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Annex D to 
RAF Northolt ACP Submission 
Dated 17 June 19 

STAKEHOLDER FEEDBACK 
 
The table below lists every stakeholder who has replied to RAF Northolt’s engagement for 

the development of its design principles, along with a copy of each reply. 

 
Stakeholder Stakeholder Representative Page 

Airports   

Gatwick  D2 

Heathrow  D4 

Luton  D6 

North Weald  D7 

NATS  D8 

Local Councils   

Chiltern and South Bucks Council  D10 

Ealing Council  D13 

Hillingdon Council  D18 

London Borough of Harrow Council  D20 

Slough Borough Council  D27 

St Albans City and District Council  D30 

Watford Borough Council  
 

D31 

Residents’ Associations   

Eastcote RA  D35 

North Uxbridge RA  D37 

Oak Farm RA  D39 

Residents   

Resident  D42 

Resident  D44 

Resident  D46 

Resident  D50 

Resident  D52 

Resident  D55 

Resident  D59 

Resident  D61 

Resident  D64 

Resident  D66 

Resident  D68 

Resident  D70 

Resident  D72 

Resident  D75 

Resident  D79 

Resident  D81 

Resident  D82 

Resident  D84 

Resident  D88 

Resident  D90 

Resident  D92 

Resident  D95 

Aviation   

British Balloon & Airship Club  D100 

British Helicopter Association  D103 

General Aviation Alliance  D106 

MOD   

Fleet Air Arm  D112 

  D113 

Northolt User Community   

Albinati Aeronautics  D116 
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Gatwick 
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Heathrow 
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Luton 

Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to rank 

them in level of importance to you and your organisation where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on your 

ranking for each Design Principle.  

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

1 It is essential that dependencies in airspace structures are not created so as 
to facilitate improvements in continuous climb operations allowing the 
economic and environmental benefits of modern aircraft technologies to be 
realised to their full potential. Dependencies may also create capacity 
restrictions on airports which may impact on business aspirations. 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed 
favouring the latest navigational 
technology 

2 In order to ensure that the most efficient use of airspace is created it is 
essential that PBN design criteria is adopted to reduce separation 
requirements. 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise benefits 
to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well 
as design more efficient routes 

3 The LTMA is a particularly busy and complex airspace to work with, 
increasing systemisation will reduce complexity ensuring we can increase 
capacity whilst reducing environmental and economic impacts. 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel 
and CO2 emissions produced. 
Consideration of short, direct flight 
paths 

5 It is important that as an industry we are able to grow but this must be done 
in a sustainable manner ensuring we meet all relevant national targets.  

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation 
and policy on noise impact. Aim to 
reduce effects on health and quality of 
life by considering local circumstances 

4 It is important that as an industry we are able to grow but this must be done 
in a sustainable manner ensuring that noise impacts are kept to a minimum. 
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North Weald 

Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to rank 

them in level of importance to you and your organisation where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on your 

ranking for each Design Principle.  

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

1 Flexible use of airspace is increasingly important as more controlled airspace 
is being created around London and the south east. This is obviously more 
important for somewhere like Denham which is in close proximity to Northolt, 
but affects any aircraft transiting between Heathrow and Luton.  

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed 
favouring the latest navigational 
technology 

4 This would be used to fly the procedure anyway, whatever is put in place, so 
is deemed top have lower importance in terms of new designs. 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise benefits 
to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well 
as design more efficient routes 

2 Minimising workload is safer and more efficient. It will also help to reduce fuel 
use as a secondary benefit. 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel 
and CO2 emissions produced. 
Consideration of short, direct flight 
paths 

5 While important environmentally, it is the least important in terms of designing 
procedures when compared with the other factors. 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation 
and policy on noise impact. Aim to 
reduce effects on health and quality of 
life by considering local circumstances 

3 Aircraft noise is a big issue for local residents. At North Weald we constantly 
have to field complaints and have altered our procedures accordingly. This is 
why I have ranked this higher in terms of designing new Northolt procedures. 

 
3. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

The procedure designs should also take account of future increased traffic levels, even though Northolt has a civil movements cap. For example, North Weald 
movements are increasing around 10% per year and are now at nearly 42,000 for 2018-19. 
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NATS 

Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the airspace change proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to rank 
them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on other 
airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including 
neighbouring airports, and 
consider opportunities to give 
away airspace that is not 
required for future operations 

3 NATS welcomes this as a design principle consideration and acknowledges 
that it considers the needs of other airspace users as well as airports.  

Should facilitate design using modern 
navigational technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed 
favouring the latest navigational 
technology 

3 NATS would suggest that RAF Northolt consider including in the wording of 
the final design principle a minimum navigational standard, e.g. RNAV1. This 
will assist in the design of routes in the process and reduce the impact on 
other airports and airspace users.  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise benefits to all 
stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the 
workload of pilots and air traffic 
control, as well as design more 
efficient routes 

3 NATS welcomes the principle as it is important to consider the benefits to 
stakeholders as well as the sponsor. 

Should minimise fuel and greenhouse 
gases (for civil operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of 
fuel and CO2 emissions 
produced. Consideration of 
short, direct flight paths 

3 Whilst the design principle is perfectly acceptable the wording of the 
reasoning may not be achievable.  All flight paths will need to be considered, 
and the most efficient may not be the shortest or most direct when 
considered against other factors. 

