP4
» [fitis tobekept as an addition to PDP7 then Aviation were happy for it to remain discretionary
and the use of should could remain. It could subsume POP7 in which case it should be
mandatory and include the word must.
PDP5
» The word provided could be removed, it should also include reference to tourism and trade.
PDPB
» Revert to the ANGAL7 version: Far flightpaths ot ar obave 4,000 feet ta below 7,000 feet, the
enviranmental pricrity should cantinue ta be minimising the impact of aviation noise in o
manner consistent with the government’s averall policy on aviotion noise, unfess this would
dispropartiongtely increase CO2 emissions.
PDP7
»  Many felt this could be deleted as long as POP4 is mandatory and uses the word st
PDP8
» Remove the words cost effective.
PDP9
» Agreed with no challenge.
PDP10
» Agreed with no challenge.
PDP11
» Use the revised version: Hight poths should be designed te minimise population averflown
belaw 2000ft and, between 4006ft and 70001, taking inte account any potentiol odverse
impact, due ta thase averfiown having protected characteristics, and special requirements.
But give a fuller explanation in the glossary.
PDP12
» Remove the phrase where possibfe and give a fuller explanation in the glossary.
PDP13
» Remove the phrase where possible.
PDP14
» Apreed with no challenge.
PDP15
» Apreed with no challenge.
PDP16

Agreed with no challenge.
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Appendices

A. Long list of design principles

Summary of Design Principles

Reduce night flights and early morning flights
‘ Fly over the sec/fy down the Forth
Consider impact of aircraft type/penalise poor petformers/old aircraft
Ensure decision moking is evidence based (and‘ evidence is appropriate/hr‘gh quaif‘ty)
Reduce flights over communities/fly over less populated areas
Minimise noise
Reduce erissions/pollution
Avoid overflying of schoofs
Do not fly over currently unajfected areos in plonning
Adhere fo WHO regulotions
Ensure consideration of alf airspace users
Ensure fully integrated airspace change
Restrict air craft holding areas over communities
Consider impact on mentol health/wellbeing
Consider noise from take-ojj/landing/turning
Toke background noise info account
Consider/ojfset the impact on wildlife/the environment
Minimise noise/flights befow 7,000ft
Avoid over flying rural arecs
Cff set emissions
Consider other health impocts
Consider needs of the elderly/ children/those with ilf health/outisr/sensory impoirment
Recognise irmpact of flight paths on fouse prices and social migration
Restrict air craft turning over cormmunities
Avoid overflying hospitals ond care/retirement homes

Review need for growth
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brogre:
Prioritise safety

Do not concentrate flight paths over

Avoid ovetflying of historical sites

Consider impact on sleep

Redesign the terminal airspace

Reduce flights

Ensure consideration of wider tourisen itnpacts

Ensure Erue accessibility in design

Minimise route devictions

Consider no change to flight poths

Toke account of noise above 7,000ft

Minimise light pollution

Consider climate impact

Ensure access to airspoce by generaf avintion

Consider impact on animal wefare

Considerations for spenfic routes

Concentrote flight poths during work hours

Review routes/flight corridors

Reduce impact on greenspaces

Avoid flying over the zoo

Make toke oji/londing gradients steeper

Toke into account segregation of dijferent plane types fe.g. turbo jet and prop)
Make routes as short as possible

Fly the west side of the River Afmond

Colloborate with other Scottish airports and NATS fo ensure thot the airspace design options are
compatible with the wider programme of fower affitude ond network airspace changes being
coordinated by the FASI North programme.

Routes tc/from Glosgow ond Edinburgh airports should be procedurally deconflicted from the
ground o o preferred fevel in coordination with NATS Prestwick.
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B. Invite to attend

Wi

10402 Email script
recall groupssigned

C. Confirmation of details

10402 - Recall
Waorkshop Confirm

D. Shortlist of principles

EAL PDPs.docx

E. Stimulus

o
DP recall -
aviation .pptx

F. Transcripts

10442 Aviation 1104402
Recall Transcript.doDigil1_stakeholders”

G. List of all Stakeholders: invited/couldn’t attend/didn’t reply

10402 - Stakeh older
Recall Workshop O1
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Broxburn and U'phalrl Royal burgh Burntisland
Traders Association
EANAB Crammond Kirk
| Uphall Community PPCA
| Council
Environmental Protection
Scotland

| North Queensferry CC

Extinction Rebellion
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Technical Appendix: Method

2 The data was collected using an agreed engagement approach.

2. The target group for this research study was Community Stakeholders and Aviation.

s The sampling frame used for this study was the database of all who were involved in stage
one workshops for WPI design engagement.

4. Intotal, two workshops were conducted. The groups comprised 23 participants.

5. Fieldwork was undertaken on 5 and 13 November 2015.

6. Workshop respondents were contacted by telephone, following an initial contact by email, by

Progressive’s skilled in-house team of qualitative recruiters. These recruiters worked to

ensure that the workshop composition reflects the requirements of the project.

- Anincentive of £40 was available to respondents in the Community Stakeholder groups
to compensate them for their time, any out of pocket expenses and travelling expenses
{Note — anumber of the respondents inthe Community Stakeholder groups either refused
or asked that it be donated to charity).

7. All workshops were run by two moderators. In total, three moderators were involved in the
fieldwork for this project. In addition, all workshops were supported by members of the
project team, available to respond to technical questions where these arose. Support was
provided from: To70, EAL, WSP, and Diversity Dynamics.

3. Stimulus materials were used during the discussions. These included copies of the short list of
PDPs circulated to workshop participants prior to the session, and a presentation on the short
and longlist of POPs during the workshop.

5. All research projects undertaken by Progressive comply fully with the requirements of ISO
20252, the GDPR and the MRS Code of Conduct.

10. The engagement methodology was compliant with the requirements of CAP1616.
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1. Introduction

This document provides a summary of the feedback gathered from the first round of engagement
workshops and focus groups® conducted by Progressive Partnership on behalf of Edinburgh Airport
Limited (EAL}). The aim of the engagement was to develop a longlist of design principles for the
Airspace Change Programme (ACP} 2015 and then to comment on and test the shortlist of design
principles created by EAL against the longlist.

The report comprises four sections. This first section introduces the Airspace Change Programme and
gives background and objectives to this programme of engagement.

The second section summarises the main report of the initial workshops and focus groups, issued to
EAL on 18 October?. This reports on workshop delegates’ ffocus group participants’ reasoning behind
their choices of design principles by theme. It sets out the longlist of 50 design principles that were
identified in the initial workshops/focus groups and lists them in order of frequency of mention. It
identifies issues that were classified by EAL as issues not deemed to be design principles but thought
by delegates to be of greatimportance in the context of airport expansion.

Section three is a summary of report on recall workshops, issued to EAL on 22 November®. This
provides detailed feedback on each of the 16 shortlisted design principles developed by EAL. This
summarises workshop delegates’ responses to the shortlist of design principles and spells out any
changes suggested.

The final section, section four, provides an overall summary of findings.

Background

Edinburgh Airport is reviewing its controlled airspace {0ft-7,000ft} through an airspace change
programme. The UK Government’s Future of Aviation Strategy asks all UK airports to modernise the
technology used in air traffic control moving to area technology (known as RNAV technology).

The location of flight paths has not changed at Edinburgh Airport since the 1570s. The use over the
years has changed due to technological advancements in the aircraft, the development of Edinburgh
Airport and the destinations Edinburgh Airport serves. This means that some residents in Edinburgh,
the Lothians and Fife already receive aircraft overhead and have for a number of years.

The Civil Aviation Authority requirements for engagement at Stage 1B

The Civil Aviation Authority (CAA} has developed CAP1616: Afrspace Design — Guidance on the
regulatory process for chonging airspace design including community engagement reguirernents. This
puidance details a seven-stage approach to applying for airspace change.

!5ee Appendix 1 for a detailed description of the study approach.
210402EAL WP1 Design Principles Final draft
#10402 Recall report
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Each stage involves stakeholder engagement, which must be documented with decisions evidenced.
At key points throughout the process, the CAA must assess and evaluate the work and approve the
programme to move from one level to the next level.

This document reports on feedback gathered from thefirst round of engagement workshops and focus
groups conducted by Progressive on behalf of Edinburgh Airport Limited (EAL} to gather community
input to assist EAL develop the design principles for the ACP 2015.

Objectives

As set out inthe CAP1616 document, stakeholders who may be impacted by airspace change will have
the opportunity to discuss with change sponsors the principles underlying the airspace change and
the development of options for the change.

Transparency as a prime objective: Those potentially affected by a change in airspace design should
feel confident that their voice has a formal place in the process, if trust is not to be eroded. Openness
also allows change sponsors to see more clearly what is expected from them.

The objectives of this Stage 1B engagement plan were to ensure that:
. a fair representation of stakeholders is involved in the design principle development;
. we included local context and technical considerations;
. w collected a broad representation of views from stakeholders and individuals;
. design principles were influenced by stakeholders; and
. we meet the requirements set out in the CAP1616 guidance.
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Summary of method for Stage 1B Design Principles

The figure below summarises the approach taken to engagement across the Stage 1b Design
Principles. The engagement involved two phases — first, the workshops and focus groups to develop
the longlist of design principles, and then, the recall workshops to comment on and test the shortlist
of design principles. The shortlisting exercise was undertaken by EAL.

*Aviation group

4 Initial

workshops

(EANAB)
*Stakeholders - others

3 Focus group

discussionswith
residents
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eNorth and West community groups
*South and East community groups
*Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory Board

«Currently overflown within noise
contours

«Currently overflown outwith noise
contours

*Qurrently not overflown but could be

*Aviation
2 Recall «Stakeholders -
workshops all, except
aviation
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2. Initial workshops and focus groups

The section of the report summarises the first round of stakeholder workshops and the focus groups.
This comprised the initial stage of engagement in the 2015 ACP.

Methodology

The engagement is summarised here, with a full description of the method provided in the Project
Initiation Document (see Appendix A}. The first round of engagement comprised five workshops and
three focus groups.

The workshops were conducted with community stakeholders, aviation stakeholders, Edinburgh
Airport Noise Advisory Board (EANAB}, and a broader group of stakeholders that included: local
council officers (typically planning and environmental health}, industry, equalities groups, and
environmental organisations..

Delegates from the aviation industry are well informed about airspace change and have areas of
interest that are different to those who represent community interests. Their interests often include
their own use of airspace. A workshop where ideas are exchanged amongst a large number of
delegates {c.15-20} with a high level of understanding is well suited to this group. For these reasons
we opted to give them their own forum and run a workshop dedicated to aviation delegates.

Members of community councils and other local groups, represent not just their own individual
interests but those of people who live in the local area. The interests of these groups are often closely
related to the place in which they live and the effects of airspace change on them. To enable
community stakeholders from a wide area to attend, it was determined that two community
workshops would be run, organised, to reflect interests in the north and west; the other to reflect
interests inthe south and east. A large workshop format, where ideas are exchanged at a high level of
understanding with a large numbers of delegates is well suited to this group. For these reasons we
opted to run two workshops dedicated to community stakeholder delegates.

A broader groups of stakeholders exists that includes organisations that represent special interest
groups such as: equality, disability, environmental issues, historic environment, local council officers
{typically planning and environmental health), industry and property development. Delegates from
these organisations represent views often from a national view point. They are specialists in their filed
and have well-formed views on the effects of airspace change. Again, a large workshop where ideas
are exchanged at a high level of understanding with a large number of delegates is well suited to this
group. For these reasons we opted to run a workshop dedicated to stakeholder delegates.

In addition to stakeholder workshops, three focus group discussions with residents of areas potentially
or presently affected by airport operations were held. Members of the general public are less
informed than group representatives. They know and are involved less in discusions on airspace
change. Their interests are often restricted to their own personal needs and experiences. For these
reasons we decided to run focus groups discussions. Focus groups are smaller in size that workshops;
they often require the moderator to explain concepts in depth; and they are designed to encourage
and enable those who are not familiar with public speaking to share their views. We opted to run
three focus groups discussions: one for those who are overflown within the airport’s noise contours,
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one with those who are overflown but are out with the airport’s noise contours and those who are
not currently overflown.

The inclusion af an EANAB workshap

Discussions between EAL and EANAB in reference to taking partin 1B design principles stage were
ongoing throughout August. EANAB complained that they had insufficient opportunity to comment
and we considered this complaint. it was decided as this group of individuals has an existing
relationship with EAL, are more knowledgeable on this topic and already has a strong opinion, that it
would be beneficial to the wider piece of engagement that they were offered a separate workshop
to allow participation.

