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Southampton Airport 
Airspace Change Proposal 
Appendix D – Stakeholder Feedback 
 

Executive Summary 
This document details the feedback that Southampton Airport received from Stakeholders during the formal feedback period following the stakeholder briefing sessions. Comments made during the briefing sessions 
were also taken into account and can be found in the engagement report. Full details of the communications, including communication content, can be found in Appendix C. Feedback not submitted by the form, but 
by email or provision of a document, has been summarised at the end of this Appendix.  
 
For a timeline of key engagement activity, please see the engagement report. 
  





 
• Solent and Dorset Coast SPA 
 
• Emmer Bog SAC  
 
 
 
In consideration of the four route options, 
you will need to determine if these 
operations could have a negative effect on 
the designated sites over and above the 
current usage at Southampton Airport. In 
order to determine whether the proposed 
routes will have a Likely Significant Effect on 
the integrity of designated sites, a review of 
the qualifying features of each designated 
sites could be undertaken as part of a 
Habitat Regulations Assessment.  
 
 
 
The proposed routes should also consider 
impacts on birds within SPA supporting 
habitat. The change in location of aircraft 
may increase the chance of bird strikes 
causing a direct impact on individual birds 
and potentially on the populations as a 
whole. Appropriate avoidance or mitigation 
measures may be required.  
 
 
 
The Solent Wader and Brent Goose Strategy 
identifies a network of non-designated 
terrestrial wader and brent goose sites that 
support the Solent and Southampton Water 
SPA, Portsmouth Harbour SPA, and 
Chichester and Langstone Harbours SPA 
(commonly referred to as the ‘Solent SPAs’) 
and aims to protect it from land take and 
recreational pressure associated with new 
development. These sites can be referred to 
as 'SPA functionally linked land’ or ‘SPA 
supporting habitat’. The terrestrial wader 
and brent goose sites are located on land 
that falls outside of the Solent SPAs 
boundaries. However, as this land is 
frequently used by SPA species (including 
qualifying features and assemblage species), 
it supports the functionality and integrity of 
the designated sites for these features. This 
land will contribute to the achievement of 
the SPAs’ conservation objectives and is 
therefore protected in this context. This land 
supports the ecological network by providing 
alternative roosting and foraging sites. 
 





 
 
 
Were the Solent CTA 4 (Class 
D from 2500 ft to 5500 ft) to 
be extended west to mirror 
the boundary of Portsmouth 
CTA 13 (Class A from FL65 to 
FL115), this would have 
lesser impact as Tutor aircraft 
are usually around FL65 
conducting GH, and would 
avoid that area laterally. 
Difficulty would be 
encountered if the boundary 
of Solent CTA 4 were moved 
further west than the current 
Portsmouth CTA 13 
boundary. 
 
 
 
In addition, Options 3&4 may 
reduce the lower level of the 
controlled airspace between 
Bournemouth and 
Southampton CTRs from 
2000 ft to 1500 ft. Although 
this does not directly affect 
SUAS/ BUAS (with no routine 
ops over The New Forest), it 
does increase the risk for GA 
and there may be a knock-on 
effect if more GA are forced 
closer to Bournemouth CTR 
to transit this area at 2000 ft. 
If the lateral limits of the CTA 
expand to the West, 
additional transit time might 
be incurred in order to 
operate in more distant Class 
G airspace. 
 
 
 
Additionally any constriction 
in training airspace due to 
increasing CAS will increase 
traffic density and therefore 
concentrate aircraft noise 
over a smaller area. 
Consequently this will 
increase the number of noise 
complaints from residents 
already motivated to have 
formed complainant groups 
in this already congested 

















 











1

From:
Sent: 31 July 2022 11:43
To: #SOU Airspacechange
Cc:
Subject: consultation

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Red category

CAUTION: External email. Unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe, do not click links or open attachments. 
Please report anything suspicious or abusive by using the ‘Report Phishing Email’ button. 

 
Dear  
 
First of all, thank you for the sincere consultation exercise. 
 
I am a microlight pilot using an aircraft based at Blackbushe and I frequently fly to Portsmouth, the Isle of Wight, and to 
the southwest; these are popular destinations for recreational pilots. I have two comments relating to the process 
outlined in your on-line presentation. These relate to prevention of bottlenecks and maintaining or improving safety, 
which are stated as goals but not considered from some points of view in the proposals. 
 

1. Bottlenecks. You state the avoidance of bottlenecks as a goal, but your presentation only shows Solent CTA; 
neighbouring controlled airspace is not mentioned, which of course makes the bottlenecks impossible to 
appraise. I did not see any discussion of them. As I mentioned in previous emails, a serious bottleneck is 
between the western edge of the Solent CTA and the Middle Wallop MATZ. (The narrowness of the gap at 
reasonable heights surely helps account for the nearly complete absence of GA traffic in the areas of 
uncontrolled airspace south of Salisbury.) Similarly, there is only a narrow gap to the west of the Lee-on-Solent 
ATZ. Attention needs to be paid to the width of these gaps. Also, you should consider that the triangle of CTA at 
the eastern edge of the Solent zone currently has a base height of 3000’ and covers some high ground features 
(spot heights >600 feet). There is potential for creating vertical bottlenecks in this area if the base is lowered. 

2. Safety. One item I did not see discussed was the safety of single-engine aircraft crossing the Solent. In general, 
to avoid ditching after an engine failure, one would want to fly over this water at a height that allows a glide to 
one shore or the other from the mid-point, plus a margin to find a landing spot once the shore has been 
reached and to account for headwinds. A typical glide ratio for a light aircraft would be 10:1. Proposals should 
take this into account when considering minimum heights of CTA over the Solent and also whether extensions 
of CTA would force light aircraft to take longer routes over water. 

 
Thank you for your consideration, 
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Hampshire Chamber of Commerce 
 
 

Monday 8th August 2022 

 

Fao:  
Southampton Airport 
Email:  

 

Dear  

Re: Southampton Airport - Airspace Change Proposal 

The Hampshire Chamber of Commerce  is committed 

to supporting the sustainable operation and development of Southampton International Airport as a 

critical piece of infrastructure for the region. The airport is fundamental to the region’s holiday and 

leisure market, as well as ensuring that we remain competitive in the business world by offering a 

successful commuter airport for the region’s businesses linking us to other regions in the UK as well 

as internationally. In addition to this, the airport acts as a vital lifeline link between the Southampton 

General Hospital and outlying regions of the UK including the Channel Islands and this must be 

prioritised. 

As such the Hampshire Chamber of Commerce  is 

pleased to see that the Design Principles adopted include a need to enable the airspace to be 

capable of accommodating the growth predicted within the airport’s masterplan whilst also aiming 

to minimise and where possible reduce adverse impacts on health and quality of life from aircraft 

noise, degradation of air quality and impacts on ecology and recognition of the impact on residents’ 

health and well-being. The use of varied and multiple options is supported to ensure an equitable 

split of traffic, whilst it is also important to balance the importance of the region’s superlative 

natural environmental assets with the airport’s ongoing growth. As such we support the use and 

order of the design principles.  

It is not for the Chamber to comment on any one particular route but support the option that will 

ensure the maximum efficiency and capacity delivery for the airport with the least impact on 

particular locations/population groups overall. This is the role of the due process. 