Should minimise the impact of aircraft 
noise 
 

Comply with government 
regulation and policy on noise 
impact. Aim to reduce effects on 
health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

3 NATS supports RAF Northolt in the aims of this Design Principle. 

 
 

Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in level of 
importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on your 
ranking for each Design Principle.  
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Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people newly 
overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over 
those people who are not 
currently overflown by keeping 
routes as close to today’s flight 
paths as possible 

3 Whilst NATS has no direct comment to make we do feel that this should be 
considered in concert with the aims of the other suggested DPs 

Minimise the total number of people 
affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people 
overflown by aircraft. This would 
lead to aircraft concentrated 
over a smaller number of routes 

3 NATS recognised that this is in line with DfT guidance on noise but 
understands that RAF Northolt will consider all possible options 

Consider fewer people affected, but 
more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would 
result in a potential increase in 
noise, but over a smaller area 

3 Whilst NATS has no direct comment to make we do feel that this should be 
considered in concert with the aims of the other suggested DPs 

Consider more people affected, but 
less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient 
would result in potential 
reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

3 Whilst NATS has no direct comment to make we do feel that this should be 
considered in concert with the aims of the other suggested DPs, although the 
wording of this may not satisfy DfT guidance on noise 

Prioritise flight paths over rural areas 
rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, 
rather than residential areas in 
towns and cities 

3 Whilst NATS has no direct comment to make we do feel that this should be 
considered in concert with the aims of the other suggested DPs 

 

 
3. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

NATS would suggest that RAF Northolt include a design principle that takes into account the Transition Altitude and the interactions with other airports routes that 
may be influenced by it.  Our suggested wording would be: 
 

• Any design work undertaken will ultimately take into account the change in vertical reference caused by the transition altitude, particularly 
with interactions with other airports. 

                   With the following rationale: 
• NATS will be primarily responsible for the network design for arrivals and departures above 7000ft/FL70. However network route positions 

will be influenced to a large degree by the airports’ requirements (geographically distilled into the Letterbox positions for each proposed 
route).  These letterboxes/route positions will also be influenced by the Transition Altitude and any interactions between the routes of other 
airports. 
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Chiltern and South Bucks Council 
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Ealing Council 

 

 

RAF Northolt 
West End Road 
Ruislip 
Middlesex 
HA4 6NG 

your ref: my ref: please ask for date: 

  17 May 2019 

Dear 
 

SUBJECT: RAF NORTHOLT AIRSPACE CONSULTATION 

 

Thank you for consulting Ealing Council on the proposed RAF Northolt Airspace changes in 
your letter of 21 March 2019.  Please find enclosed our response in the tabulated format as 
requested.   

 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

 

Education and Lifelong Learning Transport Planning Service 
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Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below. You are requested to rank them in level of 
importance to your and organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important. Please then comment on your ranking for each Design 
Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on other 
airspace users 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including 
neighbouring airports, and consider 
opportunities to give away airspace 
that is not required for future 
operations  

4 It is important that RAF Northolt does not negatively impact Heathrow 
Airport’s operations and solutions proposed to avoid overflying.  
 
Giving away airspace must be done with caution and Ealing Council 
must be notified as this could result in new overflown communities in 
Northolt and beyond.  
 
More information is needed on how RAF Northolt’s airspace will 
change and how this will affect other airports operations, especially 
Heathrow’s as they are the closest airport to Ealing.  

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational technology 

Airspace and routes designed 
favouring the latest navigational 
technology  

3 Ealing Council supports this as long as the new navigational 
technology is used to minimise impacts on overflown communities 
and avoid overflying new ones.  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise benefits to 
all stakeholders 

Flight paths that minimise the 
workload of pilots and air traffic 
control, as well as design more 
efficient routes  

5 More information is needed on designing more efficient routes. The 
Council would like to know if it will have a say in designing new routes 
and if not, if the new flight paths can be provided.  

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations)  

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel 
and CO2 emissions produced. 
Consideration of short, direct flight 
paths  

2 Ealing Council believes this is a crucial design principle. Air quality 
and air pollution has been a growing concern for Ealing residents and 
impacts must be minimised at all costs. Stricter environmental 
standards must be enforced to ensure that incoming aircrafts have 
the smallest impact on Ealing’s communities.  
 
Ealing Council understands that the impact of air pollution is lessened 
when the emissions occur at higher altitudes. However, communities 
overflown in the final approach to the runway will be directly exposed. 
Therefore, stricter standards must be brought in.    

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 

Comply with government regulation 
and policy on noise impact. Aim to 
reduce effects on health and quality 
of by considering local 
circumstances 

1 Ealing Council believes that this is a critical design principle. Parts of 
Ealing, including Northolt, will be overflown due to Heathrow Airport’s 
re-design of its airspace and flightpaths. RAF Northolt must ensure 
that the noise impact is minimised for overflown communities and 
avoid overflying new ones.  
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The health impacts associated with noise are well documented and 
can affect individuals in many ways beyond quality of life.  
 