TCl also endorsed the proposal to offer an additional, special workshop for EANAB, given their noise-
related functions. This took place on Saturday, 28 September 2015. EANAB selected which of their
members would attend the session; they were asked to not invite members who had previously aired
their views in one of the community workshops so that feedback was collected from the widest
representative group as possible.

The engagement was undertaken in accordance with the Stage 1B Engagement Plan objectives,
contained in the ACP Engagement Strategy, produced by EAL, which outlines EAL’s approach to the
Airspace Change Programme 2015. They are to ensure:
. a fair representation of stakeholders is involved in the design principle development;
a broad representation of views from stakeholders and individuals is received;
EAL can combine local context with technical considerations;
the design principles are influenced by stakeholders; and
the requirements set out in the CAP1616 guidance are met.

The engagement sessions were held in Edinburgh from 23 September to 5 October.

Attendees
The profile of the sessions is summarised below:

Aviation stakeholders Focus Groups
North and West community stakeholders
South and East community stakeholders
Stakeholders - others

Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory Board
{EANAB}

Currently overflown within noise
contours

Currently overflown outwith noise
contours

Currently not overflown but could be

Note: the convention throughout this report is to refer to those attending workshops as ‘delegates”
or ‘stakeholders’, with these attendees representing the views of their organisation/constituents; and
to refer those attending the focus groups as ‘participants’, attending as individual members of the
public. While in some cases the views of workshop delegates and focus group participants were
similar, in many cases they differed; we have therefore summarised the views of each below.

6
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Workshap recruitment
Progressive recruited representatives from a wide range of stakeholders and local communities,
including:

1. Aviation and technical groups such as: cargo, recreation, training and traffic control

2. Stakeholder representative groups such as: property developers, environmental groups
environmental activists, councils and equalities organisations

3. Community representatives covering:

- Edinburgh West/West Lothian North

- Edinburgh East/East Lothian North

- Fife South West/Fife South East

- Falkirk/West Lothian (rest of}

- Outlying areas {Midlothian, rest of Fife, rest of East Lothian, Perth and Kinross,
Borders, Stirling, Clackmannanshire}

The starting point for the recruitment was to develop a database of potential delegates. This drew
largely from contact details provided by EAL, organisations and representatives involved in previous
consultations and a request from people to be kept informed. This was supplemented by contributions
from the project team, based on their knowledge and experience of key stakeholders operating in the
topic area; and by desk-research undertaken by Progressive, to update contact details in the EAL
contact list, to identify contacts in outlying areas not covered by the EAL database, and to expand the
range of contacts within the database {for example, to ensure the local authority contacts included all
relevant departments). The contacts were built into a single database of 1,333 records.

The database was then cleaned and sorted:

The dataset was ‘cleaned”:

» records without valid contact details were identified and prioritised. Further work was
undertaken to source contact details for these {names/phone numbers/email addresses for
stakeholders.} e.g. Google searches of local directories, calls to key organisations, re-contact
EAL/partners.

» contacts, where email addresses remained missing following mitigating actions, were
excluded.

» it was noted that many of the records within the EAL database e.g. libraries and |eisure
centres, related to information contacts that would enable EAL to distribute information, but
were not organisations with a representative structure with whom we could engage. These
were deprioritised in the engagement.

The cleaned database was sorted into ‘List A’ respondents and ‘List B” respondents?.

» Allocation into the list drew on a preliminary stakeholder mapping exercise undertaken by
Progressive; this was updated when EAL completed their draft stakeholder mapping exercise
and were able to provide a list of stakeholders to include in the engagement exercise. This
include organisations {public and private sector} and community councils.

AThis has been shared to the project team as a separate document
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» Allocation of records into these categories was undertaken to ensure organisations,
identified through stakeholder mapping exercise, were invited.

» We also sought to ensure a good mix and spread of organisations at each event. For
example, the community stakeholder workshop sought to include a mix of the following:
representative and social organisations; tenant/resident groups; a selection of recreation
and interest groups; and a selection of the community councils from the local area.

» List A organisations were contacted first, with List B contacts forming the back-up pool.

» After a low response to email invites, a further List C was drawn up comprising local
representatives from national organisations and local organisations.

Email invites were sent to all representatives inviting them to attend on the date assigned to the
workshop for their respondent type. See Appendix C. Recipients were offered three options in the
email, (1} { am interested and con attend, (2} I am interested but connot attend, (3} f am not inferested,
retove me from the dotabase.

Response to the initial email was lower than expected: the number volunteering to take part was only
41 in the first week of being emailed. Follow up telephone calls were therefore made to non-
responders to determine interest and availability. In total, 484 organisations were emailed and 283
were telephoned. Many organisations were called up to five times in order to find an
available/relevant person.

Because they were from a wide area and some distance from Edinburgh, many community
representatives were reluctant to spend time and money in travelling to attend workshops. To
compensate and encourage engagement, an incentive of £40 was offered to all delegates of the
community workshops and to cover costs.

Once all workshops were fully recruited, delegates were sent confirmation details, which also sought
recording permissions. See Appendix D. Additionally, all delegates were contacted by telephone on
the evening before the workshop to confirm their attendance.

Facus group recruitment

The focus groups were drawn from a cross-section of the general public. The participants were
recruited by Progressive’s team of experienced recruiters. This involved recruiting members of the
general public on-street in the study areas, using precise specifications which included factors such as
location, social group and family type. h addition, the recruitment screened out members of any
lobbying or advisory groups to the airport and those who worked in aviation. This recruitment process
ensured each group included a broad mix of participants, and the data gathered was reflective of the
target audience specified in the brief. The recruitment specification was approved by EAL (see table
below}.

Table of the focus group specifications

Group 1 v Group 2 Group 3
Currently ovarflown within Currently overflown outwith  Notoverflown but potentially
noise contours noise contours could be

Queensferry South Clackmannan
Pumpherston Queensferry North Alloa/Fife area
Newbridge Davidsons Mains Falkirk
Cramond Newhaven Penicuik/Borders area
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Livingston
Mix of social group Mix of social group Mix of social group
Atleast 5 to be parents of At least 5 to be parents of At least 5 to be parents of
children living at home across | children living at home across | children living at home across
a range of ages arange of ages arange of ages
Mix gender Mix gender Mix gender
Range of ages Range of ages Range of ages
At least 2 to have protected At least 2 to have protected Atleast 2 to have protected
characteristic® characteristic characteristic
At least 2 to be not in full time | Atleast 2 to be not in full time | At least 2 to be notin full time
employment, either retired or | employment, either retired or | employment, either retired or
unemployed unemployed unemployed

The focus group recruitment was back-checked {[quality controlled} by re-contacting 100% of
respondents and re-administering part of the recruitment questionnaire.

Respondents to the groups overflown were given an incentive of £40 for attending and to cover costs.
Those who travelled from further afield {not overflown} were given an incentive of £50 and to cover
costs.

Pringiples aof inclusian

Our methodology was designed to include a wide representation of views. We invited representatives
from action groups such as, EANAB and Extinction Rebellion, as well as community councils known to
be opposed to the airport. People with protected characteristics and those representing equalities
groups were included and supported. For example, a representative from Royal National Institute of
Blind People (RNIB} was given support from a researcher whose role it was to translate any visual
information into spoken and write down his views so they could be included in the group’s inputs.
Members of the general public who are less used to speaking at large public forums were proactively
recruited and given their voice in focus groups. Those who were interested in taking part in the
workshops but couldn’t, either because they couldn’t make the time or because they had autism and
found large public meeting too difficult, were given the opportunity to contribute online. This was
fully supported by Diversity Dynamics, experts in inclusion.

Moderation
Each of the workshops was moderated by two senior practitioners from Progressive and attended by
representatives from other members of the Airspace Change Project team: the client: EAL, the
diversity advisors: Diversity Dynamics and the environmental consultants: WSP. The aviation
consultants, To70, jointly moderated the aviation workshop. Attendees were sent a copy of EAL's
Statement of Need (SON} prior to attending the workshop. See Appendix E. The agenda for the
engagement Sessions was:

» To make the group aware of the Airspace Change Programme;

» To provide an overview of the CAP1616 process — in particular, what Stage 1B

involves/requires;

3 Age / disability / gender reassignment / marriage civil partnership / pregnancy-maternity / race / religion or
belief / sexual orientation

5
10402 EAL ACP 2015 1B Design Principles

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 171



o]
Edinburgh Airport &

Where Scotland meets the world

» To seek the group’s input into developing a list of potential design principles, by which we
meant the main factors that determine how the changes in airspace will be planned;

» By the end of the session to have produced a long list of design principles;

» To have an understanding of which design principles the group would prioritise and why.

The themes under discussion included:
» Responses to the SON
®  Environment
»  Community
» Technical
» Economic: business and economy
» Equalities

Where time permitted, communication about airport related matters, was also discussed. Initially the
topic guide was designed to include a summary section on trade-offs, with a view to determining
attendees’ preference for one design principle over another. This was met with resistance from the
majority of attendees of the first workshop, who claimed the issues were too complicated to state
preferences. Following the first workshop on 23 September 2013, it was suggested ky Progressive and
agreed by the rest of the project team to remove the trade-off section in the topic guide. This was
replaced with a section on relationships between principles. A full copy of both of the topic guides can
be found in Appendix F {the initial sighed off version and the revised version}.

A short presentation was made to attendees which set out the reasons behind the Airspace Change
Programme. This gave an overview of EAL's SON, maps of flight paths with typical altitudes, the
CAP1616 regulatory process and examples of design principles. This way attendees were fully informed
in the responses they gave. A copy of the presentation can be found in appendix G.

Collecting the views af those unable to attend the workshops

We issued an online guestionnaire (see appendix H} to those who wanted to take part but couldn’t
attend the workshops {76 in total}. We had five complete and 12 partial returns. All responses have
been analysed and coded by theme and merged with the outputs from the workshops and group
discussions.

10
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Outcomes of initial workshops and
focus groups

In total, 100 people took part in the first stage of engagement workshops and focus groups. A full
listing of delegates can be found in appendix B.

Community North & West 15
Aviation 16
EANAB 6

Community South and East 16
Stakeholders - other 15
Residents overflown within contours 11
Residents overflown outwith noise contours 11
Residents not overflown 6

Total 100

A total of 484 organisation were invited by email. Of these, 49 wanted to attend, 55 were not
interested, 40 were interested but could not attend the session, 46 asked to be removed from mailing
list, and 250 did not respond. See appendix | for the database of responses.

The six EANAB attendees were self-selecting; the organisation was contacted, and its members
invited to attend the session. It was up to the organisation who attended the session; the only
limitation, to ensure that no individual participated more than once, was that delegates should not
have attended one of the other first stage workshops to allow for a greater range of feedback to be
received.

The remaining 46 delegates to the workshops were recruited by telephone.

The first round of workshops and focus groups generated a report of the design principles, set out by
theme, in order of importance and frequency of mention. The first round of engagement identified
fifty design principles that fell into broad themes of: environment, community, technical, economy
and equalities.

In addition to the design principles, issues relating to ground traffic, monitoring and reporting, and

social issues were identified — these are also discussed in the report and listed as ‘issues of
importance’.

11
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Summary of design principles

Throughout the discussion, delegates and participants were encouraged to write down their
suggestions for design principles on post-it notes. Progressive collected these, transcribed them into
Excel preadsheet, and then analysed the statements to determine common themes and design
principles. The tables below include all of the suggested design principles that were collected from the
post-it note exercise and gleaned from the transcripts, together with material from the online
submissions. In line with standard market research practice, the table omits issues mentioned by a
single delegate/participant. The ordering within tables broadly reflects the number of mentions across
the sessions.