 

 

 

 











 

 

 
 

Southampton International Airport 
 

 
 
 

Our Ref: JP/DI/AT 
Enq to:  

 
 

 
 
08 August 2022 
 

 
 

 
Re: Airspace Change proposal – feedback on approach to developing route 
options 
 
Thank you for inviting Winchester City Council to comment on the process for 
developing route options as part of the National Airspace Change Programme.  
 
Officers from the council have recently attended the Stakeholder briefing sessions and 
have sought additional clarity on a number of points following those meetings. The 
council’s response set out below is therefore made upon this basis, but please contact 
officers again if we have not understood correctly the details of the process, and we 
will provide a further response if required. 
 
The process is strictly defined within CAA guidance (CAP1616) and every airport is 
required to follow that process. For Southampton International Airport (SIA) this is to 
redesign controlled airspace up to 7000ft.  
 
In line with CAP1616, SIA has developed 16 Design Principles from which 4 Options 
encompassing 16 routes are being proposed for further detailed modelling. It is 
understood that the current feedback request is simply to comment on the process of 
determining the options from the design principles and not the merits or otherwise of 
the Options themselves.  This will come at a later phase and the council will want to 
provide its comment having carefully assessed each option, when more information is 
available, in order to understand the impacts of each upon the district particularly in 
relation to people living and working in the areas affected by these proposals. .   
 
The council understands that SIA could not start with a completely blank canvas and 
ask the public to come up with a set of proposed options. Taking the design principles 
to come up with routing options that are technically viable and above all safe, requires 
deep aviation expertise, access to WebTrak data mapping and the ability to use 
‘flooding’ analysis to test conceptual priorities. This approach has informed the 
development of the 4 Options proposed.  In addition, this process has also involved 



  

close liaison with Air Traffic Control at NATS, to establish how these options link into 
air space corridors above 7000ft and whether they are likely to affect the operability of 
neighbouring airports and airspace users.   
 
The council also understands that with the next phases of the process, which will 
involve full public consultation, SIA is not locked into these 4 Options and therefore if 
any of the 16 routes are subsequently found to be unsuitable (following more detailed 
analysis) for example, further new options can be then explored.  
 
As stated above we do appreciate that now is not the appropriate time to comment on 
the merits, or otherwise, of the options developed to this point and we will do this at 
the right stage of the process. However, we hope that sufficient exploration and 
explanation will be given to the Design principles that address flying over less 
populated areas, such as the Itchen navigation, whilst appreciating that a fair and 
equitable share of traffic across all routes will need to be considered.  The council will 
want to carefully assess the noise impacts on our residents including in the settlements 
of Twyford, Shawford, Otterbourne, Colden Common and Winchester. 
 
The next stages of the process will be looking at the options in far more detail, including 
qualitative and quantitative noise assessments to determine the impacts on ground 
based populations including in Winchester’s area. These stages will involve a more 
detailed explanation of how each of the routes meet the Design Principles and this will 
also include an assessment of environmental impacts such as carbon emissions.  
 
Once this process is complete, we hope that any CAA agreed routes will be enshrined 
in Noise Preferred Routings (NPRs) that extend to cover the Winchester District as 
well as Eastleigh’s area. 
 
We therefore await the  next stages of the process with interest, and  the council  will 
want to fully engage in the consultation process and will be seeking to deliver the best 
outcomes for the Winchester District.  
 
Yours sincerely 
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Given the way I manage my work-life balance, you may get emails from me outside the normal working hours. Please 
do not feel any pressure to respond outside your own work patterns/scheduled work hours. 
 

 
 

From: Airspace Change Southampton <airspace.change@southamptonairport.com>  
Sent: 19 July 2022 17:32 
To:  
Subject: Southampton Airport asks for your feedback on its Airspace Change Proposal by Tuesday 9th August 2022 
 
Dear  
 
Southampton Airport asks for your feedback on its Airspace Change Proposal by Tuesday 9th August 2022 
 
This is a reminder to give Southampton Airport your feedback on its approach to developing route options, if you have not 
already done so. 
 
We have extended the feedback deadline by two weeks to secure your comments; the new feedback deadline is 
Tuesday 9th August 2022. 
 
It is important that we secure feedback from a wide range of stakeholder types, so we would encourage you to use this 
opportunity to provide your comments. 
 
We recently held three Stakeholder Briefing sessions to outline our approach to options development. If you were unable 
to attend a session or would like to hear the presentation again, a recording is now available on the website at 
https://southamptonairport.consultationonline.co.uk/. 
 
Further information 
 
We’d like to thank all those who have contributed to date to Southampton Airport’s ACP; we remain committed to ensuring 
your organisation can provide feedback on how the airport should progress its part of the UK-wide Airspace Modernisation 
Strategy.  
 
Should you have any questions, please view our FAQ page, which covers many of the most common queries. You can 
also find out more about the Airspace Modernisation Strategy here and Southampton Airport’s ACP here. 
If you would like information not covered in this email, please contact us on 0800 298 7040 or via email at 
airspace.change@southamptonairport.com. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
 Southampton Airport 

 
 
CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE: The information contained in this email and accompanying data are intended only for the 
person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and / or privileged material. If you are not the 
intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and 
may be unlawful. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies of this message and 
attachments. Please note that Southampton International Airport Limited monitors incoming and outgoing mail for 
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compliance with its Information Security policy. This includes scanning emails for computer viruses. Southampton 
International Airport Limited is a private limited company registered in England under Company Number 2431858, with 
the Registered Office at Southampton, Hampshire, SO18 2NL. COMPANY PARTICULARS: For information about 
Southampton International Airport, please visit www.southamptonairport.com 
 
 
This email is confidential but may have to be disclosed under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, Environmental Information 
Regulations 2004 or data protection legislation. If you are not the person or organisation it was meant for, apologies, please ignore it, 
delete it, and notify us. SCC does not make legally binding agreements or accept formal notices/proceedings by email. E-mails may be 
monitored. This email (and its attachments) is intended only for the use of the person(s) to whom it is addressed, and may contain 
information that is privileged and/or confidential. If it has come to you in error, you must take no action based on it, nor must you copy 
or show it to anyone. 
 
Our Privacy Policy (http://www.southampton.gov.uk/privacy) explains how we handle your personal data 
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From: >
Sent: 19 July 2022 17:19
To: #SOU Airspacechange
Cc:
Subject: Southampton Airport's Airspace Change Proposal consultation

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Blue category, Red category

CAUTION: External email. Unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe, do not click links or open attachments. 
Please report anything suspicious or abusive by using the ‘Report Phishing Email’ button. 

 
 

 
 
I am emailing to submit my comments for Southampton Airport’s Airspace Change Proposal consultation that 
is being run until Tuesday 26th July as you know. 
 
Please may I join previous calls for the process to be amended with the following changes? 
 
(1)        Communities in Winchester should not be excluded, but fully engaged with SIA in all decision making 
steps from the translation of the design principles into draft route and airspace change options. 
 
(2)        To facilitate appropriate community engagement, investigation and decision making for the airspace 
changes over Winchester district, should involve representatives from WCC, HCC and affected Parish 
Councils 
 
(3)        As there is likely to be post implementation issues, the engagement of the communities should 
continue beyond initial implementation so communities can ensure all future decision making considers the 
Winchester community viewpoints fairly. 
 