Northolt is primarily a residential area and many families have settled 
down. Pupils who attend schools in Northolt will no doubt be affected 
by the potential change in airspace and airspace activity.  
 
Noise impact has been a main point of contention in the discussion 
with Heathrow Airport, and RAF Northolt must ensure that the 
changes in its airspace do not contribute to the Heathrow Airport 
noise issue.   

 



D-16 
 

Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 3 below. You are requested to rank them in level of 
importance to your and organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important. Please then comment on your ranking for each Design 
Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment  

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 

Limit designing new routes over 
those people, who are not 
currently overflown by keeping 
routes as close to today’s flight 
paths as possible  

2 Ealing will be overflown by Heathrow operations. 
Therefore, it is important that new routes be designed to 
avoid overflying new communities and minimising the 
impact on overflown ones.  

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 

Reduce the number of people 
overflown by aircraft. This would 
lead to aircraft concentrated over 
a smaller number of routes  

1 The number of people affected by noise must be kept to 
a minimum.  
 
Special focus must be given to the airspace above 
Northolt as the area will be overflown by Heathrow’s 
proposed airspace re-design and flight path changes.  

Consider fewer people affected, 
but more noise  

A steeper climb gradient would 
result in a potential increase in 
noise, but over a smaller area  

4 Noise reduction should be key, but over a larger area.  
Ealing Council would like to know how communities 
living close to the runway will be provided with respite 
from noise as they will most likely be affected by either 
take-offs or landings.  

Consider more people affected, 
but less noise 

A shallower climb gradient would 
result in potential reduction in 
noise, but over a larger area  

3 Noise reduction over a larger area should be key.  
 
Ealing Council fully supports this but would like to 
enquire about the actual proposed noise limit (dB).  

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas  

Favour routes over rural areas, 
rather than residential areas in 
towns and cities  

5 Ealing Council supports this but must first be provided 
with the alternative airspace and flight paths.  

 
Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
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Ealing Council believes the draft Design Principles should focus on:  
 
1) Minimising noise impact to overflown communities  
2) Ensuring that no new communities are overflown  
3) Minimising air quality impacts to communities in Northolt  
4) Ensuring that its operations do not conflict with Heathrow Airport’s airspace and flight path changes, and adversely impact Ealing.  
 
1) and 2) should be prioritised at all times.  
 
The design principles should also be encouraging the use of more environmentally friendly aircraft as well as stricter  
environmental standards.  
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Hillingdon Council 
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London Borough of Harrow Council 
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Slough Borough Council 

 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other airspace 
users, including neighbouring airports, and 
consider opportunities to give away airspace 
that is not required for future operations 

 
5 

This Design Principle has the least impact on the residents of Slough, 
therefore it is ranked the lowest.  

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring the 
latest navigational technology 

 
 

  2 

Heathrow is planning to increase capacity by using Performance Based 
Navigation (PBN), allowing aircraft to fly closer together and flight paths 
to be more efficiently designed. The Design Principle here suggests 
PBN will also be used for RAF Northolt, which, if Slough is impacted, will 
allow precise airspace routes to be designed which could provide 
regular respite periods from overflying aircraft.  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 
 

 

Flight paths that minimise the workload of 
pilots and air traffic control, as well as design 
more efficient routes 

 
 
3 

In conjunction with Design Principle 2, efficient and precise flight paths 
will result in a reduced noise impact on residents, as this allows for 
regular respite periods.  
It should be noted that Design Principles ranked 2-4 are all equally 
important to Slough.   

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and CO2 
emissions produced. Consideration of short, 
direct flight paths 

 
4 

Minimising fuel and CO2 emissions produced by aircraft through 
designing short direct flights will result in fewer communities 
unnecessarily overflown and reduce the noise impact for those 
communities.  

Should minimise the impact 
of aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and policy 
on noise impact. Aim to reduce effects on 
health and quality of life by considering local 
circumstances 

 
1 

Slough are aware that the additional flights per year brought in by 
Heathrow’s third runway and IPA will cause a significant impact on local 
residents. It is vital that operations from RAF Northolt do not contribute 
to the excessive noise levels that Slough will experience in the future 
due to the Heathrow.   

 

4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
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Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of 
people newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those people 
who are not currently overflown by keeping 
routes as close to today’s flight paths as 
possible 

 
 
 

1 

The most important priority for Slough is minimising the number of 
people newly affected by noise. It is unclear what the airspace change 
will consist of, as the RAF Northolt website states that flights are 
restricted to 7000 per year and an application to increase capacity was 
rejected. This suggests the airspace change will affect flight path 
designs only. More information is required on what the current 
operations are so the impact can be determined.  

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown by 
aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of routes 

 
2 

This is an important Design Principle for Slough. Densely populated 
areas should be avoided to reduce the total number of people affected in 
Slough, by focusing on rural areas and open spaces.  

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in a 
potential increase in noise, but over a smaller 
area 

 
5 

Slough do not support increasing noise for local communities. Although 
a steeper climb will result in a smaller area impacted, new areas will 
experience departure noise which will be unacceptable in conjunction 
with additional flights from Heathrow.   