Technical and operational issues

Ensure decision making is evidence based fand evidence is appropriate/high guality)

Ensure fully integrated irspace change/clean sheet

Prioritise safety
Do not concentrate flight poths over communities
Redesign the termina/terminal airspace

Minimise route deviations

Considerations for specific routes

Consider no change to flight paths
Make toke ojj/londing gradients steeper

Toke info account segregation fe.g. turbojet and prop)

Moke routes os short as possible

Ensure nccess fo airspace by general aviction

Environment and noise issues

Consider impact of aircraft type/penalise poor petformers/old aircraft

Minimise noise

Redtce ernissions/pollution

Adhere to WHO regufotions

Consider noise from take-ojf/ fanding/turning
Toke background nofse info account

Consider/ojfset the impact on wildlife/the environment

Avoid over flying rurcf areas

Cff set emissions

Minimise light pollution

Consider climate irmpact

Consider impact on animoal weifare

Reduce impact on green spaces

Avoid flying over the zoo
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Health and other community issues
Reduce night flights and earfy morning flights

Fly over the sea/fly down the Forth

Reduce flights over communities/fly over less populated areas
Avoid overflying of schoofs

Do not fly over currently unojfected areas in planning

Restrict air craft hofding areas over communities
Minimise noise/flights befow 7,000ft
Restrict air craft turning over cormmunities

Avoid overflying hospitals ond care/retirement homes
Avoid overflying of historical sites

Reduce flights

Toke account of nofse above 7,000ft

Concentrate flight paths during work hours

Review routes/flight corridors

Get people to accept noise

Fly the west side of the River Afmond
Consider impact on sfeep

Issues for the economy

Ensure consideration of all airspace users
Review need for growth

Ensure consideration of wider touristn itnpacts

Issues for egualities
Consider needs of the elderly/ children/those with ilf health/outism/sensory impoirment

Recognise itmpact of flight paths on house prices and social migration
Ensure Erue accessibility in design
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Discussion of design principles and
other issues

Response to the Statement of Need

Workshaps

Both, stakeholder and community workshop attendees, expressed disagreement on growth
projections contained within the Statement of Need. This led to many of the delegates from both
workshops saying that EAL should consider no change to flight paths.

Some EANAB delegates considered EAL's sole purpose for the Airspace Change Programme was to
increase capacity and, as a result, increase their share price. This coloured their view throughout the
workshop; they propagated the idea that EAL is there for commercial gain only and doesn’t really care
for the community. Some argued that EAL does not currently reach its declared maximum 42
movements an hour as stated in the SON but operated closer to 30 movements per hour.

A recurring theme across the different workshops was a doubt that increasing capacity will reduce
delays. The aviation workshop called for EAL to explain more about how the projected increase in
passenger numbers from 14 to 35 million passengers in 2050 translates into actual Air Traffic
Movements (ATMs}).

In all workshops, climate change was top of mind. It was thought that the Climate Change Bill may
commit Scotland to net zero emissions, so the airport needs to set out how its approach contributes
to the overall goal, including in its flightpath design.

The stakeholder workshop questioned the SON process and the Scottish Government’s role when
aviation is a matter reserved to Westminster.

Participants in all workshops argued for a change in thinking about airspace that includes national
policy, taking FASI-NS (Future Airspace Strategy Implementation — North} into account and thinking
beyond the ceiling of 7,000 feet. The Aviation workshop specifically argued for a “dean sheet
approach” and ensuring “a fully integrated approach to airspace change”. EANAB noted that both,
the MOD airspace proposals and that airspace above 7,000 feet should be taken into account during
the consultation.

Therewas a strong opinion that opportunities will be missed if Edinburgh Airport’s airspace is designed
separately from changes in the airspace for Glasgow Airport; and consequently, that they all need to

5 FASI(-N) is @ combination of airspace redesign modules that comply with the UK's Future Airspace Strategy
through the provision of Performance Based Navigation routes, Standard Instrument Departures and Standard
Arrival Routes which facilitate continuous climb and continuous descent operations, user preferred routes,
Flexible Use of Airspace and simplified boundaries between controlled and uncontrolled airspace. The redesign
and modification will include the Manchester Terminal Control Area, Scottish Terminal Control Area, Belfast
Terminal Control Area and Irish Sea sector operations Source - https:/fwww caa.co.uk/Commercial-

industry/AirspacefAirspace-change/Decisions/FASI[N]/
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be considered together. Itis noted that Glasgow Airport did not participate in the workshops, but did
submit a response online, as follows:

Designs must be developed collaboratively afongside Glasgow Afrport and NERL so as not to
adversely affect designs for the wider network or focal designs being developed by Glasgow
Airport in the course of their ACP. A design principle should be included thot ensures that o fully
integrated and coordinated approach is in place with neighbouring citports ond NERL.

As an output of the FASI-N technical working group (held on 24th Sept) and ottended by GLA,
EDI, NERL and ACOG it wos tobled thot GLA and EDI would both include the same principle in
their Design Principle submission: "Routes tc/from Glosgow ond Edinburgh airports should be
procedurally deconflicted from the ground to Flight Level 90°. Glasgow Airport are supportive of
this and have tabled ot our workshop sessions. It is proposed thot EDI do the some.

Many EANAB delegates felt that West Lothianis in a vulnerable situation because it faces 70% of take-
offs and yet is not the Airport’s “preferred partner”. Instead, the City of Edinburgh is the Airport’s
“preferred partner”, although the city isn’t flown over. This, they claimed, denies them of a voice in
what’s happening at the Airport.

There were concerns about planning integration and the transport infrastructure/integration
associated with the scale of new housing developments within the Fife and the Lothians. Delegates
considered that the expansion of the airport would further impact on these issues and suggested that
these impacts be taken into account.

Focus Groups

The Focus Groups” greatest concern in response to the SON and the proposed expansion was that the
road infrastructure is being stretched to the point where it can’t cope. Many of the participants said
the roads in and around the airport are already congested and that exiting the Park and Ride by the
Airport can take up to 40 minutes because of congestion on the surrounding roads.

The Focus Group participants expressed a range of positive reactions to the proposed expansion,
including more direct routes, positive effects on tourism, both outgoing and incoming, employment,
and improvements to the terminal. Many said that expansion was a positive thing for the capital city
of Scotland and something that should have been done a long time ago. This was endorsed by the
claim that people should not have to travel to Glasgow to get a flight.

Technical and operational issues

Workshops

The aviation delegates covered the technical issues in the greatest detail, however all the workshops
and focus groups at least touched on the key issues of noise control and safety. The key issues
addressed during the aviation workshop were:

Safety: this was the key priority; the majority of delegates argued that if there is a safety reason for
placing a route in a specific place that should take precedence over all other issues.

Turning: a point was made that tight turns over a community prolong the noise exposure for those on
the inside of the turn and, as such, should be avoided.
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Steeper take-off/landing gradients: many argued thatin the interests of reducing costs, CO; emissions
and reducing the impacts of noise, it would be better to have steeper descents and approaches.

Route length: it was argued that, from a commercial perspective, it is important to have routes as
short as possible in order to reduce fuel burn, reduce hours on the engine and reduce emissions. This
led to the design principle of “considerations for specific routes”.

Global Navigation Satellite System [GNSS): it was noted that many planes can’t fly Global Navigation
Satellite System {(GNSS} because planes were not equipped for it. While this may be out of scope for
the ACP, itis a point worth noting for the future.

Glasgow airspace: there is a need to consider a joined up thinking with Glasgow airspace was
reiterated, both with respect to the Airspace Change Programme and access to airspace by general
aviation. This led to the design principle “ensure fully integrated airspace change/clean sheet”.

Delegates also commented that the design principles should “ensure airspace access for general
aviation”. It was suggested that the Glasgow - Edinburgh corridor needs to be madewider and deeper,
as this would allow better access for general aviation and reduce noise from civil aviation transport
for communities.

Evidence: there is a need to ensure the number of aircraft movements is fully understood in the
context of passenger numbers. This led to the design principle “ensure decision-making is evidence-
based [and evidence is appropriate/high quality)”.

Other issues raised by community and stakeholder delegates included:

» The need to stick to designated routes: Delegates claimed that many flights are vectored off-
route and, as a result, affect people who are not normally flown over. There was some
confusion over vectoring altitude but there was agreement that it happened too often and
without good cause.

» Turning over communities: Delegates referred to early-turn trials that demonstrated the
practice created more noise. The outcome ofthe conversation was to create a design principle
to avoid turning over communities below 7,000 feet.

»  Many were aware of the different noise made by old and new planes. Delegates were
consistent in their view that old planes should be phased out or charged heavy penalties if
they contravene modern CO, emission and noisestandards.

» Safety, both in flight and through the airport terminal was prioritised as a key design principle.

» Data: the need to monitor real live noise rather than rely on modelling, which many felt was
inaccurate

» Noise management: there was a desire to reduce the footprint of noise, which led to the
design principle of do not concentrate flight paths over communities. Some community
stakeholders commented on the different noise made by different types of planes. They felt
that there was need to segregate turbo jet and turbo prop aeroplanes. This led to the design
principle take into account segregation (e.g. turbo jet and prop).

» Terminal: There comments that an expansion of flights will place added pressures on security
and facilities within the terminal building. This led to the design principle of redesign the
terminal/terminal airspace.

One other point that may be out of scope but was recorded for completeness was the option of doing
nothing. Many in the community groups felt that maintaining the status quo would be no bad thing
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for communities. Some in the stakeholder group commented that the airport needs to set out how its
approach contributes to Scottish net zero emissions targets. This led to the design principle of consider
no change to flight paths.

FOCUS groups

Participants from not overflown areas said they would like to know more about the effects of
emissions and commented that they felt this information is not well publicised.

Therewas a strong view from those in the overflown outwith contours group that communities should
not be subjected to concentrated flight paths as this would subject them to relentless noise. This led
to the design principle of do not concentrate flight paths over communities.

Environment issues
General

Workshops

Key themes during these discussions were community and environment. Delegates from across the
workshop sessions raised the emerging issue of a societal move away from cheap, frequent flights;
and the growing view that frequent flying is not good for the environment. They were concerned
about pollution and the negative effect on the planet from CO2 emissions.

Delegates from the community workshops in particular were concerned about the negative effects of
noise on their respective communities, in terms of devaluing their homes, negatively affecting
schooling of children, and flying over large new developments that have not previously been flown
over. They were also very concerned about the road access infrastructure, claiming that roads are
already facing heavy traffic, which they felt will only get worse if the airport expands.

Focus Groups

Focus group participants were on the whole indifferent about any environment impact commenting
that climate change is inevitable and there is nothing they can do about it. There were some low-
levels of concern about emissions. These were mentioned by a few, and more to do with offsetting
in general rather than meeting any net zero carbon targets. They pointed to offsetting by planting
trees and using solar panels as actions that the airport could easily take.

Pollution issues

Workshops

The community delegates considered reducing pollution and emissions an important issue. They
talked about the need to consider wildlife and migrating birds, giving the principle of consider/offset
the impact on wildlife/the environment, but these concerns typically did not override the overall
desire for flight paths to fly over water. They also talked about the need to consider the smell of
aviation fuel.

EANAB raised concerns about carbon emissions and the ideathat continued growth of the Airport is
counter to the Scottish Government response to Climate Change. Delegates considered that
continued expansion of the Airport would contribute to an increased carbon footprintwhen we should
be thinking about reducing it. One delegate from EANAB pointed to the current trend of people
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choosing not to fly which, in their opinion, casts doubt on the need to accommodate expansion.
Together this led to the principle of consider climate impact. Delegates commented that disturbance
also comes from shadows being cast by planes during the day and lights from planes at night. This
translated into the design principle of minimise light pollution.

The aviation delegates commented that one of the key ways to reduce pollution was embodied in the
principles of making routes as short as possible and keeping ascent and descent gradients steep.
These design principles are covered in the technical section. However, there was a discussion about
the impact of noise and whether steeper gradients lead to increased noise.

Focus groups

The idea that the airport should offset was made by a few participants; with planting trees and using
solar panels suggested as actions that the airport could easily take. While the suggestion was out of
scope, it is worth noting that some felt the airport should recycle more inside the terminal. This was
led to the principle of offset emissions.

Noise issues

Workshops

The dominant environmental — and overarching - theme for the community and stakeholder
workshops was noise. At its simplest, these groups wanted to reduce noise. There were heated
comments about the accuracy of current noise monitoring, and a desire was expressed for
independent and accurately reported noise monitoring, together with accurate estimates of the
populations affected. Concern was expressed over the height at which noise becomes a nuisance, with
many arguing that 7,000 feet is not a sufficiently high cut-off, as noise continues to be a nuisance when
planes are above that height.

Delegates in the North and West claimed they could hear planes waiting for take-off as well as those
taking-off and landing; turning and banking manoeuvres were reported to increase the levels of noise
by 3 to 4 decibels; noise levels were felt to have been increasing in some areas; while delegates in the
South and East cited cargo and mail planes as being particularly noisy because they are old and really
noticeable because they fly at 2am.