Yours, 

 

 
                                                             

 
 

  

Keep up with my work via 
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| |  
 
FIND AND FOLLOW GREEN WINCHESTER 
 

 
 
Under GDPR, your data (name, address and email) will be held by Steve Brine in relation to casework, in support of his Parliamentary duties and to carry out work 
necessary to his role of representing constituent’s views as Member of Parliament for Winchester & Chandler’s Ford. 
 
 
UK Parliament Disclaimer: this e-mail is confidential to the intended recipient. If you have received it in error, please 
notify the sender and delete it from your system. Any unauthorised use, disclosure, or copying is not permitted. This e-
mail has been checked for viruses, but no liability is accepted for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this e-
mail. This e-mail address is not secure, is not encrypted and should not be used for sensitive data.  
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Southampton Airport asks for feedback on its Airspace Change Proposal by TOMORROW 
 
If you have not already done so, this is a reminder to give Southampton Airport your feedback on its approach to developing 
route options.   
 
Further to our previous email, we are asking for your comments by midnight tomorrow (Tuesday 9th August 2022). 
 
It is important that we secure feedback from a broad range of stakeholder types, so we would ask that you use this 
opportunity to provide your comments. 
 
We recently held three Stakeholder Briefing sessions to outline our approach to options development. If you were unable 
to attend a session or would like to hear the presentation again, a recording is now available on the website at 
https://southamptonairport.consultationonline.co.uk/. 
 
Further information 
 
We’d like to thank all those who have contributed to date to Southampton Airport’s ACP; we remain committed to ensuring 
your organisation can provide feedback on how the airport should progress its part of the UK-wide Airspace Modernisation 
Strategy.  
 
Should you have any questions, please view our FAQ page, which covers many of the most common queries. You can 
also find out more about the Airspace Modernisation Strategy here and Southampton Airport’s ACP here. 
 
If you would like information not covered in this email, please contact us on 0800 298 7040 or via email at 
airspace.change@southamptonairport.com. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
, Southampton Airport 

CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE: The information contained in this email and accompanying data are intended only for the 
person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and / or privileged material. If you are not the 
intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and 
may be unlawful. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies of this message and 
attachments. Please note that Southampton International Airport Limited monitors incoming and outgoing mail for 
compliance with its Information Security policy. This includes scanning emails for computer viruses. Southampton 
International Airport Limited is a private limited company registered in England under Company Number 2431858, with 
the Registered Office at Southampton, Hampshire, SO18 2NL. COMPANY PARTICULARS: For information about 
Southampton International Airport, please visit www.southamptonairport.com 
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Switchboard:  
Website: www.newforestnpa.gov.uk 
 
Connect with us on: 
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The New Forest National Park Authority's purposes 
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This message is intended solely for the addressee and may contain confidential information or information that is legally privileged or otherwise protected by law. 
If you have received this message in error, please notify the New Forest National Park Authority’s Data Protection Officer immediately by email to 
dpo@newforestnpa.gov.uk, and immediately and permanently delete it. Do not use, copy or disclose the information contained in this message or in any 
attachment. This email is sent subject to contract. Any personal opinions expressed in this message do not necessarily reflect the policy of the New Forest 
National Park Authority.  
 
The New Forest National Park Authority cannot accept any respons bility for the accuracy or completeness of this message as it has been transmitted over a 
public network. Although the New Forest National Park Authority has taken reasonable precautions to ensure no viruses are present in this email, we cannot 
accept responsibility for any loss or damage sustained as a result of computer viruses and you should carry out your own virus checks before opening any 
attachments. 
 
Information as to how we use your personal data can be found here: www.newforestnpa.gov.uk/privacy-cookies/ 









 

             Otterbourne Parish Council 

                    

           

Tel:                         

Email:           

  

 25 July 2022 

 

 

 

Southampton International Airport    

 

 

Dear  

 

Southampton Airport’s Airspace Change Proposal 

 

As part the Airspace Change Proposal (ACP) initiative Southampton International Airport 

(SIA) has requested comments on the Stage 2 process for reworking the airspace around the 

airport.     

We have examined the July 2019 PowerPoint presentation and workshop documents relating 

to discussion about the Design Principles.  Following the briefing session 27 June 2022, it is 

unclear to us and further information is required regarding:   

(1) How agreement of the Design Principles was achieved.   

 

(2) The translation from Design Principles to Operating Concepts. This appears to have been 

done pre-emptively, without transparency and full community involvement.  

(3) Moving from Operating Concepts to draft Routes. Again apparently pre-emptively without 

community engagement or transparency.  

We understand that the Design Principles submitted cannot all be fully satisfied by any single 

proposal given some will be in tension with others, however as they affect community issues, 

any compromises that were made should be transparent.   

The Design Principles relating to safety (1) and alignment with CAA’s Airspace 

Modernisation Strategy (2) seem sensible as priorities, however there is no evidence as to what 

weighting has been developed for the remainder of the list as then used to develop Operational 

Concepts.  

                 Continued/… 



The Design Principles also appear to omit consideration of the regulated rule of noise 

prioritisation below 4000ft which is an important factor when translating to Operating 

Concepts and draft routes – see Appx.   

SIA has produced Operating Concepts within these presentations and taken forward to propose 

draft routes, however this has yet to be agreed (Stage 2 Consultation). This appears premature 

and draws attention away from the approval process of Design Principles to Operating 

Concepts to thoughts of routes that have yet to gain community support. 

Proposed corrective actions: 

 

 The process used for determining the Design Principles’ compromises and weighting 

for the list to take forward for the Operating Concepts is made transparent.  

 

 The Operating Concepts and route options as presented should be revised and route 

options published based on the process that is agreed for Stage 2. 

 

 A working group should be formed for the airspace to the North involving 

representatives from WCC, HCC and the northern parishes impacted by airspace 

change in order to rework the translation from Design Principles to Operating Concepts, 

recording decisions, transparency and community engagement.  

 

 This group should also have input into the production of draft routes and the 

formalisation of routes into CAA submissions.  Access to be provided to any and all 

information required to ensure best possible decision making, including the flooding 

tool data.  

 

 A post implementation group should be set up to manage the implementation of the 

plan within the approval that would have come from the CAA. This should not be the 

SIACC as the issues will be specific to the SIA operating over Winchester districts. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

  

 Otterbourne Parish Council 

 

Co-signed: 

 Compton & Shawford Parish Council 

 

  



 

Appendix:  2017 Governments guidelines for the CAA on priorities when changing airspace 
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AOPA UK 
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Kind regards 

 
 
On Mon, 8 Aug 2022, 09:48 Airspace Change Southampton, <airspace.change@southamptonairport.com> wrote: 

 

  

Southampton Airport asks for feedback on its Airspace Change Proposal by TOMORROW 

  

If you have not already done so, this is a reminder to give Southampton Airport your feedback on its approach to developing 
route options.   

  

Further to our previous email, we are asking for your comments by midnight tomorrow (Tuesday 9th August 2022). 

  

It is important that we secure feedback from a broad range of stakeholder types, so we would ask that you use this 
opportunity to provide your comments. 

  

We recently held three Stakeholder Briefing sessions to outline our approach to options development. If you were unable 
to attend a session or would like to hear the presentation again, a recording is now available on the website at 
https://southamptonairport.consultationonline.co.uk/. 

  

Further information 

  

We’d like to thank all those who have contributed to date to Southampton Airport’s ACP; we remain committed to ensuring 
your organisation can provide feedback on how the airport should progress its part of the UK-wide Airspace Modernisation 
Strategy.  