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result in 
potential reduction in noise, but over a larger 
area 

 
 
 
 
 

3 

This Design Principle may be more suitable for Slough residents. As 
Slough will be impacted by the Heathrow expansion, it is important that 
the number of residents impacted by excessive flight noise is reduced. If 
flights from RAF Northolt are distributed over a wider area with reduced 
noise, the overall impact on residents will be smaller.  
Although it is preferred for the total number of people affected by noise 
to be reduced, it is unacceptable for residents in Slough to be impacted 
by greater noise levels. As it is also a priority that the number of people 
newly affected by noise is minimised, Design Principles which 
implement more efficient airspace use to result in less noise impact and 
predictable respite are supported.  

Prioritise flight paths over 
rural areas rather than urban 
areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather than 
residential areas in towns and cities 

 
 
 

4 

Prioritising parks and open space over residential areas would reduce 
noise impact for those living in the Borough, however there are no flight 
path maps provided to show current operation so it is unclear to 
determine how Slough will be impacted by the airspace change. 
Although concentrating flights over rural areas is recommended, large 
areas of open space is very limited in Slough. The only areas that could 
be considered large open space is the southern border of the Borough 
at Upton Court Park and the north-eastern border at Wexham.  

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
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The RAF Northolt website quotes the following operational times:  
 
Civilian aircraft fly from RAF Northolt: 
Monday to Friday, 8am to 8pm 
Saturday, 8am to 3pm 
Sunday and bank holidays, midday to 7pm  
 
Military aircraft will attempt to adhere to the above times, but may fly as required to meet operational needs. 
 
Where possible night flying is limited, but may occur as required to meet operational needs. 
 
Slough expect these operational procedures to be adhered to when designing airspace changes, to ensure residents in Slough are not subjected to noise issues 
beyond these allocated hours. Any changes to these schedules should consider the needs of Slough’s residents and also consider comments made to HAL regarding 
airspace change and future operations for the third runway and IPA proposals.  
 
Slough expect the night time respite period (23:00-07:00) to be implemented as stated in the Airport National Policy Statement, to allow residents to have 8 hours 
undisturbed sleep. The RAF Northolt website states that night flying is limited and this should remain the case, or fully restricted. If night flights are unavoidable, it is 
expected that the quietest aircraft are used during the night time period if possible, to reduce noise impact on residents. 
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St Albans City and District Council 
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Watford Borough Council 
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Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

 

 
 

4 Watford Borough Council would not support 
airspace being given to neighbouring airports if it 
were to impact on Watford residents in terms of 
health impacts. 

 
 

3 This is not a consideration for Watford Borough 
Council though we would expect navigational 
technology to achieve the highest safety standards 
for both those travelling by aeroplanes and for 
those on the ground below.  

  

5 This is not a consideration for Watford Borough 
Council 

  

1 Reduction in CO2 emissions is critical for the 
Government to meet its reduction targets 

 

 

1 Watford is among one of the mostly densely packed 
boroughs outside London with c 97.000 people 
living in 8.2 sq miles. New airspace routes should 
avoid flying over Watford in order to minimise 
noise impacts on local residents. 
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Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

 
 

 

3 This would be broadly supported by 
Watford but consideration should 
be made as to adjusting flight paths 
to minimise the impact over the 
number of people effected. 

 

 

1 Noise can cause harm to public 
health. Watford would seek routes 
that are away from the town in 
order to protect the majority. 

 
 

5 This may be attractive but it 
depends on the area being covered 
and the risks associated with a 
steeper climb.  

 
 

4 This would depend on the details 
and how many more people are 
adversely effected by the additional 
noise, the times and the frequency 
of flights. 

  

2 This would be more favoured from a 
Watford perspective but more rural 
authorities are likely to disagree. 
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Watford Borough Council broadly supports the aviation sector as a generator of wealth and creator of new opportunities. However we are keen to protect the 

environment and the amenities Watford residents currently enjoy. We would object strongly to new flight paths being created over Watford which would adversely 

impact on our residents. At present the principles discussed in the consultation document make no reference to the increase volume of flights, frequency or 

operational hours, the types of aircraft, etc. We are aware of Heathrow’s current ambitions and have responded along similar lines.  

We would welcome the opportunity to meet to discuss your plans as they develop.  
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Eastcote Residents’ Association 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

5 This could lead to increased commercial traffic over our area. 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

3 We assume that this would lead to less environmental impact. 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

3 This is an operational consideration and the residents are neutral. 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

1 This is a good objective. 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

1 Our local area does not suffer unduly from aircraft noise at the present time 
and we would hope that any new design would aim to minimise noise. 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

1 We strongly endorse this principle. 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

1 This is a desirable objective but should, of course, comply with government 
regulation and policy on noise impact under the new routes. 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

3 This unlikely to have a big impact on the area covered by our residents’ 
association. 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

3 This may lead to a slight increase in noise in the southern part of our area but 
the residents were neutral. 

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

1 This seems to be desirable from the perspective of noise solution and safety. 
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North Uxbridge Residents’ Association 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

 
 