Concerns were expressed about a lack of accurate monitoring of noise. Many felt that EAL based its
thinking on modelling rather than monitoring and, in some instances, respondents doubted the
validity of the positioning of monitors. This led to a request to monitor and report accurately on noise.
World Health Organisation’s {(WHO} guidelines on health and noise were commonly referred to. Some
called for avoidance of flying over rural areas because the noise impact is greater due to less ambient
noise.

Delegates from the South and East were concerned about the negative effects of noise on their
communities in terms of devaluing their homes, negatively affecting schooling of children, and flying
over large new developments that have not previously been flown over.

The aviation delegates also considered minimising noise as much as possible the mostimportant issue
in the context of the environment. They suggested a way to reduce noise was to adopt a “polluter-
pays” approach, which would penalise poor performers. The EANAB delegates discussed fining noise
polluters: they were doubtful that this was being done in an accurate way and called for punishment
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to be made more transparent. This led to the design principle of consider impact of aircraft
type/penalise poor performers.

EANAB raised the issue of night-time noise. Delegates commented that night-time noise has worsened
in the last ten years. They also commented that night flights used to be subject to time restrictions
and were largely commercial {cargo}); increasingly they are much more frequent, unrestricted and are
a mix of flight types.

The stakeholder delegates raised a number of issues in relation to particular needs and representative
groups. They discussed the effects of different types of noise, and commented that constant
background noise was an issue, as much as taking off and landing noise, to those living in close
proximity to the airport. Delegates commented that hearing loss is becoming a big issue in Scotland
and that any additional noise in the environment should be carefully considered. They commented
that the type of noise should be considered, as should other factors, such as the frequency and the
general audio landscape. For example, delegates commented that a plane fiying over Edinburgh Castle
will have a different (lesser} impact to one flying over Inchcolm Abbey, because of the noise from the
railway below and general ambient noise in the city.

Focus groups

Noise was not a major problem to the majority of focus groups participants. The majority of those
who were overflown and living within noise contours were affected by noise, but they were not
unhappy about it. One participant was less accepting of noise than others were. Many said that living
in a capital city with all its benefits means you have to put up with some noise. This led to design
principle of get people to accept noise.

A key concern for this group was the desire to keep green spaces in the city free of overflying leading
to the principle of reduce impact on green spaces. The majority of those who were overflown and
living outwith noise contours were aware of noise but were not compromised by it. Those not
currently overflown were not affected by noise and couldn’t envisage ever being affected by noise as
they were so far away from the airport. They did say their opinion on noise would change if they were
to find themselves overflown.

Those living nearer to Edinburgh {overflown within and outwith contours} were aware of the need for
respite and many claimed the night and early morning flights should be kept to the minimum, with
emergency landings or delayed flights being the exception. One of the most often mentioned design
principles in the context of noise was reduce night flights and early morning flights. There was some
understanding that older planes are worse than the newer ones interms of their noise emissions.

One participant felt that some homes under the flight path perhaps could be compensated with triple
glazing but on the whole, overflown groups felt this was something that people who live close to the
airport should just deal with it and so in the end the idea was dropped. Many said that living in a
capital city with all its benefits means you have to putup with some noise. Two participants suggested
that it would be beneficial if flights were concentrated during working hours when most people were
out. This led to the design principle of concentrate flight paths during work hours.
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Health and other community issues

Workshops

Issues of importance to communities overlapped with issues for the environment; with issues relating
to noise mentioned as having the biggest impact on communities. A number of key themes emerged:

Community and stakeholder delegates were concerned with avoiding densely populated areas and
reducing flights over communities. Planning routes over the sea or over unpopulated areas was seen
as a way of addressing this, with flying down or using the Forth more frequently mentioned as a
solution. One delegate in the South East community workshop considered this a workable option as
the Ministry of Defence {(MOD} no longer has the Forth mapped as a restricted area, now that RAF
Leuchars has closed down. Others were not sure if using the Forth would provide a solution, as by the
time planes are over the water, they are quite high.

Community delegates were concerned that communities were being “pitted against each other” when
discussing dispersed versus concentrated flight paths. On one hand, they wanted flights to be moved
away from their community; on the other, they didn’t want other communities to suffer at their
expense. The outcome was a general agreement that the number of flights need to be reduced and
that there should be a reduction of flights over populated areas.

Community delegates were concerned with seeing the impact of night noise reduced, as it has
particular impact due to lower levels of ambient noise. Frankfurt Airport was mentioned by the South
East community workshop as an example of an airport that has successfully banned flights from 11pm
to 6am.

Delegates from all workshop groups voiced the need to take into account areas that are not currently
overflown. EANAB gave the example of the new builds in Winchburgh and West Calder as areaswhere
this had happened to people previously. The responsibility on part of EAL should be to demonstrate
that any changes in airspace will not impact negatively on areas being developed for housing.

Delegates from all workshops identified sensitive buildings and sites: Schools were cited as buildings
that should be avoided as noise can impinge on |earning; hospitals and care homes were also placed
on the sensitive building category because residents have no way to escape. EANAB said they realised
is not always possible to completely avoid all sensitive buildings {for example, anew school is due to
be built on Turnhouse Road), but they called for an understanding of what the issues are as a way of
enabling the airport to plan interventions that could help mitigate effects.

Some claimed that reducing flights was the only legitimate way to reduce CO; emissions and noise.
Others claimed that any increase in flights will also lead to an increase in traffic which would resultin
a negative effect. Turning aircraft and helding over communities were thought to increase noise and
one of the design principles clearly articulated was not to turn over communities. A few called for
compensatory measures to help insulate houses under flightpaths from noise. A few mentioned the
need to review flight corridors in light of UK Government’s Airspace Modernisation Strategy.

The stakeholder delegate from Historic Environment Scotland (HES} proposed a widely endorsed idea
that the historic environment is not reliant solely on the visual landscape and that audio landscape is
equally as important to some sites. The issue of rural versus urban came up as delegates discussed the
pros and cons of both. The resulting design principle was not to fly over rural areas as a justification
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for flying over fewer people because the impacts of noise in a rural setting is likely to be greater than
in a setting where there are higher levels of ambient noise.

The Focus Grotups

Those living nearer to Edinburgh suggested a design principle of not flying over populated areas. One
respondent from Cramond expressed a very clear wish to have planes fly the other side [west] of the
River Almond, thus avoiding populated areas.

Respondents had mixed views on whether planes should fly over rural areas with some saying this
could affect livestock and others saying it was preferable as there are fewer people. There was a fairly
strong sense in the group not overflown that all attempts should be made not to fly over populated
areas.

There was some concern from those not overflown and living in the Scottish Borders about the
prospect of holding areas changing and then finding themselves being overflown when they had
bought their homes a long time ago without any thoughts of being under a flight path.

Some feltthat the centre of Edinburgh as a UNESCO site should be avoided. In the interests of tourism,
the castle should be avoided, and Edinburgh Zoo should be avoided to protect the animals.

Delegates and focus group members also noted the positive aspects of the airport fairport expansion
for communities; in particular, the issue of maintaining access for families to see relatives instigated a
lot of conversation. Access to the Islands was seen as being of particular importance, not just for
communitarian reasons but for economic ones as well.

Health

Workshops

The discussions on health also linked into the subject of noise. Delegates referred to a body of research
linking ill-health to noise. EANAB delegates claimed that noise, and constancy of noise, has a
detrimental effect on health, particularly hypertension. Broken sleep, caused by night flying, was
reported as being a contributory element to poor health. Respondents commented that being
outdoors, sitting inthe garden and relaxing, contributes to wellbeing. They claimed this is curtailed by
the interruption of plane noise.

The WHO report from 2018 was quoted as having the most comprehensive set of guidelines on noise
limits; as a consequence, delegates were concerned that noise be limited to a maximum of 45
decibels.

Many in the community workshops disputed the lowest-observed-adverse-effect level {LOAEL}
measurements in place by the UK Government to measure noise. Delegates from Cramond said that
an average of 51 decibels during the day and 45 at night did not give a true reflection of conditions
when Cramond is exposed to 64 decibels, which is beyond being a nuisance.

It was also felt that disturbance also comes from shadows being cast by planes during the day and
lights from planes at night. This translated into the design principle of minimise light pollution.
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The stakeholders workshop also raised the issue about the need to support people who rely on sound
to navigate. An example was given of blind people being unable to move safely when a plane is flying
overhead, as they cannot hear traffic noises, etc.

Economy

Workshops

The economy prompted less discussion than environment and community across all the workshop
sessions. Many delegates contested EAL’s economic arguments that there is a need to increase the
number of passengers and runway movements at Edinburgh Airport; some delegates said EAL's
reasons for expansion were flawed as there has been a downturn in air-travel, with a few arguing
there will be further decreases inthe number of flights because of “flight shaming” and environmental
conscientiousness. Some disputed the argument that EAL supports tourism in Scotland, referring back
to the argument that the airport also facilitates tourism out of Scotland. Others argued against the
need for an increase in business flights. This prompted a principle to review the need for growth.

There was a high level of agreement on the need to improve surface access to the airport, andto have
an integrated-transport policy. While these are out of scope for design principles, they are issues that
were of great importance for all respondents to this engagement exercise. These issues were given
more prominence than others under the heading of economy.

Transport: Community delegates argued there is a need for improvement to transport links to the
airport and a need to take into account the current pressure on roads such as Queensferry Road and
St Iohn’s Road. Stakeholder delegates emphasised that integrated transport planning was necessary
- extending to East/West Lothian and Fife - and that just looking at the airport in isolation was not
going to bring about an effective transport solution. Community delegates echoed these points, and
also stressed the need for an affordable public transport system.

Housing: Community delegates argued there had been a drop in the value of their homes and
sluggishness in sales in Broxburn due to aircraft noise. This was evidenced by the experience of an
estate agent who was a member of the Broxburn & Uphall Traders' Association. Some commented
there was a need to reinsulate and re-glaze properties that had received compensation in 1996.
Delegates noted the need for developers to ensure homes near the airport are built to higher
insulation standards; while those within the noise contours receive compensation, those just outside
do not and developers have to foot the bill. This links to the perception that the noise contours do not
accurately reflect the needs of communities around Edinburgh airport.

Tourism was an important issue to many both in terms of the need to support the Scottish tourism
industry and the need to protect tourist sites in and around Edinburgh by protecting their acoustic
and visual landscapes. Some felt that imposing a “frequent flyer levy” would reduce the number of
flights overall and so could reduce traffic/transport congestion in the mornings {as many frequent
flyers are likely to be business flyers leaving early in the morning}. Some community delegates
disputed tourism growth as an argument to support the airport’s expansion, claiming that more
money goes out of Scotland than comes in. Overall, this led to a call for a design principle relating to
consideration of wider tourism impacts.

Recreational aviation: Some aviation delegates expressed a desire to protect the recreational aviation
industry. They commented that they did not want to see any expansion of controlled airspace. This
led to the design principle ensure consideration of all airspace users.
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FoLus groups

For focus group participants, transport infrastructure was the single biggest issue in relation to the
economy, with many saying the roads around the airport are already stretched to a breaking point.
Concerns were raised abouthow roads would cope following further expansion.

The majority of other economic comments were positive. Many participants said that the airport and
its expansion is making Edinburgh and Scotland more accessible. The airport is seen as a great
supporter for tourism and business in general. Iltwas also seen as an important employer. While these
views are out of scope for design principles, they were commonly voiced opinions.

Other issues:
Equality

Workshops

Workshop delegates, particularly those in the community and stakeholder workshops, were
concerned about the differential impacts that noise has on people with particular needs within the
community. They highlighted concerns for:

- Clder people who have their sleep broken claiming it has a greater effect on them because of
their potential physical frailty and them potentially feeling unable to move. it was also noted
that they may have limited mobility and may rely on the amenity of their gardens, which can
be compromised by constant overflying. A number of areas, including Cramond and Barton,
and Dalgety Bay and Aberdour, were reported as having a large population of older people,
with many care homes located in these areas.

- children were cited as vulnerable because of the effects of overflying schools. One delegate
referred to the Rights of the Child, which linked to the previously outlined point about not
overflying schools.

- People with hidden disabilities such as autism, and the need to take ill health and the needs
of those who cannot cope or have a sensitivity with noise.