  

Should you have any questions, please view our FAQ page, which covers many of the most common queries. You can 
also find out more about the Airspace Modernisation Strategy here and Southampton Airport’s ACP here. 

  

If you would like information not covered in this email, please contact us on 0800 298 7040 or via email at 
airspace.change@southamptonairport.com. 

  

Yours sincerely, 
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 Southampton Airport 

CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE: The information contained in this email and accompanying data are intended only for the 
person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and / or privileged material. If you are not the 
intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and 
may be unlawful. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies of this message and 
attachments. Please note that Southampton International Airport Limited monitors incoming and outgoing mail for 
compliance with its Information Security policy. This includes scanning emails for computer viruses. Southampton 
International Airport Limited is a private limited company registered in England under Company Number 2431858, with 
the Registered Office at Southampton, Hampshire, SO18 2NL. COMPANY PARTICULARS: For information about 
Southampton International Airport, please visit www.southamptonairport.com 
 













 

SOUTHAMPTON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AIRSPACE CHANGE PROPOSAL 

WESTERN AIR (THRUXTON) LTD FEEDBACK ON STAKEHOLDER BRIEFING 

SESSION 27 JUNE 2022 

 

Western Air wishes to express thanks for being given the opportunity to participate in 

the Airspace Change Process.  

The Stakeholder Briefing Session proved to be informative, however there was one 

issue which it is hoped can be resolved for future meetings. The quality and clarity of 

the projected graphics presented during the meeting was very poor. Much of it was 

impossible to read. 

Set out below is our feedback. This is focussed on the Developing of Route Options 

presented and a viewpoint of what we see as the logical consequences with 

subsequent airspace design. 

As the Aerodrome Operator of Thruxton Aerodrome, Western Air naturally wishes to 

ensure that any airspace change does not adversely impact on our business, which is 

totally dependent upon GA traffic. In this respect we are particularly concerned that 

any airspace change will not unreasonably impact on accessibility to Thruxton by GA. 

A need for change is recognised, and in this respect a pragmatic view is taken. While 

that presented illustrated the need for change to the current controlled airspace 

structure, it is our considered opinion that change can be a combination of some 

additional controlled airspace balanced by a reversion of some current Class D 

airspace to Class G, the latter being accomplished by a raising of certain current CTA 

lower limits. Specifically, we envisage that such changes will be practicable in CTA 2 

(between Bournemouth and Southampton CTR), CTA 6 and CTA 8, albeit possibly by 

sub-division of current CTA sub-sections (as shown in the UK AIP Control Zone and 

Control Area/CTR Chart at page ENR 6-38).  

Changes to CTA 2 (west of Bournemouth) and CTR 7 have not been considered as 

they are considered to be included in any future ACP originated by Bournemouth 

Airport. 

It is further considered that the Southampton CTR lateral limits to the east and west of 

the airport could be contracted, being replaced by CTA with a lower limit of 1500 FT. 

It would appear that any additional controlled airspace will need to be focussed on 

areas to the north-east and south-west of the CTR in order to protect aircraft on or 

shortly before intercepting the final approach track for either runway. From what we 

perceive from the limited design requirements already disclosed we currently have no 

concern. 

From an environmental viewpoint the impression given was that even at this early 

stage of the ACP the focus appears to be on accommodating an IAP for runway 20 for 

arrivals from the north that involves at 360 degrees turn in the vicinity of a congested 

area, namely the City of Winchester, rather than accommodating a direct approach.  
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This is a reminder to give Southampton Airport your feedback on its approach to developing route options, if you have not 
already done so. 
 
We have extended the feedback deadline by two weeks to secure your comments; the new feedback deadline is 
Tuesday 9th August 2022. 
 
It is important that we secure feedback from a wide range of stakeholder types, so we would encourage you to use this 
opportunity to provide your comments. 
 
We recently held three Stakeholder Briefing sessions to outline our approach to options development. If you were unable 
to attend a session or would like to hear the presentation again, a recording is now available on the website at 
https://southamptonairport.consultationonline.co.uk/. 
 
Further information 
 
We’d like to thank all those who have contributed to date to Southampton Airport’s ACP; we remain committed to ensuring 
your organisation can provide feedback on how the airport should progress its part of the UK-wide Airspace Modernisation 
Strategy.  
 
Should you have any questions, please view our FAQ page, which covers many of the most common queries. You can 
also find out more about the Airspace Modernisation Strategy here and Southampton Airport’s ACP here. 
If you would like information not covered in this email, please contact us on 0800 298 7040 or via email at 
airspace.change@southamptonairport.com. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
 Southampton Airport 

 
 
CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE: The information contained in this email and accompanying data are intended only for the 
person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and / or privileged material. If you are not the 
intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and 
may be unlawful. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies of this message and 
attachments. Please note that Southampton International Airport Limited monitors incoming and outgoing mail for 
compliance with its Information Security policy. This includes scanning emails for computer viruses. Southampton 
International Airport Limited is a private limited company registered in England under Company Number 2431858, with 
the Registered Office at Southampton, Hampshire, SO18 2NL. COMPANY PARTICULARS: For information about 
Southampton International Airport, please visit www.southamptonairport.com 
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6. We would like to protest at the misleading claim in the video which you showed about about the benefits of aviation, 
that it brings in £20m from inbound tourism. This ignores the £30m taken out of the economy by outbound tourism, so 
the video should either have acknowledged this or quoted the net (i.e. negative) impact of tourism on the economy.   
 

 
AXO 
Members all around Southampton airport.  
https://axosouthampton.wordpress.com/ 
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From:
Sent: 04 August 2022 18:34
To: #SOU Airspacechange
Subject: Re: REMINDER: Southampton Airport asks for feedback on its Airspace Change 

Proposal by Tuesday 9th August 2022

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Blue category

CAUTION: External email. Unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe, do not click links or open attachments. 
Please report anything suspicious or abusive by using the ‘Report Phishing Email’ button. 

 
Some points on stage 2 presentation. 
1  Option 4 would result in the closure of Lasham Gliding club, which I believe is the world's biggest gliding 
site. 
2  The traffic figures you used were for just before Flybe stopped operations. Perhaps figures for just after 
might 
      Be more relevant. 
3  Airspace "modernisation" should mean LESS controlled airspace. Also when planning extra CAS please take 
in 
     consideration the huge increase in CAS around Farnborough and the reduction of safety to GA and gliders 
by 
     producing pinch points and unsafe concentrations of light aircraft. Any increase in CAS  
     around Southampton/Lasham/Basingstoke would not enhance safety. 
Regards, 

   
 

From: Airspace Change Southampton <airspace.change@southamptonairport.com> 
Sent: 04 August 2022 10:56 
To:  
Subject: REMINDER: Southampton Airport asks for feedback on its Airspace Change Proposal by Tuesday 9th August 
2022  
  
Dear  
  
REMINDER: Southampton Airport asks for feedback on its Airspace Change Proposal by Tuesday 9th August 2022
  
This is a reminder to give Southampton Airport your feedback on its approach to developing route options, if you have not 
already done so. 
  
Further to our previous email, the feedback deadline is Tuesday 9th August 2022. 
  