5 

 
If by giving away airspace, it does not result in a greater number of houses 
being overflown 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

 
 
3 

 
Minimise deviation from defined routes, so as to minimise noise pollution to 
nearby houses 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

 
4 

 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

 
2 

 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

 
1 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

 
3 

 
OTBE, Residents who may feel overly sensitive as regards noise pollution 
would place great priority as to their housing location, whereas those 
currently overflown it is a status quo. 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

 
4 

 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

 
5 

 
Aircraft size is very relevant to noise footprint. The presumption must be that 
engine noise is likely to keep going down 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

 
2 

 
Aircraft size is very relevant to noise footprint. . The presumption must be that 
engine noise is likely to keep going down 

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

 
 
1 
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Oak Farm Residents’ Association 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 
Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

4  

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

5  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

3  

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

2  

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

 
 
1 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

2  

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

4  

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

3  

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

1  

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 5  

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

 
Please don’t make our lives worse than they already are. 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

5 Concern if give away airspace to other users means increased air traffic over 
this area 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

4 Safety issue? 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

3 More efficient routes should mean less use of fuel 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

2 Climate change issues require strong controls 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

1 Aircraft noise must not be at levels more than we have currently in this area 
to maintain our enjoyment of our environment and enable us to live our lives 
without stress of aircraft noise and to not be a detriment to property values.  
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

1 Critical for continual enjoyment of our environment 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

3 
 

Concentration over a smaller area would mean those currently suffering from 
aircraft noise would be further stressed 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

4 Increase in noise should not happen 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

2 Out of the options given very difficult choice but if giving reduction in noise 
seems a fair selection 

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

5 If those in rural areas currently do not suffer from aircraft noise see no reason 
why they should suffer in place of urban areas doing so if they currently suffer 
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Resident   

 

 

  



D-47 
 

 



D-48 
 

 



D-49 
 

 



D-50 
 

Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

1 Airspace is vital with the possibility of an extension to Heathrow Airport. 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

1 Very important to avoid possibilities of near misses or contact with other 
aircraft. 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

1 Very important to reduce fatigue. 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

1 Very important to try to reduce these emissions for the planet and future of 
mankind. 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

1 Very important for the communities effected by aircraft noise. 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

1 Important to avoid extra impact on current communities. 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

1 As above. 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

1 Fewer communities impacted by this. 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

5 Better for less than more communities to be affected. 

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

1 This would avoid more communities being impacted on flight paths. 
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Resident ( ) 
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Resident ( ) 

 



D-56 
 

 

 



D-57 
 

 

 



D-58 
 



D-59 
 

Resident ( ) 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

3 I am really concerned about this statement. I feel residents who live near 
Northolt have enough to put up with without Northolt considering 
opportunities to give away air space. I don’t suppose it would take many 
guesses as to who that would be.  
This question just confirms that the health and quality of life for residents is 
not high on the agenda. 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

4 This doesn’t sound like it is in the best interests of residents, just the airport  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

5 Again no consideration of residents just whatever makes life easier for the 
airport. 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. 
Consideration of short, direct flight paths 

2 One way to do this is to be serious about or carbon footprint and have less 
flights.  
I am pretty fed up with the lip service that is paid to this; the answer is simple 
less flights. 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

1 It appears that the health and quality of life for residents in Hillingdon are 
being seriously undermined. I feel strongly that all these proposals for 
Heathrow, HS2 and now Northolt are only playing lip service to resident’s 
health and quality of life. 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

2 How many people want to be overflown and have the quality of the life 
diminished by aircraft noise? 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

1 For the health and quality of residents lives this should be a priority  
I feel that the way these questions are being asked and the way we are being 
asked to rate them is to benefit the airport and not residents. 
 
I would rate them all as 1  

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

4 I cannot believe we are being asked to agree to increased noise.  
Currently when an aircraft flies into or out of Northolt and I am at my sister’s 
house we cannot speak or hear anything for several minutes. It is unbearable 
especially in the summer time when you have to have windows open 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

5 How do you expect residents to agree to even more noise  

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

3 Anyone would opt for this rather than be overflown  
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5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

 I am pretty angry at these proposals and do not see how any of it benefits residents. 
I do not trust that there isn’t an ulterior motive to all of this. As always probably about making money.  
It is disappointing and worrying that more effort was not made to truly engage residents in completing this questionnaire. I found out about it by chance. 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

    3  

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

    3  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

   3  

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

   1  

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

   1  
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

   2  

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

   1  

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

   3  

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

   3  

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

   1  
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

 
 

5 

 

I would expect military matters to take precedence at an MOD facility 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

 
 

3 

 

#3 + #4 – operational efficiency and safety of your personnel should 
be an important consideration 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

 
 

4 

 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

 
 

1 

 

Although environmental effects of waste gases should be considered, 
the impact of noise is also an important factor 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

 
 

2 

 

(see above - #1) 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

 

1 

 

The majority of residents in this area bought their houses after RAF 
Northolt was established, and therefore knew that they would be 
affected by aircraft noise. Those who have not previously been under 
the flight path may have grounds for complaint. 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

 

4 

 
 
 
 

#3 and #4 – unless aircraft noise can be reduced, then an increase in 
volume or duration would have a greater impact on those below. 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

 

3 

 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

 

2 

 
Most flight movements from Northolt are relatively short duration: and 
see #1 above.  