Comments were made that some people with particular needs require support at the in the airport;
increasing the number of passengers will add to pressures on passenger assistance. Other comments
were made about the complexities of greater numbers of people arriving in the country and the effect
this might have on security for Edinburgh in the context of human trafficking and sex tourism. This
was summarised as a need to think carefully about the interdependence of what happens in the sky
and the infrastructure at the airport below and expressed in the issue of importance as ensure true
accessibility in design.

Another dominant comment was that homes in populated areas that are overflown reduce in value
and amenity, which leads to “ghettoization” of the poor who may be unable to afford to move. This

led to the design principle of recognise impact of flight paths on house prices and social migration.

The inequality of not paying tax on aviation fuelwhen it is charged on road and rail fuel was also noted.
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Focus Groups

Some felt that airplane noise might have a severe effect on those with autism and that the airport
should take this into consideration. This was thought to be more of a problem in the areas closest to
the airport than in outlying areas. This was the only equality issue raised in the focus groups.

Cammunication

Workshops

The workshops generated a lot of questions from delegates. One of the concerns that came out clearly
was a need for more information: many wanted clarity on why planes have to fly certain routes; some
wanted to hear more about EAL's policy on energy and renewables at the airpont; and some wanted
information on airport security. Delegates were particularly interested in receiving more information
from EAL on issues such as the plans for integrated transport planning and on the community support
work EAL currently undertakes.

EANAB felt that Airport reponts are “being clever with words”, that is, its reports can be read at face
value but fail to give the whole picture. Respondents asked for more openness and accuracy.

FOCus groups:

Participants were also keen to hear more from EAL and asked for effective communication: in
particular, they requested explanations of decisions EAL has made in a clear and non-technical format;
information about what the airport is doing in the community; and how it is developing as an airport.
The channels for communicating also had to be accessible and effective: one respondent commented
that EAL was good at communicating on social media, but that getting out into the community would
be more effective.

Sacial benafits of sfficient air travef

Workshops

Very few of the workshop delegates discussed the social benefits of air travel. One of the community
workshops touched on it briefly, but the delegates were reticent to discuss the topic, claiming that
social benefits, such as employment, should not be a reason to subject people being overflown 24/7.

Some commented that EAL doesn’t benefit them in terms of air travel, because flights are cheaper out
of English airports than out of Edinburgh, so they drive down to Newcastle. Others commented that
technology was reducing the need to travel, and that people could communicate efficiently online
negating the need to increase capacity for business users.

Focus Groups: The focus group participants thought there were many social benefits of airport
expansion. These mirrored the comments made in response to the SON, and included supporting
tourism - both incoming and outgoing, supporting employment, and connecting Edinburgh to the rest
of the world more efficiently.
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Summary of the design principles
generated across all workshops and
focus groups

Comments and design principles suggestions were written onto post-it notes by delegates and
participants. These were collected by Progressive, transcribed into Excel spreadsheet, and then
analysed to determine common themes. The table below includes all the suggested design principles
that were collected from the post-it note exercise and gleaned from the transcripts. h line with
standard market research practice, the table omits issues mentioned by a single delegate/participant.
The ordering within table broadly reflects the number of mentions across the sessions.

Summary of Design Principle Suggestions

Reduce night flights and early morning flights

Fly over the sea/fly down the Forth

Consider impact of aircraft type/penalise poor petformers/old aircroft
Ensure decision making is evidence based {and evidence is appropriate/high guality)
Reduce flights over communities/fly over less populoted areas
Minitnise noise

Reduce emissions/pollution

Avoid overflying of schools

Do not fly over currently unajfected areos in plonning

Adhere to WHO regulotions

Ensure consideration of alf airspace users

Ensure fully integrated airspace change

Restrict air craft holding areas over communities

Consider impact on mentol health/wellbeing

Consider noise from take-ojf/ fanding/turning

Toke background noise into account

Consider/ojfset the impact on wildlfe/the environment

Minimise noise/flights below 7,000ft

Avoid over fying ruraf areas

Cff set ernissions

Gonsider other health impocts
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brogre:
Consider needs of the elderly/ children/those with ill health/autistn/sensory impairment
Recognise impact of flight paths on house prices and social migration

Restrict air craft turning over communities

Avoid overflying hospitols and care/retirernent homes

Review need for growth

Prioritise safety

Do not concentrate flight paths over communities

Avoid overflying of historical sites

Consider impact on sleep

Redesign the terminal airspace

Reduce flights

Ensure consideration of wider tourise itnpacts

Ensure true accessibility in design

Minimise route deviations

Consider no change to flight paths

Toke account of noise above 7, 000ft

Minirnise light pollution

Consider climate impact

Ensure access fo airspace by general aviation

Consider impact on animal weifare

Considerations for specific routes

Concentrate flight poaths during work hours

Review routes/flight corridors

Reduce impoct on greenspaces

Avoid flying over the zoo

Make toke ofj/londing gradients steeper

Toke info account segregotion of dijferent plane types fe.g. turbo jet and prop)

Make routes as short as possible

Fly the west side of the River Afmond
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Other issues mentioned

Delegates and participants also raised a number of other issues that were clearly recognised as falling
outside the scope of design principles, but nonetheless were considered issues of great importancein
the context of airport expansion. In particular, delegates and participants in many of the groups
identified congestion around the airport, and the capacity of local infrastructure to cope with
future/different ACP options.

The issues in the following table were not included in the design principle longlist but have been
included in the report to Edinburgh Airport.

Ensure planning integration: transport infrastructure - surface access
Ensure planning integration: focal outhorities/other agencies

Ensure planning integration: transport infrastructure — generaf

Ensure planning integration: fransport infrastructure - public transport

Noise and emissions were important to people and there was a lot of concern about carbon emissions
and the idea that continued growth of the airport is counter to the Scottish Government’s response
to the Climate Change.

Mornitor and report accurately on noise

Mornitor air guality/emissions

Use technology to reduce noise/pollution impacts

Consider government targets on the environment

Consider risks of auditory damage

Toke oudio londscape into consideration

Support movement on ground for people who refy on auditory sigmfiers to novigate

Cther issues of importance connected to economic issues, such as, mitigation for those overflown and
making clear the business case for expansion were mentioned as being important.

Consider compensation/ mitigation for those overflown
Enstre business case is well documented/evidenced
Recognise flights are not used by aff

Increase flight costs to reduce peak demond

Other comments were made about how EAL can support tourism and create jobs. Some claimed that
EAL should communicate more and make its case for change known to more people. There was some
concern that an expansion of flights would put pressure on the terminal building to the point that it
would not be able to cope. This led them to suggest that efficiency and effectiveness needs to be
addressed in the terminal.

Create more jobs
Support fourism/business
Ensure ejfective and clear communication
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Ensure ejficiency and effectiveness through terminal |
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3. Recall workshops

Edinburgh Airport’s Programme Working Group, supported by the environmental and technical
consultant experts, reviewed the longlist of design principles against the CAP1616’s and other
legislative, regulatory and statutory requirements. They determined if the design principles were
accepted or rejected and provided reasoning behind the decision on each design principle. This
created a shortlist of design principles.

"Recall workshops” were then convened, to enable the shortlist of design principles to be reviewed by
a representative group of the stakeholders involved in the original design principles discussions.
CAP1616 notes that smaller challenge groups are likely to be sufficient that stakeholder concerns have
been properly understood and accounted for in designing options’. Consequently, two recall
workshops were convened.

Delegates from the aviation industry are well informed about airspace change and have areas of
interest that are different to those who represent community interests. Their interests often include
their own use of airspace. A large workshop where ideas are exchanged at a high level of
understanding with a large number of delegates is well suited to this group. For these reasons we
opted to give them their own forum and run a workshop dedicated to Aviation delegates.

Members of community councils represent not just their own interest but those of people who reside
in their area of residence. When considering community councils, we looked at guidance and
information on their role in Scotland. As per Scottish Government description, they are the “most local
tier of statutory representation in Scotland” and they “bridge the gap between local authorities and
communities and help to make public bodies aware of the opinions and needs of the communities
they represent.” This helped inform our thinking when considering a wider invitation to the recall
workshops as community councils would provide a wide range of views from those within their
community, thus informing our thinking at a local level.

To further inform our thinking we invited a broader group of stakeholders that includes organisations
that represent special interest groups such as: equality, disability, environmental issues, historic
environment, local council officers (typically planning and environmental health}, industry, property
development and so forth. Delegates from these organisations represent views often from a national
view point. A large workshop where ideas are exchanged at a high level of understanding with a large
number of delegates is well suited to this group. For these reasons we opted to run one workshop
dedicated to a wide range of stakeholders.

This section of the report covers the recall workshops held to review the shortlist of design principles
for the Airspace Change Programme (ACP} 2015.

Methodology

The recall workshops allowed us to invite a varied selection of people, who had attended the original
workshops, to represent a wide group of locations and interests. The first round comprised five

7 CAP 1616, C27, P140
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workshops and three focus groups; as recommended by CAP1616, the recall stage was much smaller
and included only two workshops.

Waorkshap recruitment

Arepresentative sample of attendees to the first round of workshops were sent an invitation to attend
a recall workshop. This included: all of those who attended the aviation workshop; a representative
sample of community stakeholders, to ensure each region was represented, those currently overflown
within noise contours, currently overflown outwith noise contours and currently not overflown but
could be were included; a representative from EANAB; and delegates from other stakeholders such as
property developers, environmental groups, environmental activists, councils and equalities
organisations. The invitation can be found in appendix A.

The approach to selectingthe organisations invited to the community and stakeholder recall workshop
was as follows:

» A database of organisations who attended the first round of community and general
stakeholder workshops was compiled and randomised within group;

» Astarting point was identified within the database at random;

» Organisations to the recall workshop were selected to ensure representation from each
region, those currently overflown within noise contours, currently overflown outwith noise
contours and currently not overflown but could be included; a representative from EANAB;
and delegates from other stakeholders such as property developers, environmental groups,

» Given the limited space available in the workshop, priority was given to achieving a range of
representation, therefore, opportunities for representation for more than one organisation
within each group were limited. Places were strictly limited to one per organisation.

Because stakeholders were from a wide area and some distance from Edinburgh, many community
representatives were reluctant to spend time and money travelling to attend workshops. To
compensate and encourage engagement, an incentive of £40 was offered to all delegates of the
community workshops. The stakeholder workshop was held on 5 November 2015.

The aviation workshop was originally arranged to be held on 31 October. All delegates from the initial
aviation invitation list were emailed. In total 21 organisations were invited to attend. Initially 10
agreed to attend. The date for this workshop was moved because EAL asked for additional time to
confirm the shortlist of design principles. A postponement email was sent to all 21 aviation
organisations, including those who could not attend, stating the workshop would be held week
commencing 11 November. See appendix B. An invitation confirmingthe revised date of 13 November
was sent and eight agreed to attend the re-aranged workshop. See appendix C for the invitation.

Once all workshops were fully recruited, delegates were sent confirmation details, which included a
copy of the draft shortlist, as well as a recording permission request. See the confirmation email in
appendix 0. Additionally, all delegates were contacted by telephone the evening beforethe workshop
to confirm their attendance.

Pringiples of inclusion

Our methodology was designed to include a wide representation of views. We invited representatives
from action groups, such as, EANAB and Extinction Rebellion, as well as community councils known to
be opposed to the airport. People with protected characteristics and those representing equalities
groups were included and supported.
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Maderation

Each of the workshops was moderated by senior practitioners from Progressive and attended by
representatives from Edinburgh Airport (EAL); Diversity Dynamics, equalities experts; WSP,
environmental experts; and To70, technical experts. Attendees were sent a copy of the shortlist of
design principles prior to attending the workshop. See Appendix E.

Ashort presentation was made to attendees which set out the shortlist of design principles, issues that
respondents to the first wave of workshops thought important but were not design principles, and the
longlist of design principles derived from the first wave workshops.

The stakeholder recall workshop identified some strong views on the wording of the shortlisted
principles. it was decided to test the amendments proposed by the stakeholder recall workshop in the
aviation recall workshop. A copy of the stimulus can be found in appendixF.

Callecting the views of thase ungble te attend the workshops
The recall phase was designed to be a test exercise so we did not collect views of those were not able
to attend.

Anglysis

Both workshops were recorded and transcribed. Delegates were asked for their permission to record.
ftwas sought in the confirmation email that was sent to delegates and it was also sought on the day
of the workshop in person. Full transcripts can be found in appendix F.