It is really important that we secure feedback from a broad range of stakeholder types, so we would ask that you use this 
opportunity to provide your comments. 
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We recently held three Stakeholder Briefing sessions to outline our approach to options development. If you were unable 
to attend a session or would like to hear the presentation again, a recording is now available on the website at
https://southamptonairport.consultationonline.co.uk/. 
  
Further information 
  
We’d like to thank all those who have contributed to date to Southampton Airport’s ACP; we remain committed to ensuring 
your organisation can provide feedback on how the airport should progress its part of the UK-wide Airspace Modernisation 
Strategy.  
  
Should you have any questions, please view our FAQ page, which covers many of the most common queries. You can 
also find out more about the Airspace Modernisation Strategy here and Southampton Airport’s ACP here. 
If you would like information not covered in this email, please contact us on 0800 298 7040 or via email at
airspace.change@southamptonairport.com. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
  

 Southampton Airport 
  
  
CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE: The information contained in this email and accompanying data are intended only for the 
person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and / or privileged material. If you are not the 
intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and 
may be unlawful. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies of this message and 
attachments. Please note that Southampton International Airport Limited monitors incoming and outgoing mail for 
compliance with its Information Security policy. This includes scanning emails for computer viruses. Southampton 
International Airport Limited is a private limited company registered in England under Company Number 2431858, with 
the Registered Office at Southampton, Hampshire, SO18 2NL. COMPANY PARTICULARS: For information about 
Southampton International Airport, please visit http://www.southamptonairport.com  
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From:
Sent: 31 July 2022 12:30
To: #SOU Airspacechange
Cc:
Subject: Comments from Colden Common Parish Council - Airspace design
Attachments: Airspace design principle.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Blue category, Red category

CAUTION: External email. Unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe, do not click links or open attachments. 
Please report anything suspicious or abusive by using the ‘Report Phishing Email’ button. 

 
The Parish Council is concern about how the airport prioritised the airspace design principles. 
 
No information is given on how the airport concluded the priority of the items DP1 to DP15. No evidence or weighting is 
given how these priorities were decided, and no opportunity has been given for comments on the priority order. 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

Web    www.coldencommon-pc.gov.uk 
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From:
Sent: 12 July 2022 18:56
To: #SOU Airspacechange
Cc:  

Subject: Excessive noise intrusion 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Green category, Blue category, Red category

CAUTION: External email. Unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe, do not click links or open 
attachments. Please report anything suspicious or abusive by using the ‘Report Phishing Email’ button. 
 
 
Dear  
 
Just one question and how can it be that the noise preferred route is over local communities such as ours I 
Southampton which is made up of so many families with children ? 
Many of which include attend local schools such as the two in Bitterne that are regularly distributed by the now larger 
and more intrusive flights or not allowed the chance of quality time at home with their families due to excessive flights 
at the weekends some of which start as early as 07:00 on a Sunday morning ? 
 
How can this be a noise preferred route ? 
 
Warm regards, 
 
Local residents of Bitterne park, Southampton. 
 
 
Sent from my iPad 









Response to Southampton ACP Stage 2B. 

6th of August 2022. 

Intro. 

My name is  and I am currently the   for Lasham 

Gliding Society. I also sit on the British Gliding Association’s Airspace Sub-committee, and as a result 

I have developed the following response to the Stage 2A Engagement seminar, on the 

“Comprehensive List of Options”, on behalf of both Lasham Gliding Society, and the British Gliding 

Association.  

Last document update on the CAA website. 

It is noted that the last update on the CAA’s ACP portal, was a letter to ACOG dated the 11th of 

February 2022. 

Not to seek feedback on specific routes. 

It is noted that on slide 8 the following was stated, “The purpose of this session is to explore, and 

test our approach to developing the options”. It was then stated in the presentation, that the 

purpose was NOT to seek feedback on individual routes. 

From slide 24 the presentation then covered “A Comprehensive List of Options”. When we look at 

these options, it appears to show specific routes that would be flown. As they were included in the 

presentation, I feel that we have to comment at this stage on a number of these options, as there 

are issues that are relevant to the Gliding and GA community, and these need to be addressed 

before the ACP moves towards stage 3. 

 

Design Principles. 

I have reviewed the Design Principles, and would like to make the following observations. 

DP 5. “SOU’s master plan traffic forecasts”. Have these been reviewed in light of the activity levels in 

the last 2 years, and the current economic forecast. 

DP 13.” Avoid increasing the overall volume of controlled airspace”. Both the Gliding and GA 

community, are the main users of the Class G airspace in an area from the North West of 

Winchester, all the way around to the South East, in the Portsmouth area. The Gliding and GA 

community would actively oppose, on the grounds of safety, any increase in the amount of Class D 

airspace in these areas. 

Movement data. 

Slides 12 and 13 look at movement data, and flow rates of aircraft movements from different 

directions. This data is based on 2019 movement numbers, which were before both the COVID 

pandemic, and the demise of Flybe, who were one of the main users of Southampton Airport. We 

feel that using the 2019 movement figures, is a misrepresentation of the activity levels that the 

airport is currently experiencing, or could experience in the future. In order to justify the 

implementation of airspace, almost all airports that are carrying out ACP’s, tend to overstate the 

future movement numbers. We would ask that current movement data for 2021, and 2022 are 



included in the ACP submission, so that a realistic comparison with other airports activity levels can 

be made. 

 

 

Traffic outside controlled airspace. 

1) Traffic density to the North and East of the current airspace. 

Slide 16 shows the traffic data for both the Flarm, and ADS-B equipped aircraft, that are 

operating in the Class G airspace around the Solent zone. This data was compiled for a 

period during 2019, and as stated it does not represent the current traffic flows, as this is 

pre the implementation of the Farnborough Class D airspace. 

 

Lasham Gliding Society is already aware that since the implementation of the Farnborough 

Class D airspace, the amount of GA and Glider traffic that is operating in the “Choke point”, 

between the Solent and Farnborough zones has increased, and also the number of Airprox 

reports are also on the rise. 

 

Lasham Gliding Society have access to historic Flarm and ADS-B data, and can provide if 

required, information to show that traffic levels in the 14km wide corridor, between the two 

zones has increased since the end of the COVID lockdown, and has now probably exceeded 

the levels shown on the 2019 map. 

 

2) Airspace should not be pushed further to the North for the following reasons.  

For the reasons given above, it is clear that any increase of airspace to the North would 

create a number of issues for Glider and GA pilots, as well as the airfields at Popham and 

Lasham. 

a) Extending the Solent airspace by just 2nm North, would reduce the distance between 

the Farnborough and Solent zones, from 7.5nm to 6nm, thus creating a very narrow 

choke point over the busiest Gliding airfield in the country. 

b) With the current position of the Solent airspace (CTA-5), there is enough room for 

powered and glider traffic, to transit to the South of Popham airfield, while remaining 

clear of the Solent zone. If the Solent Zone was extended just 2nm North, then it would 

mean that the edge of CTA-5, would be less than 1.5nm from Popham airfield. In my 

opinion this would greatly increase the number of overflights of Popham airfield, both 

by GA and Gliders, with the result that the MAC risk would increase. 

c) Any increase in the size of the Solent Zone to the North, would reduce the distance 

between CTA-5, and the Middle Wallop MATZ/ATZ, with the result that traffic would be 

funnelled into a very narrow area. 

 

 

 

3) Proximity of other airspace will create choke points. 

