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to be a greater volume than options B and D. It is on the basis of CAS that Option C 
is discontinued at this stage.” 
 
01/09/2022: The CAA considers this satisfactory and is content that this addresses 
the action given. 

3 References to other documents Recommendation - In the IOA the sponsor often refers to the Technical Appendix 
A that is not part of the IOA but being this a separate document, it is recommended 
that the sponsor includes a link to this file. 

4 Noise Abatement Procedures (NAPs) The sponsor mentions the existing NAP but does not explain what these involve nor 
links this to the document for the reader. In the IOA when assessing the options, it 
is stated that these procedures would need to change to accommodate the offset 
departures and turns but doesn’t explain what the change in terms of noise will be 
on the affected population. 
Recommendation – The sponsor must ensure that stakeholders understand what 
the NAPs are for and how they could change as part of the ACP going forward. 

5 Use of appropriate label for costs. The sponsor acknowledges that among the other costs included in Table E2, 
Glasgow airport is responsible of the homeowner relocation scheme for residential 
properties affected by noise and guarantees noise insulation schemes for sensitive 
buildings, i.e., schools and hospitals. However, these are not infrastructure costs 
directly related to the ANSP infrastructure but are indirect costs due to the airport 
activities 
As per para E36, the guidance provided in Table E2 is “by no means exhaustive 
and sponsor should endeavour to understand all of the potential costs and benefits 
that may be relevant for the specific change proposal”. This paragraph allows the 
sponsor flexibility to explore and expand the costs and benefits captured and 
presented. 
Recommendation – To avoid confusion among stakeholders, it is recommended 
that the sponsor re-labels these costs with a more appropriate wording and fully 
assesses them in the next stage, so that stakeholders can understand where 
financial impacts occur. 

6 Potential change to ILS Recommendation – The sponsor should consider any costs incurred as a result of 
changes to the ILS procedures, if required, at Stage 3. 

7 Justification for Runway 23 Arrival Option E  Page 134 - In the last paragraph the sponsor compares Option D to Option E but 
the comparison can be made clearer, as it is difficult for the reader to determine why 
Option d is better than E. This is the same for Runway 05 Arrival Option D. 
Recommendation – The sponsor must ensure that when discounting options, the 
language used in the summary allows the reader to understand why, without 
recourse to other areas of the document.  
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8 Label as preferred option  Recommendation – Page 136 - Runway 05 Arrival Hybrid Vectors and PBN should 
report that it is their preferred option in the table for consistency purposes. 

9 CAP2091 Recommendation Recommendation – The sponsor has not sued forecast to data to inform the 
CAP2091 category and states that they will reconfirm the CAP2091 category at 
stage 3; we recommend that the category is confirmed at the earliest opportunity to 
mitigate any risks of an incorrect category being used.  

10 Options Appraisal colour coding  Recommendation - There is inconsistency in the way colour coding has been 
applied in the summary tables in Section 5 of Step 2B. For example, “no impact” is 
coloured grey for some options and green for others. In addition, some options are 
green compared to the baseline but then coloured red in the summary tables. 
 
The sponsor should run a consistency check before submitting the document to the 
CAA. 

11 Rewording incorrect sentences 
 

Sponsor guidance states that “CAP1616 describes the purpose of the Design 
Principle Evaluation as setting out how a sponsor’s ‘design options have responded 
to the design principles’ and, although shortlisting of options often occurs at this 
stage, CAP1616 does not specifically set any expectation that any options will be 
discounted through the DPE.”   
Observation – The sponsor must note that the CAP1616 process encourages 
sponsors to narrow down the options through the DPE exercise if options are not in 
line with the discounting mechanism that the sponsor has identified at this stage 
(I.e., Step 2A). This prevents that “unviable options” are assessed in more details at 
Step 2B and allows the sponsor to focus only on those options that have the 
potential to bring the change outlined in the SoN. 

12 DPE and Not Applicable text 
 

In the DPE the sponsor explains and colour-codes how options meet, partially meet 
or do not meet DPs, however there are some grey boxes in the main document that 
are not labelled consistently. 
Observation - For transparency a N/A (Not Applicable) box should be used 
consistently throughout the documentation. (Pages 98-99). 

13 Arrival track CO2 methodology 
 

Observation - CO2/fuel burn has been used to inform the arrival track that is taken 
forward. However, it is not entirely clear how this has been calculated. We look 
forward to greater detail at Stage 3. In accordance with CAP1616 B11 the sponsor 
must explain the methodology it adopted in order to reach its input and analysis 
results. 
 

 