We conducted qualitative data analysis using a consultative process that began with listening to the
recordings and agreeing on the key themes. Two of Progressive’s senior project executives were
involved at this stage to ensure that the data, although subjective, was of high quality. All members
of the team conducting analysis documented the prevalence of themes and strength of feelings
expressed. As analysis progressed, new themes emerged and the team had regular update meetings
to ensure that everyone was up to speed on themes, relationships and ideas as they developed.

There were several stages to the analysis:

» The researcher examined transcripts of recorded workshops, noting the relative frequency
with which different issues arise, as well as the intensity of their expression.

» Qualitative data often occur in embedded material, e.g. an important issue may be
interspersed among a cluster of comments from a discussion. It is important to recognise that
qualitative analysis is not a linear process, and to revisit the data to examine whether
additional questions or new connections between the data emerge.

» \When completing analysis, we looked for patterns, common themes, deviations from patterns
and any factors that may explain these.

Objectives

The aim of this round of recall workshops was to review the shortlist of design principles and sense
check the design principles shortlisted by Edinburgh Airport’s project team.

The agenda for the engagement sessions was to:
» Recap on where we are with the process;
»  Present the full list of draft design principles that were arrived at in round one;
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Gain a response to the contraction of 52 design principles to 16;
Present the shortened list of proposed design principles;
Have an understanding of responses to the shortened list.

Shortlist of design principles

The table below contains the shortlist of design principles that were tested at the workshops. It is
noted that these had changed slightly from those draft design principles that were sent to delegates
ahead of the workshop.

POP1

Safety
{Core}

The airspace design and its operation must be safe as or safer than itis
today.

POP2

Technical
{Core}

The prioritised requirements of airspace users must be taken into
account when designing flight paths.

POP3

Technical
{Core}

Flight paths must be flyable.

POP4

Noise {Core}

Flight paths should be desighed to minimise the total adverse effect on
health and quality of life impacts created by aircraft noise and
emissions.

POPS

Economy

Flight paths should be designed to provide increased airspace capacity
in order for Edinburgh Airport to support the Scottish Government’s
Economic Development agenda and the UK’s wider aviation strategy.
Note: wording issued to Delegates was Flight paths should be designed
to increose airspace copacity and meet Scotfond's demond for
connectivity

POPG

Environment

Flight paths should be designed to minimise CO2 emissions above an
altitude of 7000ft and, where it doesn’t have a detrimental effect on
adverse noise impacts, also between 4000ft and 7000ft.

POP7

Environment

Flight paths should be designed to minimise adverse local air quality
impacts.

PLIP3

Operational

Flight paths should be designed with cost effective routes that minimise
track miles and fuel burn.

POPS

Operational

Flight paths should be designed to ensure efficient and effective route
management.

PCP10

Operational

Flight paths must be desighed to accommodate PBN traffic in line with
CAA's modernisation strategy.

POP11

Health

Flight paths should be designed to minimise population overflown
below 4000ft and, where possible, between 4000ft and 7000ft, taking
into account any potential adverse impact, due to those overflown
having protected characteristics, as defined by the Equalities Act 2010.

POP12

Health

Flight paths should be designed, where possible, to minimise overflying
sensitive locations and noise sensitive receptors (for example, the zoo,
retirement complexes, green spaces, historic heritage sites, and others}.
Note: wording issued to at the Workshop was updated to include the
examples of noise sensitive locations and receptors, i.e. to include: {for
axample, the zoo, retirement complexes, green spaces, historic heritage
sites, and others).
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Where possible, flight paths should be designed to include track
concentration and/or track dispersal options to provide noise respite.
The predictability of flight tracks must be maximised for consistency of
operations.

Collaborate with other Scottish airports and NATS to ensure that the
airspace design options are compatible with the wider programme of
lower altitude and network airspace changes being coordinated by the
FASI North programme.

Routes to/from Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally
PDP16 GLA {Core} deconflicted from the ground to a preferred level in coordination with
NATS Prestwick.

PLP13 Noise

PLP14 Noise

PDP15 | NERL{Core}
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Outcomes

Group dynamics

Stakehoiders

In total, 50 representatives were invited. Recipients were offered two options in the email, {1} woufd
fike to ottend, (2) connot cttend. Nineteen stakeholder respondents agreed to attend. Twenty could
not attend and eleven did not respond. An Excel spreadsheet in appendix G identifies all three
categories.

This workshop was held on 5 November 2015. K comprised 16 delegates from 16 different
organisations. There were nine organisations representing the interests of communities from North,
East, South and West of Edinburgh. This included communities overflown within contours, overflown
outwith contours and not overflown. Delegates included representatives from property developers,
noise groups, environmental groups, equalities and traders. A full list of attendees can be found in
appendix H. The workshop lasted three hours.

The workshop was fointly modieratec by I, - :-:

were taken by _ and the workshop was observed by || EEGNGzNG

Some papers and suggestions were submitted to Progressive and EAL at the point of and after running
the recall workshop. These include: a paper from Royal Burgh of Kinghorn CC, and some suggestions

by email fron || H<: < papers were submitted outwith the process; however,

all content has been noted and passed on to EAL.

Avigtian

In total 20 organisations were emailed; these were all organisations who had attended or been
involved in the first stage workshops, although in some cases the individual representing the
organisation changed. Recipients were offered two options in the email, {1} would like to cttend, (2}
Connot ottend. Eight agreed to attend. Ten could not attend, one opted out and one did not respond.

This workshop was held on 13 November 2015. It comprised seven delegates from seven different
organisations. A full list of attendees can be found in the appendix J. One delegate was late to arrive
at the workshop but this did notinterrupt the process. The workshop lasted two and a half hours.

The workshop was moderated by
The workshop was observed

Some papers and suggestions were submitted to Progressive and EAL at the point of and after running
the recallworkshop. These include: a paper from Light Aircraft Association (LAA} on principles for ACP
consultations and the Lord Kirkhope inquiry of July 2015, which suggests that controlled airspace
should be minimised. || from LAA requested that this be on record that that report exists
and for it to be considered.

These papers were submitted outwith this process, however, the documents are recognised and have
been passed on to EAL.
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Overview of reactions to PDPs

There were some concerns expressed over the linguistic style. Some found the language in some of
the Provisional Design Principles {PDP} too technical to understand, specifically PDP 15 and PDP 16,
and those that use acronyms, such as, PBN and NATS. Some said this would be helped by having a
glossary.

Some PDPs were thought to be too general as they used phrases such as faking info account, and
potenticladverse impaoct. There was a request for more specificand definite language. Some delegates
did not like the use of caveats such as where possible as they thought this would give the opportunity
to not apply the design principle. Some commented on the need to balance statements so that
environment and operational issues are equally represented.

Acommentmade by one respondent, and agreed by many, was that there should be a design principle
that clearly pointed to flying over the water. This may be a solution to a route design and not strictly
be a design principle, but it was a dominant suggestion in the first round of workshops and one that
delegates expected to be reflected in the shortlist of design principles.

The question of the need for expansion came up as a dominant theme in this recall workshop as it did
in many of the previous workshops. Many saw PDPS5 as inconsistent with the need to reduce carbon
emissions. Others felt that the shortlist of design principles should include the idea that all flight
options and emissions considerations should be compatible with the national carbon reduction
targets.

A solution suggested by stakeholders to these misunderstandings may be to publish, alongside all
design principles, an explanation of how they were arrived at and to translate them into simple
language used by attendees of the first stage workshops.

Aviatian

Very few comments were made on the overview of the design principles. One delegate commented
that the airport appears not to be giving away any airspace which it currently does not use. This point
was noted and EAL commented that, while it is not a point to be considered at this stage, it could be
at a later stage of the process.

Another commented on the apparent lack of inclusion of the “clean sheet” principle that was
mentioned in the first round of workshops. This was fully reported {in the report on the first wave of
workshops} and was thought to be one of the most important points to this group. This is captured in
POP15.
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Detailed responses ta PDPs
This sub-section of the report comments on delegates’ responses to the PDPs as they were discussed.

PDP1 Safety (core)

The airspace design and its operation must be as safe, or safer than it is today.

There was no contest to this design principle. No one made any comments on how or if it should be
improved, it was agreed and fully understood by both stakeholder and aviation workshops.

PDP2 Technical {core)

The prioritised requirements of airspace users must be taken into account when designing flight
paths.

Many in the stakeholder workshop were unsure of what this means and questioned what an airspace
user was. Many in this workshop felt it needed to be written in less jargonistic language.

Some community stakeholders read it as being a statement to give the aviation industry priority over
those who are on the ground, which they did not consider to be a good idea.

Cther community stakeholders picked up on the use of the word must and took that as a sign that this
design principle would be considered more important than any with the word shoufd. This prompted
alot of discussion around the suggestion that there would be value in using a Red-Amber-Green (RAG)
system to prioritise principles, with some saying that all principles that include the word must would
be given priority over shoufd. Most community stakeholders felt PDP2 ought to read shoufd. Other
community stakeholders picked up on the word core. Both of these words were thought to give
priority to the design principles that were important to the aviation industry, over the other design
principles, and community stakeholders were not in favour of this.

Very few community stakeholders realised that this principle was designed with general aviation
airspace users and many said it needed more explanation.

Removal of the words the prioritised was suggested in the stakeholder groups. This was not opposed
when discussed with aviation stakeholders, but a more general point was that EAL's controlled
airspace to take up the minimum amount of overall airspace it requires in order that some controlled
airspace may be released for the use of general aviation.

The replacement of the word must with should was discussed by aviation, butthis prompted a long
discussion about the importance of the words and that must would take priority over should at design
stage. At this point only one person asked for must to be kept. The word should was agreed by the
majority.

PDP3 Technical {Core)

Flight paths must be flyable.

There was no contest to this design principle. Community stakeholders made no comments on how
orifit should be improved, it was agreed and fully understood by them.

Delegates at the aviation workshop suggested it would be helpful if EAL were to investigate the legal
position of using the terms ‘must’ and ‘should’ in the design principle.
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PDP4 Noise [core)

Flight paths should be designed to minimise the total adverse effect on health and quality of life
impacts created by aircraft noise and emissions.

The use of the word shoufd was contested by community stakeholders with many saying is has to be
a rmust.

This was considered by some community stakeholders to be a catch-all principlethat should list all the
related principles from the long list.

The representative from Edinburgh Airport Watch was very keen to have the word should be replaced
with rust. Other aviation delegates were |less convinced that it was necessary or that it is possible (as
with PDP3, delegates suggested it would be helpful if EAL were to investigate the legal position of
using the terms ‘must’ and ‘should” in the design principles}. Later in the aviation discussion it was
thoughtthat this could subsume POP7 inwhich case it should be mandatory and adopt the word must.

PDP5 Economy
Flight paths should be designed to provide increased airspace capacityin order for Edinburgh Airport
to support the Scottish Government’s Economic Development agenda and the UK’s wider aviation

strategy.

This prompted a lot of discussion with community stakeholders around the need for expansion. Many
delegates argued against the need for increased capacity. One of the contentious points in this
principle was the word provide. Many community stakeholders felt it suggested that the sole purpose
of this design principle was to increase capacity, and many argued against the need for this. Other
community stakeholders argued that if the government’s economic development agenda is to be
cited, then its policy on the Climate Change should be given equal weight.

Some community stakeholders felt the statement was too restricted to supporting the aviation
industry and should include reference to tourism and trade.

We tested the addition of the words fouristn and frade to this statement with aviation stakeholders.
This addition was agreed and understood by the group.

PDP6 Environment
Flight paths should be designed to minimise C32 emissions above an altitude of 7000ft and, where
it doesn’t have a detrimental effect on adverse noise impacts, also between 4000ft and 7000ft.

Many felt that this statement placed emphasis on CO2 emissions over noise and it should be the other
way around. The Air Navigation Guidance 2017 {ANG2017} has a different focus and this, and in some
respondent’s minds the following should be adopted:

For flightpaths ot or obave 4,000 feet ta below 7,000 feet, the enviranmental pricrity should
continue to be minimising the impoct of avigtion naise in a manner cansistent with the
government’s averall policy on aviation noise, unless this would disprapartionately increase
CO2 emissians.

We tested this suggestion with aviation delegates and they preferred the ANG definition because they
felt it was less confusing than the original version.
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PDP? Environment

Flight paths should be designed to minimise adverse local air quality impacts.

Many community stakeholders called for the wording of this to be rmust as opposed to should as they
felt there should be an imperative on the airport to protect air quality. Others argued for the inclusion
of the word focaf communities of people because people should be prioritised over animals, land and
water.

