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seldom heard stakeholder groups.  However, the sponsor utilised press releases issued via social media and local media to promulgate the 
existence of the consultation.  The content of the press releases/social media posts made it clear that all stakeholders were welcome to 
participate in the consultation, including the public, and to comment on the proposed design.  The details of drop-in events for the public 
were publicised using these communication channels.  The sponsor made it clear in their launch email to targeted stakeholders, that where 
they were organisations, they were expected as over-arching bodies to consider the information provided and submit feedback on behalf of 
their stakeholders or members.  

The sponsor’s full stakeholder list has been provided at Annex A to their Stage 4A Consultation Review Document Issue 1.0. 

B.1.2 Please provide a summary of responses below 

 

The sponsor received 106 responses to their consultation, 84 (79.25%) from individuals and 22 (20.75%) from organisations.  
No feedback was received by post.  The quantitative data obtained from consultation responses is set out below.  

Stakeholders were asked at Question 7 to select the best description for their association with this proposal: 

 

Question 7 Respondent description 

Aviation stakeholder 24 (22.64%) 

Local Authority 6 (5.66%) 

NATMAC 4 (3.77%) 

None of the above 72 (67.92%) 

Not answered 0 

Total  106  

 

At Question 8, stakeholders were asked if they supported the airspace change proposal: 

 

Question 8 Responses to support for this airspace 
change proposal 

Yes 41 (38.68%) 

No 57 (53.77%) 
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Unsure 8 (7.55%) 

Not answered 0 

Total  106  

 

At Question 9 stakeholders were asked to rank their response to the combined airspace design (combined low and medium 
airspace designs: 

 

Question 9 Responses to combined airspace 
design 

Strongly support 30 (28%) 

Support 10 (9.4%) 

Neutral 10 (9.4%) 

Object 13 (12.2%) 

Strongly object 43 (41%) 

Not answered 0 

Total  106  

 

At Question 10 stakeholders were asked to rank their response to the low airspace design: 

 

Question 10 Responses to low airspace 
design 

Strongly support 30 (28.30%) 

Support 9 (8.5%) 

Neutral 13 (12.2%) 
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Object 13 (12.2%) 

Strongly object 41 (38.7%) 

Not answered 0 

Total  106  

 

Response data for Question 11 which asked stakeholders to rank their response to the medium airspace design: 

 

Question 11 Responses to medium airspace 
design 

Strongly support 30 (28.3%) 

Support 8 (7.55%) 

Neutral 17 (16%) 

Object 11 (10.38%) 

Strongly object 40 (37.74%) 

Not answered 0 

Total  106  

 

The consultation feedback form provided open-ended questions to gather qualitative feedback on the proposal. Respondents 
who supported the airspace change were asked to provide details of any alterations that would improve the proposal.  Those 
objecting were asked to explain why and to suggest any mitigations or alterations that would resolve their opposition. Finally, 
apart from the standard consent to publish question, stakeholders were asked if there were any other general considerations 
that they wished the sponsor to consider in relation to the proposal. The sponsor received qualitative data from the responses, 
and the data is discussed later in this assessment. The sponsor has explained that it was not always possible to determine if 
the feedback was pertinent to the Low, Medium, or Combined airspace designs and it was not always clear whether a 
respondent was commenting specifically about Protector or RAFAT. This may partly be due to the design of the qualitative 
survey questions which asked stakeholders to provide feedback on the “proposal” rather than channelling responses to the 
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airspace.  

British Parachute School (BPS), Skydive Langar operations.  

BPS) did not think that the proposal would adversely affect their operations.  However, they expressed concern about potential conflict at 
the airspace boundary due to the proximity of the boundaries of the medium airspace design to their area of operation which was referred 
to as a busy airfield having more than 7,000 turboprop movements per year for parachute dropping sorties. 

Sponsor’s response: Discussions with the Lincolnshire Terminal Air Traffic Controlling Centre (Lincs TATCC) concluded that provided the 
Langar activity remains outside the proposed airspace (Protector will remain inside the proposed airspace), there is no requirement to 
amend the current Letter of Agreement (LoA) in place between Langar and Lincs TATCC. All information regarding airspace activation, 
timings, frequencies etc. will be included in the relevant NOTAMs. Clarification may be sought by Langar through the Air Traffic Control 
(ATC) switchboard at the Lincs TATCC or via the Waddington Lower Airspace Radar Service (LARS) frequency of 119.5 MHz.  Langar could 
request a DACS if access to the proposed airspace is of benefit to Langar aircraft.  Langar aircraft will be visible to the Lincs TATCC 
controllers via transponder.  