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

 
5 

 
Difficult in this area! 

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

 

To repeat my comment in Table 3, rank#1, we knew about the airfield when we bought our home. As long as the promised cap on civilian flights 
is not increased, we should continue to live with it. 
And be grateful for the defence provided. 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

2  

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

2  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

1  

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

5 I live close to the A40  which emites enough pollution 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

5 We are right under the flight path noise can be deafening 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

 Don’t understand this ? 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

5  

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

3  

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

5  

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

5 This would be ideal as area is already polluted 

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

This needs to be emailed to as many residents as possible rather than the selected few who attend residents association meetings. It was only by chance that I was 
able to attend the residents meeting due to having childcare and children not being allowed at meetings. Sure this is the case for those with children especially at it 
will affect the future generation. 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

1  

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

5  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

1  

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

5  

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

5  
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

1 If the aircraft is flying a number of different routes, this will make noise, 
pollution levels for the amount of residents that are currently on flight paths 
minimise.     

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

1 As above.  For a lot of people the noise is unbearable especially in the 
summer, unable to sit in your garden, so by sharing the routes, its means 
there will be fewer planes in the routes that are currently being used at the 
moment.     

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

1 As above, lets share.  

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

5  

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

5 This makes absolute sense.  If you have the option to fly over areas that are 
less populated then that’s great for all.     
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

5 The Air space above the residential areas is already overused with the 
associated noise and pollution. 
Giving away airspace to increase overflying should not be an option 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

5 It is presumed that the safest and most modern techniques would be used in 
the air industry anyway. 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

5 This priority needs to weighed against the effect on the environment and 
residents who are overflown by the aircraft. Residents concerns should take 
priority over convenience 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

3 This priority needs to weighed against the other effects on the environment 
and the residents who are overflown by the aircraft. Examples would be the 
detrimental effect of noise on the quality of life and direct pollution from low 
overflying aircraft. Reducing the number of flights and only allowing fuel 
efficient aircraft to use Northolt would have more impact 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

1 Absolute priority in a built up area. Aircraft noise has a detrimental effect on 
quality of life and health. 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

1 It would not be acceptable to impose aircraft noise and pollution on more 
people than are currently affected by it. 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

1 Routes should minimise the number of people adversely affect by aircraft 
noise and pollution by overflying fields and industrial areas where noise might 
be less of an issue 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

2 Consideration should be given to how much noise any community would be 
affected by this. If high power/ noise while climbing was over fields it may be 
acceptable. If directly over residential areas probably not. 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

2 This would depend where the increased noise footprint fell. See above 

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

1 This would seem the lesser of two evils and have detrimental effect on the 
least number of people. 

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
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These comments are based on experience of living in  where the number of noisy aircraft movements has increased in recent years 
and the tendency to overfly residential areas rather than Court Park has been very noticeable. 
 
Air traffic movement has a huge detrimental impact on the areas it affects primarily through noise and pollution but also in traffic generation. 
Health, quality of life and general environmental impacts need to be considered. 
 
Given the above air traffic movements should be kept to the minimum. 
Where essential they should be planned to have the least impact on the environment and the people overflown. 
Only ‘quiet’ aircraft should be allowed to overfly residential areas below 10,000 feet. 
 
Northolt should concentrate on ensuring that the number of flights are restricted and only quiet aircraft are used. 
Flight paths from Norholt and elsewhere should kept away from residential  areas as far as practical. 
 
RAF military air traffic movements are accepted. It is a military base. It is only since commercial use has been introduced that noise and pollution have become a real 
issue due to the number of flights, the flight paths and the noisy aircraft used. 
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Resident ( ) 
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Resident ( ) 
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Resident ( ) 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

 
5 

 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

 
4 

 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

 
3 

 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

 
2 

 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

 
1 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

 
3 

 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

 
4 

 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

 
5 

 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

 
2 

 

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

 
1 

 

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
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Resident ( ) 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

4  

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

3  

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

5  

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

2 An important factor to reduce, as far as possible, unnecessary impacts on the 
heavily polluted air in this area.  There are already shocking levels of NO2  
across Hillingdon and including the “rural” areas to the North of the airfield, 
surrounding several schools and in residential areas. 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

1 The impact on residents living under / near the flightpath is a key 
consideration from a safety, health and quality of life perspective.  The airfield 
is surrounded by areas of relatively high density housing with only one viable 
runway. While residents are sympathetic to military aircraft use, commercial 
aircraft use must be restricted and closely managed. 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

3  

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

1 The airfield is located in an area with high levels of housing so it is hard to 
see how this aim can be achieved. 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

5  

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

2  

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

5 The airfield is located in NW London and is surrounded by relatively high 
density housing.  There are very limited rural areas to fly over given the 
single runway and location. 

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

It is hard to critique the design principles without seeing a heat-map of alternative scenarios for noise and air pollution on the surrounding residential areas under 
whatever alternatives can be considered.  
 