With the implementation of the Farnborough Class D airspace, the area of Class G airspace 

around Lasham, Popham and Middle Wallop, has become one of the busiest uncontrolled 

airspace routes in the country. Although it will take a couple of years to get the full picture 



of the risk levels, in this condensed area of Class G, it is already becoming clear that these 

choke points, have created an increase in the number of Airprox reports, and local airfield 

overflights. Any changes to the positions of the Class D airspace, will export more risk to the 

users of the Class G airspace. 

 

 

 

 

List of options. 

As stated earlier in this document there are a number of the options that should be commented on, 

as they already throw up some red flags for the users of Class G airspace. 

 

1) Lowering of the stubs CTA 3 and CTA 5.  

When the options for a PBN transition to the runway 20 approach were discussed, and it 

was stated that due to the current containment requirements for this type of procedure, the 

sections of airspace classified as CTA-3 and CTA-5, would have to be lowered by 500ft. 

a) The areas of Class G airspace underneath CTA-3 and CTA-5, are areas that are only lightly 

used by Glider pilots due to the close proximity of the ground, and the risk of an 

outlanding, but that is not the case for GA traffic. Many GA aircraft transit underneath 

these stubs while routing either East or West, as there is currently sufficient terrain 

clearance (Obstacles and the 500ft rule), under either the 2000ft or 2500ft sections. If 

these sections are lowered by 500ft, then it may force pilots to fly around the edges, 

rather that underneath, thereby exporting the MAC risk further to the North. 

 

In my opinion it should be a requirement for the ACP sponsor, to review the traffic levels 

in the area’s underneath CTA-3 and CTA-5, and carry out a safety analysis of the risks of 

lowering the two airspace stubs. 

 

b) We have recently been informed that the CAA are reviewing the airspace containment 

requirements for PBN procedures, and a possible reduction of the containment criteria. 

We would like to be assured that if there is a change in the containment criteria, then 

this will be incorporated into the ACP. 

 

2) Option 4. 

On slide 48 of the presentation (Option 4 Controlled Airspace Considerations), a picture 

shows the possibility of an option, for straight in approaches from the North to runway 20, 

and details the height at which any extended airspace would need to be. 

 

As stated in earlier parts of this document, we would strongly object to any increase in the 

amount of Class D airspace, to the North of CTA-5, due to the impact to GA and Gliding 

safety, in the remaining Class G airspace.  

 

 

 

 



3) CTA 6 triangle looks like it could be drastically reduced. 

The second paragraph on Slide 48 states that “There may be scope to reduce the volume of 

the existing CTR’s”. It then talks about the possible reductions to CTA’s 2,4,6 and 8. CTA’s 2,4 

and 8 are of little relevance to Gliding, but a reduction in the size, and an increase in the 

height of CTA 6, would be very welcome, as this triangle of airspace tends to funnel VFR 

traffic around it and through a corridor that been created by the implementation of 

Farnborough’s TMZ CTA 8. 

 

 

 

Lasham Gliding Society.  
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From:
Sent: 09 August 2022 10:04
To: #SOU Airspacechange
Cc:  Twyford Parish Council; Clerk
Subject: Re: Southampton Airport asks for feedback on its Airspace Change Proposal 

TOMORROW

Categories: Blue category

CAUTION: External email. Unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe, do not click links or open attachments. 
Please report anything suspicious or abusive by using the ‘Report Phishing Email’ button. 

 
  

 
As with other local communities who currently suffer from noise and environmental pollution from the airport, there is 
no sense of consultation with our community about the proposed changes. This includes the Parish Council and local 
resident’s groups (e.g .Compton Down Society). It is also felt that Winchester is being excluded from input (e.g. NPRs) 
this is difficult to justify and removes a large number of people from input and consultation. It is easy to see this as a 
convenience rather than a desire for local input. 
 
We have a special school in Compton- 
https://www.get-information-schools.service.gov.uk/Establishments/Establishment/Details/116642 
160 special pupils. We also have 2 junior schools. These sites can be and are overflown at surprisingly low altitude by 
aircraft taking shortcuts as the are not being controlled. These sorts of needs are not addressed by your consultation. 
Less populated routes are available. 
 
I attended the July 2019 presentations and made a note at that time- “industry and GA shaping the “priorities” to their 
own ends. GA seem a bit over represented considering how many residents are affected”. This still applies, commercial 
interests taking priority over local pollution and disturbance/quiet enjoyment. 
 
The design options are presented rather than consulted on in any meaningful way. Instead, the process has been 
deliberately dovetailed into specific options rather than the “intention” which is consultation on the process itself. In 
your FAQs, you mention “public consultation” at a later point but this will be about the choices the airport has already 
made and not about involving the community in real decisions and choices.  
 
The CAA rules about noise consideration below 4000 feet having priority appears to be absent as a consideration. 
 
Stage 3 data and consideration seem to be missing. 
 
The diagrams and illustrations are very poor in terms of detailed information. Have runway 20 arrivals been missed? 
 
Could you tell me where the various representations will be posted/hosted and how they will inform the progress of the 
proposals? 
 
 
Many Thanks 
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(On behalf of Compton and Shawford Parish Council) 
 
 
 
 

On 8 Aug 2022, at 09:47, Airspace Change Southampton <airspace.change@southamptonairport.com> 
wrote: 
 
 

 
  
Southampton Airport asks for feedback on its Airspace Change Proposal by TOMORROW 
  
If you have not already done so, this is a reminder to give Southampton Airport your feedback on its 
approach to developing route options.   
  
Further to our previous email, we are asking for your comments by midnight tomorrow (Tuesday 
9th August 2022). 
  
It is important that we secure feedback from a broad range of stakeholder types, so we would ask that you 
use this opportunity to provide your comments. 
  
We recently held three Stakeholder Briefing sessions to outline our approach to options development. If 
you were unable to attend a session or would like to hear the presentation again, a recording is now 
available on the website at https://southamptonairport.consultationonline.co.uk/. 
  
Further information 
  
We’d like to thank all those who have contributed to date to Southampton Airport’s ACP; we remain 
committed to ensuring your organisation can provide feedback on how the airport should progress its part 
of the UK-wide Airspace Modernisation Strategy.  
  
Should you have any questions, please view our FAQ page, which covers many of the most common 
queries. You can also find out more about the Airspace Modernisation Strategy here and Southampton 
Airport’s ACP here. 
  
If you would like information not covered in this email, please contact us on 0800 298 7040 or via email 
at airspace.change@southamptonairport.com. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
  

 Southampton Airport 
CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE: The information contained in this email and accompanying data are 
intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and / or 
privileged material. If you are not the intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or 
any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and may be unlawful. If you received this in 
error, please contact the sender and delete all copies of this message and attachments. Please note 
that Southampton International Airport Limited monitors incoming and outgoing mail for compliance 
with its Information Security policy. This includes scanning emails for computer viruses. 
Southampton International Airport Limited is a private limited company registered in England under 
Company Number 2431858, with the Registered Office at Southampton, Hampshire, SO18 2NL. 
COMPANY PARTICULARS: For information about Southampton International Airport, please 
visit www.southamptonairport.com  
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 Southdown G d ng C ub Ltd 
Parham A rf e d 
Pu borough Road 
Cootham 
RH20 4HP 

 
Gliders flying on cross-country from Southdown Gliding Club, generally go to the west and 
end up having to cross this choke point. It is our only was to go inland where the soaring 
conditions are generally better, so you can understand why the Northern and eastern 
boundary of your airspace is already a big issue for us.  In addition, our pilots fly down to the 
west-country on approximately 30% of the cross-country flights and are already forced to 
make a substantial diversion to go around the north side of the existing airspace, so once 
again your airspace on the West, North and East are already a major issue for us and we 
would not like so see these boundaries growing outwards at all. 
 