The evidence submitted by the sponsor shows that Skydive Langar were content to leave the LoA as it stands without any need for 
amendment to include specific procedures regarding the proposed segregated airspace.  The sponsor stated that if at any time Skydive 
Langar changed their mind then further discussions could take place with Lincs TATCC.  The extant LoA has also been included within the 
submission.  It is due for review on 1 December 2025.  

Impact on access for MoD/RAF aviation  

Provision of DACS was considered important to effectively manage Quick Reaction Alert activity from RAF Coningsby, unplanned and 
military diversion requirements, to alleviate potential issues with traffic funnelling within the local area and to assist with military training 
in the Lincolnshire area and positioning for aircraft recoveries when Coningsby is using Runway (RWY) 07. A DACS of the medium airspace 
design was considered a significant enabler for military instrument departures from Cranwell and for Gamston/Lichfield radar corridor 
access on departure and recovery as well as airways joiner and leaver profiles for Cranwell aircraft. 

Sponsor’s response:  There may be some impact on access for MoD/RAF aviation conducting training sorties up to FL120 and accessing the 
Gamston Corridor at FL190/joining controlled airspace (CAS), although some refinement of the medium airspace design at Stage 3 was 
made to mitigate this (i.e. the sponsor stated in the consultation document that the western boundary of the medium airspace structure 
was shifted 2 nm to the east of its original position to better facilitate aircraft wishing to use the Gamston Radar Corridor at FL 190). The 
impact should be minimal unless there is a reason why military pilots are unable to obtain a DACS/crossing clearance. 

Access to airspace for National Grid Electricity Transmission 

Access to airspace during daylight activation times via air traffic control (ATC)/the proposed DACS or avoidance of lengthy daylight 
activation periods was sought to facilitate access in the low airspace portion for routine or emergency helicopter powerline inspections 
and fault-finding. It was suggested that airspace users could notify intended use of the low airspace portion via the Centralised Aviation 
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Data Service (CADS) system.  A request was made for notification by NOTAM 48 hours in advance. 

Sponsor’s response: A DACS will be always available when the proposed airspace is active. Delays in providing a DACS are likely to be 
greater when the proposed low airspace design is occupied by RAFAT activity. National Grid helicopters would be held outside the low 
airspace design if it were active for RAFAT, since it would not be possible to ensure safe separation otherwise.  As soon as it was safe, entry 
would be approved.  The maximum period that an aircraft is likely to be held is 30 minutes. Access is likely to be easier while Protector is 
active as Protector will either need to take-off and climb above the height of the powerline inspection aircraft or complete its approach to 
land before access can be granted. Waddington ATC has confirmed that ATC Co-ordinated access would be provided by the DACS service 
throughout to minimise the impact of the proposed airspace when it is active and maximise its flexible use. Waddington ATC anticipates 
creating procedures to ensure the maximum use of airspace below 500 ft to limit the impact upon such essential movements. Waddington 
ATC does not have access to CADS, and it is thought this would have resourcing implications which would be disproportionate to the 
benefits involved. Tactical access to the airspace will be managed by Waddington ATC, particularly if urgency is required. The airspace will 
be activated by NOTAM promulgated as early as possible to assist in flight planning. Should the provision of a DACS not be available due to 
workforce or equipment issues the airspace will be deactivated. 

Increased ATC workload 

The view was expressed that the new airspace could potentially create a significantly increased workload for RAF Waddington Air Traffic 
Controllers with the requirement to provide crossing services and co-ordinate or control RAF Cranwell arrivals when these areas are 
activated and due to funnelling of traffic. 

Sponsor’s response: The MoD is developing procedures to enable maximum flexibility for ATC provision inside the proposed airspace, 
whilst minimising ATC workload. This will be in the form of internal MoD Letters of Agreement (draft LoAs have been submitted – see B.6.2 
below). 

Provision of Automatic Terminal Information Service (ATIS)-like facility 

It was suggested that the mechanism for notification and obtaining a crossing service needed to be refined and simplified to make it 
useable by amateur/recreational pilots, especially as the danger area was likely to be activated from time to time at weekends. An ATIS-
like service was proposed whereby passing aircraft could tune to an automated message in flight to establish if the DA was likely to be hot 
or cold on arrival in the vicinity. 