As a result of stakeholder responses, we tested with aviation stakeholders the replacement of should
with st This prompted discussion with aviation delegates over the prioritisation of musés over
should at design stage. The outcome of the discussion was that this principle is covered by POP4 and
the majority agreed that it could be deleted as long as POP4 adopted the word rust.

PDP8 Operational

Flight paths should be designed with cost effective routes that minimise track miles and fuel burn.
The words cost ejfective confused some community stakeholder delegates who made an assumption
that this was tied into the commercial strategies of airlines. This led many to agree that all design
principles must be easy to understand.

We discussed the removal of the words cost ejffective with both groups. There was a discussion
amongst the aviation delegates about the difference in PDP8 and PDPS and the correlation of less fuel
burn with effective route management. After some discussion about the possibility of merging PDPS
with PDPS, the group agreed with the removal of the words cost ejfective. The group discussed the
benefits of keeping PDPS and POPS as separate design principles.

PDP3 Operational

Flight paths should be designed to ensure efficient and effective route management.

This was not immediately understood by community stakeholders and needed to be explained. It was
explained by observers from the working group as being a way to get planes in as quickly as possible,
minimising halt times as well, which helps reduce fuel burned, track miles and CO2. Some community
stakeholders thought this was so close to PDP8 that it could be merged, but then conversation
followed that highlighted the difference in emphasis of one being about the minimisation of track
miles and the other being about route management. it was noted that by merging the two, the
flexibility of efficientand effective route management may be lost. The final outcomewas a suggestion
to keep them separate.

Other community stakeholders reiterated the need to keep this as a “shoefd” and not a “must” as it
may be necessary to create curved routes to avoid overflying communities.

Aviation stakeholders agreed and did not challenge this design principle.

PDP10 Operational

Flight paths must be designed to accommodate PBN traffic in line with CAA's modernisation
strategy.

This was not understood by the community stakeholders because not everyone knew what PBN
means and the CAA modernisation strategy was not understood by the majority. It was agreed that
these points need to be spelt out in a glossary in order for them to be understood.

A comment was made by community stakeholders that three operational design principles had been
discussed that potentially could be merged into one. Having three operational principles was thought
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to give the aviation industry a disproportional representation within the appraisal framework, as
routes would have to be evaluated against three rather than one operational design principle.

Some aviation stakeholders felt there is a need to qualify PBN as “higher standard” or “modern” as
not all PBN traffic is the same. Otherwise, they did not challenge this design principle and asked that
PBN was listed in full.

PDP11 Health

Flight paths should be designed to minimise population overflown below 4000ft and, where
possible, between 4000ft and 7000ft, taking into account any potential adverse impact due to those
overflown having protected characteristics as defined by the Equalities Act 2010.

The first observation made by community stakeholders was the need to remove the phrase where
possible, as they felt this opened the way for this design principle to be ighored.

The phrase taken info account was also thought to be too ambiguous by the community stakeholders.
Some felt it should be strengthened: one way to do so would be to replace it with the word meef the
reguirements of communities defined as hiaving protected characteristics.

A comment that was made in the community stakeholder workshop, was that a lot of the principles
have been designed to protect larger communities but there is not enough to protect the needs of
those with specific requirements.

Many community stakeholders were not aware of the definition of protected characteristics under
the Equalities Act. This, combined with the suggestion that reference to it looks like a tick box exercise,
led to the suggestion of removing the reference to the Equalities Act and placing more emphasis on
those with specific requirements.

A point made in the community stakeholder workshop, by PPCA Ltd. on behalf of Winchburgh
Developments, was that all statements from PDP1 to PDP11 have focused on the existing populations
and that nothing has been said about the future populations.

One of the outcomes of the discussion by community stakeholders around PDP11 was that, once EAL
has completed its mapping exercise of where communities are, where they might be and what should
be avoided, they [EAL] should make that public so that members of the public can better understand
the rationale for proposed flight paths.

A comment made by one delegate that adverse effects of flights above 7,000 feet should be
recognised and that the principle should focus on flights up to 12,000 feet. The same person
commented that this principle doesn’t differentiate between flights taking off and landing and that
the difference in noise is tangible.

The following version of this POP was tested with the aviation delegates:
Flight paths should be designed te minimise populgtion averflown belaw 4006ft and,
between 4006ft and 7000ft, taking inta account any potentiol adverse impact, due ta thase

averflawn having pratected characteristics, and special requirements.

Most aviation delegates agreed with this principle even thought they were confused about how EAL
could put this into effect.
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ltwas agreed that this design principle will need a fuller explanation.

PDP12 Health

Flight paths should be designed where possible to minimise overflying sensitive locations and noise
sensitive receptors.

Community stakeholder delegates asked for more certainty in this principle and wanted the phrase
where possible to be removed. Some argued that this POP should be under the heading heafth and
wellbeing as noise is not just a health issue and it can be intrusive and affect wellbeing.

The word receptors was not widely understood by community and aviation workshop delegates and
needed to be explained in more detail. This was done by giving examples of the types of locations,
such as Edinburgh Zoo, and including a reference to this in a glossary of terms.

PDP13 Noise

Where possibleflight paths should be designed to include track concentration and/or track dispersal
options to provide noise respite.

The phrase where possible was once more challenged by community stakeholders and its removal
requested. This idea was tested and agreed with by aviation stakeholders. Otherwise this design
principle went unchallenged

PDP14 Noise

The predictability of flight tracks must be maximised for consistency of operations.

There was a debate with community stakeholders as to whether this was an operational or noise
design principle. Another point made by community stakeholders in relation to this PDP was that it is
dependent on air traffic control and vectoring.

Some community stakeholders claimed that the principle should be about minimising vectoring to
mnditions where safety and weather require it and that it should explicitly state that “we will work
with air trojfic controf to keep these flight paths as narrow os possible.”

Aviation delegates made agreed and made no challenge to this design principle.

PDP15 NERL (Core)

Collaborate with other Scottish airports and NATS to ensure that the airspace design options are
compatible with the wider programme of lower altitude and network airspace changes being
coordinated by the FASI North programme.

This design principle was welcomed by members of EANAB and other community stakeholders, who
were pleased to see joined up thinking. FAS! Norih was not universally understood.

This design principle was agreed by the aviation workshop delegates and no challenge was made to
the wording.

PDP16 GLA (Core)

Routes to/from Glasgow and Edinburgh airports should be procedurally deconflicted from the
ground to a preferred level in coordination with NATS Prestwick.

Many of the community stakeholders did not understand the term ‘deconflicted’. Following a
discussion, delegates within this group were content to accept the DPD, but noted the terminology is
not user-friendly. The design principle was agreed with no challenge was made to the wording by
aviation workshop delegates.
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4. Summary and conclusions

Summary responses ta initial workshops and focus groups
Overview

This section summarises the issues discussed in the initial workshops (aviation, community
stakeholders and other stakeholders} and the three focus groups, under each of the themes discussed
in the workshops,/focus groups.

Response to the Stotement of Need

» Modernisation of EAL airspace needs to be undertaken as part of a more comprehensive
review of wider airspace strategy so that constraints and opportunities can be more accurately
assessed.

» Problems the airportis experiencing need to be identified more clearly to allow the principles
for a new approach to be accepted.

» (onsistency between the SON and Scottish and UK policy on emissions reduction has not been
demonstrated.

» The relationship between runway capacity and airspace capacity needs to be clearly set outif
a case is being made for greater runway capacity.

»  Edinburgh Airportis in business to make a profit and pay the shareholders; that objective must
be recognised when considering other design principles.

Enviranment

» The carbon footprint that people have as individuals, as communities, as countries, as the
world, is growing, so airspace design needs to look to where policy priorities are going, hot
justwhere they are now.

» Older and/or more polluting aircraft, including freight planes, should face greater restrictions
and higher charges.

»  Offset adverse environmental impacts as locally as possible.

» Protect environmentally sensitive areas.

»  PAoply “polluter-pays” principle to airspace changes.

»  Minimise light pollution from planes {low level of comment but important}.

Community and health

» Monitor and report noise levels accurately and ensure compliance with airspace by airlines.

» Trynotto overfly locations wherethere are expectations that residents are noton a flightpath.

» (onduct health impact assessments, including for schools, hospitals and care homes, to
ensure compatibility with health and care aims.

» Fly over water, where possible, with new routes down the Forth.

» Ensure that timing and routing restrictions placed on air travel are consistert with latest
wnderstanding of health issues, including mental health and sleep.

» Ensure all effects on schools are effectively considered including: noise affecting playtimes,
pollution meaning windows need to be closed and other factors that affect healthy
development.

» Take account of the landscape in which noise occurs.

4
10402 EALACP 2015 1B Design Principles

Step 1B Design Principles — Appendices D-R 203



o]
Edinburgh Airport &

Where Scotland meets the world

40

» The height and dispersal of flights, including above 7,000 feet, needs to be built into the
options appraisal.

» Planned housing development is likely to be affected, so there is a need to understand the
number of people affected with and without the new homes.

» Include the costs of community compensation and mitigation measures in plans.

» Include design options that minimise the level of change to flightpaths including no change.

Technical
» Prioritise safety.
» Reduce flightpaths with tighter turns, since these expose some people to almost continuous
noise, i.e. by the time one aircraft has completed the turn, the next one was coming along.
» Restrict aircraft turning/holding areas over communities.
» Avoid overall expansion of controlled airspace.
» Enableflightpaths that are as short as possible.
» Design for aircraft that cannot operate Global Navigation Satellite Systems.
» Ensure access to airspace by general aviation.

Economy

» The capacity and co-ordination of the road and public transport infrastructure, delivering
efficient and complementary transport services into the airport, needs to be included in any
discussion about airport expansion.

» Tourism revenue flows in and out of Scotland so the contribution of aviation to the economy
needs to be clear in considerations of air travel growth.

» Ensure that investment by the airport is sufficient to facilitate a joint approach to air travel,
land transport and land use development that reflects the impacts of airspace changes.

» Demonstrate that plans at the airport are consistent with plans of public authorities at all
levels.

Equality
» Consider who pays and who benefits, including opportunities to make taxation of air travel
more progressive, recoghising EAL’s role in lobbying for policy change.
» Minimise adverse effects on those groups of people that suffer the greatest effects of noise
and air pollution.
Poorer people may fly less 5o, on equality grounds, should suffer less disbenefits from air
travel.

Communication
» Ensuretransparency of data, information and the decision-making process.
» Enable and support community pride in their local airport, supporting modernisation and
wupporting the ACP through community involvement and openness.
» Ensure all EAL's inputs in relation to plans for surface access to the airport are transparent.
»  CAA must demonstrate their accountability to the population around Edinburgh Airport if they
are making decisions about what happens.
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Summary response to PDPs

Overview

This section provides a summary of revisions suggested by delegates from both recall workshops;
aviation and stakeholder. We have included the revised design principles, where appropriate, with the
revisions suggested by delegates from both workshops. These feature in bold italics.

Respondents suggested the inclusion of a full glossary that spells out all acronyms and some of the
thinking behind design principles, such as POP4, which captures many of the principles at the top of
the long list. They also asked for EAL to supply the longlist of design principles and illustrate where
they have been merged into the short list. Aviation asked for an explanation of thinking behind the
apparentlack of a “clean sheet” principle to be included in the glossary.

PDP1
Agreed with no challenge.
The pirspace design and its aperation must be as sofe, or safer than it is today.

PDP2
Remove the words the prioritised, use the word should.
Requirements of airspace users shovld be taken inte accaunt when designing flight paths.

PDP3
Agreed but needs further explanation. .
Flight paths must be flyable.

PDPZ

It could incorporate PDP7 in which case it should be mandatory and include the word must. (EAL to
clarify the legal position of the terms ‘must” and ‘should’: applies for all design principles}

Flight poths must be designed te minimise the toltal adverse effect an health and guolity of life
impacts cregted by gircroft naise and emissians.

PDP5

The word provide could be replaced with enabfe, it should also include reference to fouristn and trade.
Flight paths should be designed ta enable increased oirspace copacity in arder for Edinburgh Airport
to support the Scottish Government’s Economic Development agendo and the UK’s wider oviation
strategy, including tourism and trade.

PDPE

Revert to the Air Navigation Guidance 2017 (ANG2017} wording.