So, to just touch on the four options you discussed in your stage 2A document, options 1..3 
may be acceptable, as they tend to imply that the critical boundaries mentioned above may 
stay largely the same as today (although some altitudes may change). Clearly, we would 
need to see the airspace designs that evolved based on options 1..3 to comment fully. 
 
Option 4 would be a major problem for us and I suspect ALL other neighboring gliding clubs 
and also other GA users.  We would urge you to not pursue this option any further. 
 
Regarding the design principles, some of which you discussed in the meeting, and some 
were only briefly touched on verbally, we have some comments and questions :- 
 

• Approach angles should be best in class, noting that London Heathrow use a 3.2-degree final 
approach segment on their RNP approaches, so we would hope that you could use something 
similar. 

• You mentioned that you would design on the basis of an 8% climb gradient, whilst our request 
is that you use a figure which represents modern-day aircraft climb performance thereby 
minimising use and size of lower airspace. 

• You referred to a 3NM containment from a PBN route to the edge of controlled airspace, 
whilst at the same time mentioning that you often use a smaller buffer under tactical control 
today. The benefits that come from implementing prescribed tracks should make it perfectly 
possible to challenge the UK CAS Containment policy (specified by the CAA) and a more 
representative value of 2NM used, reducing the lateral impact on controlled airspace in your 
more detailed designs.  

 
Finally, the overall timing of this ACP must be questioned. The demand for a new design and 
more airspace is not urgent, as I mentioned above and based upon current activity levels. 
As we all know, a major modernization of the South of England Airspace (AMS) is under 
way. These changes will embody many of the changes I have mentioned above and hold 
the potential for Continuous Climb and Descent Operation (CCO / CDO) and when combined 
with the use of more realistic climb and descent profiles hold the potential for a real reduction 
in low level airspace around many airports.   
 
It is clear that the future airspace designs for the ‘second-tier’ airports can be significantly 
improved as they make use of some of the areas made available by the AMS, and the 
resulting designs can have major benefit both for those airports and for GA traffic alike. This 
seems like a win-win which could be missed should Southampton rush ahead and implement 
a new design based on the South-East airspace designs of today.  
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We recently held three Stakeholder Briefing sessions to outline our approach to options development. If you were unable 
to attend a session or would like to hear the presentation again, a recording is now available on the website at 
https://southamptonairport.consultationonline.co.uk/. 
  
Further information 
  
We’d like to thank all those who have contributed to date to Southampton Airport’s ACP; we remain committed to ensuring 
your organisation can provide feedback on how the airport should progress its part of the UK-wide Airspace Modernisation 
Strategy.  
  
Should you have any questions, please view our FAQ page, which covers many of the most common queries. You can 
also find out more about the Airspace Modernisation Strategy here and Southampton Airport’s ACP here. 
If you would like information not covered in this email, please contact us on 0800 298 7040 or via email at 
airspace.change@southamptonairport.com. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
  

 Southampton Airport 
  
  
CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE: The information contained in this email and accompanying data are intended only for the 
person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and / or privileged material. If you are not the 
intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and 
may be unlawful. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies of this message and 
attachments. Please note that Southampton International Airport Limited monitors incoming and outgoing mail for 
compliance with its Information Security policy. This includes scanning emails for computer viruses. Southampton 
International Airport Limited is a private limited company registered in England under Company Number 2431858, with 
the Registered Office at Southampton, Hampshire, SO18 2NL. COMPANY PARTICULARS: For information about 
Southampton International Airport, please visit www.southamptonairport.com 

 
 
This email is confidential but may have to be disclosed under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, Environmental Information 
Regulations 2004 or data protection legislation. If you are not the person or organisation it was meant for, apologies, please ignore it, 
delete it, and notify us. SCC does not make legally binding agreements or accept formal notices/proceedings by email. E-mails may be 
monitored. This email (and its attachments) is intended only for the use of the person(s) to whom it is addressed, and may contain 
information that is privileged and/or confidential. If it has come to you in error, you must take no action based on it, nor must you copy 
or show it to anyone. 
 
Our Privacy Policy (http://www.southampton.gov.uk/privacy) explains how we handle your personal data 
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We recently held three Stakeholder Briefing sessions to outline our approach to options development. If you were unable 
to attend a session or would like to hear the presentation again, a recording is now available on the website at 
https://southamptonairport.consultationonline.co.uk/. 
  
Further information 
  
We’d like to thank all those who have contributed to date to Southampton Airport’s ACP; we remain committed to ensuring 
your organisation can provide feedback on how the airport should progress its part of the UK-wide Airspace Modernisation 
Strategy.  
  
Should you have any questions, please view our FAQ page, which covers many of the most common queries. You can 
also find out more about the Airspace Modernisation Strategy here and Southampton Airport’s ACP here. 
  
If you would like information not covered in this email, please contact us on 0800 298 7040 or via email at 
airspace.change@southamptonairport.com. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
  

 
, Southampton Airport 

CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE: The information contained in this email and accompanying data are intended only for the 
person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and / or privileged material. If you are not the 
intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and 
may be unlawful. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies of this message and 
attachments. Please note that Southampton International Airport Limited monitors incoming and outgoing mail for 
compliance with its Information Security policy. This includes scanning emails for computer viruses. Southampton 
International Airport Limited is a private limited company registered in England under Company Number 2431858, with 
the Registered Office at Southampton, Hampshire, SO18 2NL. COMPANY PARTICULARS: For information about 
Southampton International Airport, please visit www.southamptonairport.com 
 
UK Parliament Disclaimer: this e-mail is confidential to the intended recipient. If you have received it in error, please 
notify the sender and delete it from your system. Any unauthorised use, disclosure, or copying is not permitted. This e-
mail has been checked for viruses, but no liability is accepted for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this e-
mail. This e-mail address is not secure, is not encrypted and should not be used for sensitive data.  
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From:
Sent: 10 August 2022 08:27
To: #SOU Airspacechange
Subject: Airspace change Southampton

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Blue category, Red category

CAUTION: External email. Unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe, do not click links or open attachments. 
Please report anything suspicious or abusive by using the ‘Report Phishing Email’ button. 

 
Yes I am happy that the Design principles have been met when developing the route options 
 
I do not at his tie believe there are any further considerations related to the design principle. 
 

 

 
 
Bournemouth Airport 
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             Regards,  
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Southampton Airport 
Wide Lane 
Southampton 
SO18 2NL 
         9 August 2022 
 
Dear  

 
Southampton Airport ACP Stage 2A Feedback 
 
You asked Southampton Airport stakeholders for feedback on its approach to developing route 
options as set out in its Stage 2A consultation.  Airspace4All Services Ltd (ASL) provides professional 
advice and support on airspace matters to General Aviation organisations.  It attended the Stage 2A 
briefing on 23 June 2022 representing The Airspace4All Trust.  This session provided a useful review 
of the design principles followed by an explanation of the factors effecting the design option.  
Below I provide the feedback from The Airspace4All Trust. 
 