Sponsor’s response: This has been considered.  For technical, regulatory and ATC workload reasons, the provision of a useful ATIS to 
broadcast real-time status of the proposed airspace is not considered practicable. It would be unmanageable from a resource/workload 
point of view and, therefore, has flight safety implications.  However, Waddington Radar will provide a Danger Area Activity Information 
Service (DAAIS) and DACS on the Waddington Lower Airspace Radar Service (LARS) frequency of 119.5 MHz.  In the event of a last-minute 
cancellation of the airspace and Waddington Radar is not available, London Information will provide a DAAIS on 124.6 MHz. 

CAA Safety Buffer Policy 
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GATCO and NATS raised the CAA’s Safety Buffer Policy. Concerns were raised regarding the operation of Protector within the medium 
airspace design and clarity sought on how safety would be assured against traffic within the Lincolnshire CTA (control area). GATCO stated 
that a safety argument should be presented to demonstrate aircraft containment within the medium airspace so that the CAA buffer 
policy would not apply within the Lincolnshire CTAs when the danger area is activated.  

Sponsor’s response: Work has been undertaken within the MoD and with NATS with regards to the CAA safety buffer policy due to the 
proximity of the Lincolnshire Control Area (CTA) to both the low and medium airspace designs. Mitigations to obtain dispensation from the 
policy have been identified.  NATS has accepted the mitigations presented by the MoD at this stage. Application for Dispensation from the 
CAA Safety Buffer Policy for this ACP been submitted to the CAA (Step 4B Final Submission document Annex A ACP 2019 -19 Step 4B Final 
Submission Document). 

Email evidence provided by the sponsor confirms NATS position, namely that while further safety assurance work will be required to be 
undertaken with the MoD once the design is approved by the CAA, NATS accept the mitigations presented by the MoD and have no 
further concerns at this stage. 

Simultaneous activation of more than one piece of segregated airspace  

  The view was expressed that the RAF did not require airspace over both RAF Scampton and RAF Waddington and that the imposition of  

   two areas of airspace would seriously affect GA aviation safety in the area. 

Sponsor’s response: There will be no requirement for the proposed airspace at Waddington and EG R313 to be activated on the same day 
for RAFAT activity. Therefore, a DACS through one or the other should be approved (dependent on any other conflicting airspace activity). 
Should EG R313 be required for RAFAT whilst Waddington is active for Protector, a DACS through one or the other volumes of airspace will 
be available.  

28/08/2023: Note of Clarification. The sponsor was approached to clarify the above statement, which can be interpreted to suggest that, 
should EG R313 be activated concurrently with the Waddington Low DA, a crossing service would only be provided for one or other of the 
areas. The sponsor confirmed that this would not be the case and that a crossing service would be provided for both areas in the event of 
simultaneous activation. The intent of the statement is to suggest that, should activity be underway that precludes a crossing of one area, 
it will be possible to cross the other area at that time, thereby minimising the impact of simultaneous activation of the 2 adjacent pieces of 
airspace. 

Consolidation of operation days  

The sponsor was asked to consolidate operation days for efficiency to leave more time for others to engage in airspace activities. 

Sponsor’s response: While we can see the merit in this, it would be difficult to manage in practice.  During the work-up season RAFAT is 
likely to plan to fly every weekday to achieve its training objectives in time for the full display season.  Protector will also be required to be 
flown to meet the training requirement of font line crews. Scheduling adequate time slots in shared training areas with other appropriate 
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defence assets is key to achieve operational delivery and output for the MoD. 

Concerns regarding noise levels and environmental impact of RAFAT activity. 

Concerns were expressed regarding the noise produced by drones and the impact that an increase in the numbers of aircraft would have 
on the local area surrounding Waddington with respect to noise and the potential impact on road safety created by low-flying aircraft. 
Comments were made regarding consideration for the welfare of humans and animals due to low flying aircraft. Environmental impact in 
terms of RAFAT use of chemical dyes, jet fuel and diesel were also mentioned. 

Sponsor’s response: CAP 1616, Para B42 states that for proposals sponsored by the Ministry of Defence, the environmental impacts that 
are a direct result of military aircraft or military operations (including civil aircraft carrying out military function under contract) are not 
required to be considered or assessed.  However consequential environmental impacts from other airspace users (i.e., civil aviation) that 
are a result of the proposed change must be assessed and have been assessed as very low over and above the impact of the do-nothing 
option. There is expected to be a very low (if any) increase in noise as the low airspace design has the same lateral footprint as the extant 
Military Air Traffic Zone (MATZ) at RAF Waddington. Since RAFAT is moving its display flying training activity from RAF Scampton to RAF 
Waddington, no additional flying is anticipated from RAFAT, but noise will impact different communities. For the low airspace design, there 
may be a small increase in fuel burn if GA do not/cannot take advantage of a crossing service to achieve a direct routing. For the medium 
airspace design, there would be negligible impact on fuel burn since few GA operate above FL 105. 