For flightpaths ot or above 4,000 feet to below 7,000 feet, the enviranmental pricrity should
continue to be minimising the impact of oviotion noise in o manner consistent with the government’s
averalf palicy an aviation naise, unfess this would dispropartionately increase CO2 emissions.

PDP7
This could be deleted as long as PDP4 is mandatory and uses the word rust.
Flight paths must be designed ta minimise adverse local air quality impocts.

PDP8
Remove the words cost effective.
Flight paths shauld be designed ta ensure efficient and effective raute magnagement.
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PDP9
Stakeholders suggested merging this with POIP8 but aviation wanted it to be kept separate.
Flight paths shauld be designed ta ensure efficient and ejfective raute management

PDPIO

Spell out the acronym PBN.

Flight paths must be designed ta accommadate madern perfarmance based navigation {PBN) traffic
in line with CAA's madernisation strategy.

PDP11

Use the revised version:

Flight poths should be designed te minimise population averflown below 4006ft ond, between
2000ft and 7006ft, taking inta account any potentiol adverse impact, due ta thase averflown having
protected characteristics, and speciof requirements.

Give a fuller explanation.

PDP12

Remove the phrase ‘where possibfe’.

Flight paths should be designed to minimise averflying sensitive facations ond naise sensitive
receptors {for example, the zoo, retirement complexes, green spaces, histaric heritage sites, and
others).

Give a fuller explanation.

PDP13

Remove the phrase where possible.

Flight paths should be designed te include track concentration and/or track dispersal aptions to
provide naise respite.

PDP14

Agreed with no challenge.

The predictabifity of flight tracks must be maximised for cansistency of operations.
Give a fuller explanation.

PDP15

Agreed with no challenge.

Coltabarate with ather Scottish airports and NATS to ensure that the agirspace design gptions are
compatible with the wider pragramme of lower oftitude and network airspace changes being
caardinated by the FASI-North pragramme.

PDP16

This design principle was agreed ky all and no challenge was made to the wording ky the aviation
stakeholders. Many of the community stakeholders did not understand the term ‘deconflicted’.
Following a discussion, delegates within this group were content to agree the PDP, but noted the
terminology is not user-friendly. The design principle was agreed and ho challenge was macde to the
wording by aviation workshop delegates.

Routes ta/from Glasgow and Edinburgh girports should be procedurally deconflicted fram the
ground to a preferred levef in coardination with NATS Prestwick.
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Appendices for the initial workshops

A. Project Initiation Document {PID) revised 2

W

10402 W P1 Design
PrinciplesPIDrevised

B. Names of attendees

Waorkshop 1. Community stakehaiders: North and West

MNorth Queensferry
Community Council
North Queensferry
Community Council
Dalgety Bay & Hillend
Community Council

Dalgety Bay & Hillend
Community Council

Bathgate Community
Council

Blackness Community
Council

Royal Burgh of Kinghorn
Community Council
Royal Burgh of Kinghorn
Community Council

Elie &The ﬁoyal Burgh of
Earlsferry Community
Council

Murieston Community
Council

Waorkshap 2. Aviglion

Scottish Gliding Centre

British Helicopter
Association (BHA)

East of Scotland Microlights

East of Scotland Microlights
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Linlithgow & Linlithgow
Bridge Community Council
Low Valleyfield
Community Council
Kirknewton Community
Council

Charlestown, Limekilns
and Pattiesmuir
Community Council
Murieston Community
Council |
Royal Burgh of Burntisland
Community Council

Uphall Community Council
Lochgelly Community

Council

Fife College

British International
Freight Association (BIFA)
National Air Traffic Control
{NATS/NERL)

British Parachute
Association (BPA)

West Atlantic Airlines
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Scottish Mountain
Paragliding Club pp British

Royal Mail Hang Gliding and
Paragliding Association
(BHPA)
Guild of Air Traffic Control
Al 48]
NEPASE Officers
Royal Mail Edinburgh Airport Watch

Skydive St Andrews
(Parachute Operation)

Tayside Aviation (Fife)

Workshop 3. Edinburgh Airport Noise Advisory Board (EANAB)

Blackness Area Community Council
Cramond Association

Ratho and District Community Council
Co-opted Ecclesmachan resident

Uphall Community Council

Cramond and Barnton Community Council

Waorkshop 4. Stakehoiders: general

Environmental Protection
| Scotland

Disability and Equality

Scotland

Aberdour Community

Council

East Lothian Council

Environmental Health

Service

Fife Centre for Equalities
West Lothian Council

Walker Group

Extinction Rebellion

Historic Environment
Scotland (HES)

Fife Council Environmental
Health )
Scottish Environmental
Protection Agency (SEPA)

Falkirk Council

Winchburgh Developments

Royai National Institute of
| Blind People (RNIB)

PPCA Ltd.
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Warkshop 5.Cammunity South and East
' Qrganisation

Cramond and Barnton
Community Council
Innerleithen Community
Trust
Sighthill/Broomhouse &
Parkhead Community

Broxburn & Uphall Traders'
Association
Ecclesmachan Community
Council

Colinton Community Council

Council
Craigentinny/Meadowbank - Pencaitland Community
Community Council Council

Cramond & Barton
Community Council

Queensferry and District
Community Council

Midlothian Council

Dalkeith and District

Focus Group Camposition

Ratho and District
Community Council

Drum Brae Community

Community Council Council
Fairmilehead Community Gullane Area Community
Council Council

Groun 3
Not overflown hut potentially

could he

Pumpherston Queensferry South Clackmannan
Newbridge Queensferry North Alloa/Fife area
Cramond Davidsons Mains Falkirk

Livingston Newhaven Penicuik/Borders area

Mix Social Group

Mix Social Group

Mix Social Group

6were parents of children living
gt home acrossa range of ages 1
to 11yrsold

6were parents of children living
gt home across an age range of 3
to 17yrs old

2 were parents of children living
at home, across an age range of 1
-to 18 yrs old

4males 7 females

4 males 7 females

3male 3 female

Ages ranged from 20 to 66

Ages ranged from 34 to 66

Ages ranged from 38 to 66

4with protected characteristics®

3 with protected characteristics

2 with protected characteristics

2retired, 1 unemployed, 1 part
time, 7working full time

3retired, 7 working full time, 2
working parttime

2 working parttime, 3 working
full time 1 retired

11 respondents in total

11 respondents in total

6respondents

% ape f disability / gender reassignment / marriage civil partnership / pregnancy-maternity / race / religion or

belief / sexual orientation
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C. Invite to Attend

104402 Email script
signed off 2808201

D. Confirmation of Attendance

10402 - Workshop
1 Confirmation Ema

E. Statement of Need

[ )
o

Statement of
need.pdf

F. Topic Guide

10402 Topic guide 6 10402 Topic guide
revised 250919 WSPsigned off 6 20091¢

G. Presentation

u"."
EDI -ACP
presentation draft3

H. Online Questionnaire

10462 online
CQuestionaire signed
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I. Lsting of all emailed and response status

et

104402 - Email All
Lists - Sent to client:
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Appendices for recall workshops

A. Invite to attend

104402 Email script
recall groupssigned

B. Confirmation of details

104402 - Recall
Waorkshop Confirm

C. Shortlist of principles

a

EAL PDPs.docx

D. Stimulus

d
DP recall -
aviation.pptx

E. Transcripts

10402 Aviation 110402
Recall Transcript.doDigil_stakeholders

F. List of all stakeholders: invited/couldn’t attend/didn’t reply

10402 - Stakeholder
Recall Workshop Ou
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Broxburn and U'phalrl
Traders Association
Edinburgh Airport Noise
Advisory Board {(EANAB}

| Uphall Community

| Council
Environmental Protection
Scotland

| North Queensferry
Community Council
Kinghorn Community
Council

| Aberdour Community
Council

IRoyal National Institute of

Blind People (RNIB}
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Royal Burgh of Burntisland
Cramond and Barnton
Community Council

PPCA Ltd.

Extinction Rebellion

'Environmenta] Health at Fife A

Council

Blackness Area Community
Council

Dalkeith and District
Community Council

Drum Brae Community
Council

l. List of aviation: invited/couldn’t attend/didn’t reply

104402 - Aviation
Recall Workshop O1

j- Aviation attendees

AirspacedAll

British Parachute
Association

Scottish Mountain
Paragliding Club pp
British Hang Gliding and
Paragliding Association
{BHPA}

‘ National Air Traffic
Services/ NARS En Route
Plc (NATS/N ERL}
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Edinburgh Airport
Watch

Guild of Air Traffic
Control Officers
Light Aircraft
Association
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Technical Appendix: Initial workshops
and focus groups

1. The data was collected using an agreed engagement approach.

2. The target group for this research study was communities overflown/potentially overflown by
Edinburgh Airport and EAL stakeholders.

3. The sampling frame used for this study was EAL engagement and communications database,
supplemented by study partner databases and Progressive research.

4. In total, 5 workshops and 3 focus groups were undertaken. 4 of the workshops contained

approximately 20 people, the fifth workshop contained 6 people. The focus groups contained
between 6 and 12 participants.

5. Fieldwork was undertaken between 23 September and 5 October 2015

6. Workshop respondents were contacted by telephone, following an initial contact by email, by
Progressive’s skilled in-house team of qualitative recruiters. These recruiters worked to
ensure that the workshop composition reflects the requirements of the project.

- Anincentive of £40 was available to respondents inthe community stakeholder groups to
compensate them for their time, any out of pocket expenses and travelling expenses.
{Note — a number of the delegates in the community stakeholder groups either refused
to accept the incentive or asked that it be donated).

7. Focus group respondents were recruited face-to-face/by telephone by Progressive’s skilled in-
house team of qualitative recruiters. These recruiters work to predetermined quota controls
to ensure that the final sample reflects the requirements of the project. All respondents are
screened to ensure that they have not participated in a group discussion or depth interview
relating to a similar subject in the last 6 months prior to recruitment.

- Anincentive of £40 (£50those in outlying areas} compensated respondents for their time,
any out of pocket expenses and travelling expenses.

8. All workshops were run by two moderators, all focus groups were run by a moderator and an
assistant. In total, 5 moderators were involved in the fieldwork for this project. h addition, all
workshops were supported by members of the project team, available to respond to technical
questions where these arose. Support was provided from EAL, WSP, To70, and Diversity
Dynamics.

5. Stimulus materials were used during the group discussions/depth interviews. These included
copies of the Statement of Need circulated to workshop delegates prior to the session, and a
presentation on the Airspace Change Progamme rationalefobjectives/process during the

workshop/focus group.

10. Each recruiter’s work is validated as per the requirements of the international standard SO
20252.

11. All focus group respondents were subject to validation, either between recruitment and the

date of the group discussion/depth interview, or on the day of the group discussion/depth
interview. Validation involves focus group respondents completing a short guestionnaire
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asking pertinent profiling questions and checking that they have not participated in similar
research in the past 6 months.

12. All research projects undertaken by Progressive comply fully with the requirements of 1SO
20252, the GDPR and the MRS Code of Conduct.

233 The engagement methodology was compliant with the requirements of CAP1616.

Technical Appendix: Recall workshops

2 The data was collected using an agreed engagement approach.

2. The target group for this research study was community stakeholders and aviation
stakeholders.

3. The sampling frame used for this study was the database of all of those who were involved in
initial workshops for design principle engagement.

4. 2 workshops were conducted. In total, the groups comprised 23 delegates.

5. Fieldwork was undertaken on 5 and 13 November 2015.

6. Workshop respondents were contacted by telephone, following an initial contact by email, by

Progressive’s skilled in-house team of qualitative recruiters. These recruiters worked to
ensure that the profile of the workshop participation reflected the requirements of the
project.

- Anincentive of £40 was available to respondents in the community stakeholder group to
compensate them for their time, any out of pocket expenses and travelling expenses
{Note — a number of the respondents in the community stakeholder groups either refused
or asked that it be donated to charity).

7. Both workshops were run by two moderators. In total, 3 moderators were involved in the
fielcwork for this project. In addition, all workshops were supported by members of the
project team, available to respond to technical questions where these arose. Support was
provided from: To70, EAL, WSP, and Diversity Dynamics.

8. Stimulus materials were used during the discussions. These included copies of the short list of
PDPs circulated to workshop delegates prior to the session, and a presentation on the short
and longlist of PDPs during the workshop.

5. All research projects undertaken by Progressive comply fully with the requirements of 1SO
20252, the GDPR and the MRS Code of Conduct.

10. The engagement methodology was compliant with the requirements of CAP1616.
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