The airfield is located in NW London, has a single SSE to NNW angled runway and is surrounded in all directions by residential housing with a hill to the North of the 
airfield, so it appears that the practical alternatives may be quite limited. 
 
While residents are generally accepting of the military aircraft requirements at a long established military airfield, commercial traffic must be limited and closely 
monitored. 
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Resident ( ) 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

5 THIS SHOULD ALREADY BE POLICY. 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational 
technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed favouring 
the latest navigational technology 

3 GPS SHOULD ENABLE MUCH MORE EFFICIENT ROUTINGS. 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise 
benefits to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well as 
design more efficient routes 

4 KEEP ROUTES SHORTER AND MINIMISE AIRCRAFT HOLDING. 

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel and 
CO2 emissions produced. Consideration 
of short, direct flight paths 

1 POLLUTION KILLS ABOUT 30,000 PEOPLE A YEAR IN THE UK, ABOUT 
10 TIMES MORE THAN ROAD TRAFFC ACCIDENTS. 

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation and 
policy on noise impact. Aim to reduce 
effects on health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

2 INCREASED GLIDESLOPE ANGLE WILL REDUCE NOISE FOR MOST 
PEOPLE, ESPECIALLY WITH LANDING AIRCRAFT. 
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4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people 
newly overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over those 
people who are not currently overflown 
by keeping routes as close to today’s 
flight paths as possible 

2 PEOPLE WHO HAVE DECIDED TO LIVE UNDER EXISTING FLIGHT 
PATHS HAVE CHOSEN TO DO SO. DO NOT INFLICT NEW ROUTES 
OVER PEOPLE WHO HAVE CHOSEN TO AVOID NOISE AND AIR 
POLLUTON. 

Minimise the total number of 
people affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people overflown 
by aircraft. This would lead to aircraft 
concentrated over a smaller number of 
routes 

3 QUITER AIRCRAFT WILL MINIMISE THIS PROBLEM OVER TIME. 

Consider fewer people 
affected, but more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would result in 
a potential increase in noise, but over a 
smaller area 

4 AIRCRAFT ARE GETTING MUCH MORE POWERFUL AND QUITER SO 
NOT MUCH INCREASE IN THIS PROBLEM. 

Consider more people 
affected, but less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient would result 
in potential reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

5 NOT A GOOD IDEA. 

Prioritise flight paths over rural 
areas rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, rather 
than residential areas in towns and cities 

1 THIS SHOULD ALREAD BE POLICY. 

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

HEATHROW ARE CONSIDERING USING A GLIDESLOPE OF 3.2 DEGREES INSTEAD OF THE CURRENT 3.0 DEGREES. RAF NORTHOLT SHOULD DO THE 
SAME. 
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Resident (no name provided) 
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Resident (no name provided) 
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British Balloon and Airship Club 

1. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the airspace change proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on other 
airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including 
neighbouring airports, and 
consider opportunities to give 
away airspace that is not 
required for future operations 

1 It is important not to further restrict the use of airspace on general aviation. 
Further changes to airspace could lead to more infringements. 

Should facilitate design using modern 
navigational technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed 
favouring the latest navigational 
technology 

3 Although a lot of GA traffic use electronic navigational devices the boundaries 
of CAS should still be easily seen from the cockpit using well known land 
features. The routes should use navigational technology, but this does not 
generally apply to VFR GA traffic. 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise benefits to all 
stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the 
workload of pilots and air traffic 
control, as well as design more 
efficient routes 

3 Totally agree, but this generally does not apply to GA traffic. 

Should minimise fuel and greenhouse 
gases (for civil operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of 
fuel and CO2 emissions 
produced. Consideration of 
short, direct flight paths 

1 Totally agree. 
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Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise the impact of aircraft 
noise 
 

Comply with government 
regulation and policy on noise 
impact. Aim to reduce effects on 
health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

1 Totally agree. 

 
 

4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people newly 
overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over 
those people who are not 
currently overflown by keeping 
routes as close to today’s flight 
paths as possible 

3 No-one should be immune from the noise footprint. 

Minimise the total number of people 
affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people 
overflown by aircraft. This would 
lead to aircraft concentrated 
over a smaller number of routes 

2 I agree in principle but this can lead to routes that are impractical to fly. 

Consider fewer people affected, but 
more noise 
 

A steeper climb gradient would 
result in a potential increase in 
noise, but over a smaller area 

4 Engines are becoming quieter so this might not be such a problem. The 
airspace is very congested so it might not be possible to implement this 
principle. 
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Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Consider more people affected, but 
less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient 
would result in potential 
reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

3 I refer to the comment above. 

Prioritise flight paths over rural areas 
rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, 
rather than residential areas in 
towns and cities 

3 Nobody likes aircraft noise but an even spread would be preferable to 
concentrating all the flightpaths over a small area. 