CAA: In email communication sent after the consultation had closed, the sponsor provided the respondent who had raised use of chemical 
dyes, jet fuel and diesel with some comments from RAFAT regarding their use in displays/training and the team’s work towards a reduced, 
or neutral, carbon footprint. 

Safety aspects of proposed activities 

Some respondents expressed concern at the proposed RAFAT displaying and low flying over local built-up areas.  The view was expressed 
that the location at Scampton was rural and surrounded by fewer dwellings but with the area around the Waddington aerodrome being 
more built up, the risk to residents locally was considered as being much higher. RAFAT’s accident record in recent years was also 
referenced.  

Sponsor’s response: All aircraft in military service are subject to a comprehensive safety approval that meets the same standard as its 
manned equivalent.  This safety approval covers all aspects of design, maintenance, envelope, operation, and training and is applicable to 
remotely piloted aircraft systems (RPAS). For RAFAT activities, most of the aerobatic manoeuvring and training will occur directly overhead 
the Waddington airfield boundary itself and mostly to the East in the least built-up part of the airspace.  The larger villages of Branston and 
Bracebridge Heath are on the edges of the aerobatic box and will seldom see aerobatic overflight below 500 ft. Aerobatic flight below 500 
ft will not occur to the west of the airfield where the more built-up areas exist (Hykeham, South Lincoln etc.).  In addition, RAFAT confirm 
that there would be no aerobatic overflight below 500 ft of Harmston as the village is located just outside the main display area at RAF 
Waddington.  
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Pausing the ACP 

The sponsor was asked to pause the proposal until a decision is made regarding the future of EG R313. 

Sponsor’s response: Pausing has been considered but we will continue with the ACP to meet the tight timescales for implementation of 
the proposed airspace in line with the Protector and RAFAT operational requirements.  

Other feedback  

Some concerns were raised regarding the use of weaponised drones, including from a moral/spiritual point of view.  Request was made for 
provision of a safe space for members of the public for viewing purposes. Also, it was requested that the basing of these activities be re-
considered, and suggestions made for alternative base sites for RAFAT activity such as RAF Barkston Heath, RAF Syerston, Scotland, Wales, 
Cottesmore, out over sea or remaining at RAF Scampton.  

Sponsor’s response: Concerns about the global use of drones or by the MoD and local community infrastructure issues are outside ACP 
scope. Consideration has been given to the possibility of publishing airspace activation for RAFAT activity, but on balance it is felt that if 
display times are published/advertised in advance then the risk of additional secondary spectators in the display area/build-up of traffic on 
the adjacent A15 is increased. RAF Barkston Heath is considered unsuitable for RAFAT flying and RAF Syerston can only support limited 
flying for a limited winter period due to its location within the Trent Valley Transit Area. RAF Syerston’s limited vertical extent only makes it 
suitable for Synchro Pair training. Neither of these options can replace EG R313 (overhead RAF Scampton).  

Request for access for pipeline patrols 

   HeliAir requested access through the MATZ and ATZ to patrol two pipelines classed as part of the National Infrastructure that have to be 

  surveyed at c.600 ft agl to ensure their safety and integrity.  

Sponsor’s response: post-consultation engagement was conducted to ensure smooth operations if the segregated airspace is approved.  
The sponsor passed on the routings provided by the respondent to Waddington. 

Letters of Agreement (LoAs)  

Existing LoA: 

- RAF Waddington already has a LoA with Wickenby airfield and emailed Wickenby airfield stating that they saw no need to amend it as 
safe management of aerobatic activity at Wickenby is covered in the existing LoA.  There appears to be no response to this email from 
Wickenby airfield. 

The sponsor has submitted new draft LoAs and changes to existing LoAs to reduce the impact on other airspace users: 

- LoA between 56 SQN/RAF Waddington/Lincolnshire TATCC/78 SQN RAF (U) Swanwick Military (SWK)/RAF Cranwell /RAFAT/ RAF 
Coningsby (Stage 4B Final Submission Issue 1.0 Annex B Ref A). 

- LoA between Lincs TATCC and 78 Squadron for procedures for the handover of Protector (Stage 4B Final Submission Issue 1.0 Annex B 
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Consultation assessment approved by Manager 
Airspace Regulation  25/8/23 

Consultation assessment conclusions approved by 
Head AAA or GD SARG  31/8/23 

 
 