Engagement Effectiveness 
 
Because this session was conducted as a webinar it was not possible for us to determine which 
other groups of stakeholders were present.  We believe that it benefits the process if groups with 
similar interest are able to identify but with this format attendees are isolated from each other.  
We recommend that stakeholders at webinar-based engagement sessions are given the 
opportunity to declare themselves to others. 
 
The Design Principles (DP)   
 
In setting the scene you highlighted the DPs which include 3 of particular interest to GA: 
 

• DP10 - Maximise operational efficiency for commercial air transport and general aviation 
users affected by the airspace change. 

• DP13 - Avoid increasing the overall volume of controlled airspace and where deemed 
necessary mitigate the impact by including measures that improve access to GA and do not 
increase airspace segregation. 

• DP15 - Take into account the combination of effects on the operations at neighbouring 
airports affected by the airspace change. 

 
We considered the design options with those principles in mind. 
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Comprehensive List of Options 
 
You showed us where aircraft currently fly and the proportion from each sector and illustrated 
potential routes in the new design. 
 
Perhaps the most important issue for GA was that with the current airspace it would be difficult to 
accommodate a straight in PBN approach to 20 because of the high base of CAS to the north.  On 
CAS requirements the Briefing summary PPT slide (49) lists ”Adjustments required to CTA3/5/6. 
More required to the West, lower base required to SE around Portsmouth CTA 1 and LTMA 13. 
Significant lowering of Portsmouth CTA 12 required to accommodate direct arrival from the North 
to RWY 20.” 
 
A lowering of CAS base to the north would have a catastrophic effect on gliding in particular; a large 
part of GA operations which is unable to operate effectively in CAS and GA operations in general, 
further compounding the funnelling effect to the north. Furthermore, there are long established 
balloon operations within the proposed CAS extension to the North, including commercial 
passenger ballooning. Because of the existing CAS structures for neighbouring airports there 
appears to be no GA mitigation available for increased CAS to the North.  This would be contrary to 
DP10 and 13 and the principle of DP15.  The tone of the presentation on this issue was such that we 
believe this problem is well understood by the airport but there was no indication of how this might 
be resolved.  It is our opinion that it is not possible to design any airspace structure to contain a 
standard PBN approach to 20 without closing the airspace to GA operations and removing much of 
it from the South of England altogether.  There are many commercial airports where it is not 
possible to make a straight-in approach on one or more runways and airlines accept the need for 
vectoring or circle to land for IFR arrivals.  Also, there are airports where a direct departure is not 
possible, and it may be that Southampton will need a procedure to cope with that.  We believe that 
the options list should examine and present all the possibilities. 
 
As you briefed, neither would it be possible to accommodate PBN transitions/approaches from the 
south to 20 or from the north to 02 because of the downwind and base leg track design 
requirements unless CAS “is adjusted”.  You really mean that CAS would need to be expanded 
significantly to contain PBN procedures and there would be major and unacceptable impacts on all 
GA operations as a result. 
 
Again, the options you develop should include options that do not expand the airspace and 
consider all ways to enable the airport to operate efficiently in the cramped airspace available.  It 
does appear that just implanting the PBN designs will not be practicable, and it may be that PBN is 
not suitable for Southampton airspace at all. 
 
Because of this we believe that Southampton Airport should develop options that do not require 
increases in CAS.  In support of this we would reference: 
 





British Microlight Aircraft Association (BMAA)/Hampshire Microlight Flying Club (HMFC)/Thorney 
Island Microlight Club (TIMC) 

 
Feedback to Southampton Airport FASI-S Airspace Change Proposal (ACP-2019-03) 

 
Thank you for the request for feedback on the above ACP.  Following the engagement meeting on 27 
June 2022 we have the following comments to make: 
 
1.  We believe the activity map published, showing GA activity in summer 2019, under-represents the 

amount of this activity because there is a significant amount of traffic which is not FLARM/ADSB, or 
indeed any form of EC equipped.  This comprises, amongst others, a significant proportion of the 
microlight fleet, and also vintage aircraft (as opposed to the sailplane fleet which is almost 
universally FLARM equipped).  We would suggest that this is the reason that the area between 
Southampton and Bournemouth, over the New Forest, seems to show a disproportionally low level 
of traffic. 

 
2. We note that all of the options presented show an increase in controlled airspace, and given the 

increase in precision to be expected from the use of PBN, would challenge discounting the ‘do 
nothing’ option - particularly as all presented options are contrary to DP13 (avoid increasing the 
overall volume of controlled airspace).  We appreciate that remarks have been made about the 
potential reduction in the volume of controlled airspace by reducing the CTR width either side of the 
runway extended centre line, however the operational effects of reducing bases of controlled 
airspace to 1500’ in many key transition areas would outweigh the advantage of a narrowing of the 
CTR width for GA.  We are unable to comment further on airspace reductions as they have not been 
presented at this stage. 

 
3. For all options presented, there is an indication of the reduction in base of controlled airspace to 

1500’ both over the New Forest (the Southampton/Bournemouth ‘gap’), and also to the north west 
of the airfield where the current CTA base starts at 2500’ and drops to 2000’.   

 
With regard to the Design Principles, these options appear to contradict DP13 as they increase the 
amount of controlled airspace in these areas.  These proposals also contradict DP7 and DP9 
specifically with respect to GA traffic noise – this would be more concentrated at a lower level (and 
in the case of DP9, over the New Forest). 
 
From a GA operational point of view the reductions in the base of controlled airspace not only have 
safety implications contrary to DP1 (glide clear, traffic avoidance), would concentrate GA traffic into 
significantly smaller areas, and would therefore contradict DP3 and CAA guidance (additional 
bottlenecking, increased risk of infringement). 
 
To put this into perspective, it is worth appreciating the significant effect a reduction in airspace 
base has at low level.  Whilst pilots may fly legally between 500’ above the surface and the base of 
controlled airspace, the vast majority will not plan to fly lower than 1000’ (glide clear, navigation 
practicality), or higher than 200’ below the base of controlled airspace (CAA’s ‘Take 2’ advice).   
 
If the base of controlled airspace is 2000’, realistic altitude available for GA flights is therefore 
between 1000’ and 1800’.  If the base of controlled airspace is 1500’, the realistic altitudes are 1000’ 
to 1300’.  This clearly shows that GA traffic could now be concentrated into 300’ of vertical airspace 



rather than 800’ – a reduction of over 60% (and obviously higher impact and percentage if the base 
is reduced from 2500’ to 1500’).  The areas for which these airspace base reductions are proposed 
are significant transit routes for GA, therefore their potential impact must not be underestimated.  
 
In summary, the BMAA/HMFC/TIMC would strongly oppose any options which reduce the base of 
controlled airspace below 2000’.  Additionally, where that base is over water, reducing the base 
adds an additional safety risk as glide clear opportunities are worsened. 

 
4. We note that Bournemouth are still in Stage 1 of their ACP, and that an integral consideration is 

their approach to the Bournemouth/Southampton ‘gap’ as cumulative impacts must be considered 
before formal consultations on these ACPs can commence. 
 

5. The potential use of Farnborough CTA has been referred to in Option 2.  We would expect this 
potential to be fully explored with Farnborough if it minimises/avoids the use of additional airspace 
outside this CTA.   

 
 
 

         
     Hampshire Microlight Flying Club 

British Microlight Aircraft Association   Thorney Island Microlight Club 
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