 
 

5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
 

With a third runway at Heathrow, and more traffic at local small and medium sized airfields there might be a case for the RAF to consider closing down Northolt. Royal 
flights could use London City, Biggin Hill, of Farnborough. 
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British Helicopter Association 

3. Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the airspace change proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to 
rank them in level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then 
comment on your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on other 
airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including 
neighbouring airports, and 
consider opportunities to give 
away airspace that is not 
required for future operations 

1 Any additional Controlled Airspace (CAS) should be kept to a minimum; no 
lowering of the height of the base of the TMA. The London Helicopter Routes 
pass to the south of Northolt and future procedures should not necessitate 
movement of or decreased routings. The current routes were designed to 
keep single engine aircraft over areas where a safe forced landing could be 
achieved.   

Should facilitate design using modern 
navigational technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed 
favouring the latest navigational 
technology 

2 Use of PBN and other such technology is encouraged but the design should 
not conflict with but fit in with other potential users of this technology. Should 
a low level PBN corridor for Helicopter traffic departing/arriving the TMA be 
introduced the airspace requirement would need to be coordinated 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise benefits to all 
stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the 
workload of pilots and air traffic 
control, as well as design more 
efficient routes 

3 See above comments 

Should minimise fuel and greenhouse 
gases (for civil operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of 
fuel and CO2 emissions 
produced. Consideration of 
short, direct flight paths 

5 Linked to PBN this should allow more efficient approach and departure 
procedures hence lowering CO2. 

Should minimise the impact of aircraft 
noise 
 

Comply with government 
regulation and policy on noise 
impact. Aim to reduce effects on 
health and quality of life by 
considering local circumstances 

4 This is becoming an increasing issue. The ‘fan’ type PBN arrivals and 
departures are liable to put noise over people not currently affected by the 
traffic flow patterns used by legacy ground-based navigation systems. 
Moving heli routes will likely generate more noise complaints as people not 
used to having overflights are subjected to increased levels 

 
 



D-104 
 

4. Table 3.  Please consider the Design Principles for minimising the impact of aircraft noise in Table 3 below.  You are requested to rank them in 
level of importance to you and your organisation and residents, where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on 
your ranking for each Design Principle.  
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Minimise the number of people newly 
overflown 
 

Limit designing new routes over 
those people who are not 
currently overflown by keeping 
routes as close to today’s flight 
paths as possible 

1 This will potentially cause a smaller increase in noise complaints, if any, 
associated with the design 

Minimise the total number of people 
affected by noise 
 

Reduce the number of people 
overflown by aircraft. This would 
lead to aircraft concentrated 
over a smaller number of routes 

2  

Consider fewer people affected, but 
more noise 

A steeper climb gradient would 
result in a potential increase in 
noise, but over a smaller area 

4  

Consider more people affected, but 
less noise 
 

A shallower climb gradient 
would result in potential 
reduction in noise, but over a 
larger area 

5  

Prioritise flight paths over rural areas 
rather than urban areas 
 

Favour routes over rural areas, 
rather than residential areas in 
towns and cities 

3  

 

 
5. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
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Any increase in amount of CAS will mean less airspace for aircraft proceeding VFR therefore creating a higher traffic density in the non-CAS; this will adversely affect 
safety as the risk of mid-air collision increases. 
 

 
 

British Helicopter Association 
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General Aviation Alliance 
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MOD ( ) 
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MOD ( ) 

 
Royal Air Force Northolt Draft Design Principles 

 
1. In the tables below, we have set out the draft Design Principles that will help shape the Airspace Change Proposal for Royal Air Force Northolt.  

Some of the Design Principles are set in stone and no comment is requested, but we seek your input into the remainder.   
 
2. Table 1.  These Design Principles do not require your comments but are included for your awareness. 
 

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning 

Must be safe Provide a safely designed airspace 
structure and routes, to ensure the 
safe operation of aircraft 

Must ensure continuation of 
military and governmental 
operational activity 
 

RAF Northolt must be able to operate 
to its current commitments and future 
Defence requirements 

 
Table 2.  Please consider the Design Principles for the general design of the Airspace Change Proposal in Table 2 below.  You are requested to rank 

them in level of importance to you and your organisation where 1 is the most important and 5 is the least important.  Please then comment on your 

ranking for each Design Principle.  

Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should minimise impact on 
other airspace users 
 

Minimise dependencies on other 
airspace users, including neighbouring 
airports, and consider opportunities to 
give away airspace that is not required 
for future operations 

3  
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Proposed Design Principle Reasoning Ranking Comment 

Should facilitate design using 
modern navigational technology 
 

Airspace and routes designed 
favouring the latest navigational 
technology 

2  
 

 

Should facilitate operational 
efficiencies to maximise benefits 
to all stakeholders 
 

Flight paths that minimise the workload 
of pilots and air traffic control, as well 
as design more efficient routes 

 
 
1 

I  
 

 
 

  

Should minimise fuel and 
greenhouse gases (for civil 
operations) 
 

Seek to minimise the amount of fuel 
and CO2 emissions produced. 
Consideration of short, direct flight 
paths 

4  

Should minimise the impact of 
aircraft noise 
 

Comply with government regulation 
and policy on noise impact. Aim to 
reduce effects on health and quality of 
life by considering local circumstances 

5  
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3. Please make any other comments you see fit on our draft Design Principles.  
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Albinati Aeronautics 

 

 

 


