






Of the 13 responses received, 8 responses confirm their ‘SUPPORT’ for the proposed airspace change (62%) and 5 have ‘NO 
COMMENT’ (38%). No respondents categorised their level of support for the proposed changes as ‘AMBIVILANT’ or 
‘OBJECT’ and no modifications were made to the airspace design following consultation. This has been verified by reviewing 
the raw consultation responses via Citizen Space. Consultees were also invited to provide additional comments on their 
chosen category (Support, No Comment, Ambivalent, Object). The responses are summarised below: 
 
SUPPORT 

 
• Association of Remotely Piloted Aircraft Systems UK: Supports the TMZ because in the long term it will enhance safety 

in the area for both manned and unmanned aviation.  
• Guild of Air Traffic Control Officers: Supports the implementation of a TMZ as described in the consultation but made no 

further comments.  
• Norwich Airport Ltd: TMZ will have a negligible impact on Norwich Airport operations; all Norwich based North Sea 

Helicopters are SSR equipped and therefore will be able to comply. 
• Bristow SAR: Azimuth Range Blanking, coupled with a TMZ, should mitigate the associated reduction in radar 

performance.  
• Maritime and Coastguard Agency: Supports the Bristow SAR response but made no further comments.  
• British Balloon & Airship Club: TMZ will have no impact on hot air ballooning.  
• NATS - NERL: No impact on systems or procedures and therefore NERL supports the proposal.  
• NATS - Aberdeen Offshore: In respect of the Anglia Radar ATC operation (which is provided by NATS Aberdeen - 

Offshore) they would be content with Option D, the provision of a TMZ to mitigate the blanking of Cromer PSR.  
 
NO COMMENT 
  
• NHV Helicopters Ltd: TMZs have little effect on commercial offshore traffic.  
• Airfield Operators Group: Would be extremely surprised if the proposal will have any practical impact on GA given the 

location of the proposed TMZ. 
• British Gliding Association: Proposed TMZ does not impact gliding operations, which do not extend that far out to sea.  
• Defence Airspace & Air Traffic Management: MOD are content subject to the mitigation being approved, implemented and 

operational before erection of the WTGs as per the Condition of the development agreement.  
• British Microlight Aircraft Association: Provided no additional comment.  

 
 
 

 







developments have explored a variety of options to mitigate the risk, with RAG implemented in developments, alongside a 
TMZ. Stakeholders were invited to give their feedback on the Sponsor’s proposal to establish a TMZ within Class G airspace.  
 
Stakeholder Engagement 
Signposted stakeholders to the Airspace Change Portal (Citizen Space) where they could download previous engagement 
material at Stages 1-2.  
 
Justification and Objectives 
According to the Sponsor, “The objectives of this ACP are to ensure aviation safety, with no increased risk to an ATCOs ability 
to detect aircraft conflictions and to meet the planning consent condition for these wind farms development to enable their 
construction and realise significant environmental benefits by the generation of renewable energy”. 
 
Current Airspace – The “do nothing” Option 
Presented a chart illustrating the current airspace within the North Sea (UK AIP ENR 6.25) and the proposed Norfolk Vanguard 
and Boreas developments. The ‘do nothing’ option does not meet the planning consent condition or the Design Principles thus 
the wind farm developments could not be constructed. It is included for comparison purposes only. 
 
Proposed Airspace – TMZ Option D 
Provided stakeholders with technical and operational information with a chart illustrating the proposed Vattenfall TMZ and the 
Norfolk Vanguard and Boreas Developments. The proposed wind farms are located within UK and Dutch airspace in the North 
Sea and at their closest the wind farms will be 47 km from the Norfolk coastline. Some UK Air Traffic Service (ATS) routes 
transit the windfarms location but will not be affected by this change as the vertical extent of the TMZ will reach FL100. The 
rationale for Option D TMZ being the preferred option is that the simplified TMZ boundary shape is advantageous from a 
Human Factors perspective which has been found to be effective in previous wind farm developments.  
 
Predicted Scale of Impacts and Benefits of TMZ Option D 
The Sponsor presented a summary of impacts and benefits of TMZ Option D and signposted stakeholders to the Final Options 
Appraisal.    
 
Consultation Participation/Timeframe 
Signposted stakeholders to the Airspace Change Portal (Citizen Space) with clear instructions on how to respond. A postal 
address was provided if stakeholders required a paper copy of the consultation document or if they wished to submit their 
response via post.  
 
 
 














