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indicating a lack of accessibility and readiness for such requests as stressed on using only conventional methods for 
responses.Change sponsor later rectified this.  
After the consultation period, the change sponsor reviewed and categorized responses based on their potential to influence or 
not influence the design changes and included issues that were raised beyond their control. This stage confirmed that the 
sponsor had met stakeholders' requirements and appropriately acknowledged their concerns. One response contained a 
suggestion that had the potential to impact the final design, however, the sponsor considered it but ultimately discounted it, 
providing an acceptable rationale for their decision. The analysis of consultation responses and subsequent post consultation 
correspondence has led to proposed Letters of Agreement which are yet to be progressed and received by the CAA however 
the change sponsor has demonstrated that meaningful consultation was achieved. 
Environment 
The sponsor has satisfied all relevant policy requirements. The final proposed design option is anticipated to have a negligible 
environmental impact (including on noise, GHG emissions, local air quality, tranquillity and biodiversity) as a result of the 
displacement and consequential re-routing of non-transponder equipped GA aircraft around the TMZ. The CAA agrees with the 
conclusions presented by the sponsor. 
Although not in scope of the CAA’s assessment, Clash Gour windfarm is planned to generate 570-710 gigawatts (GW) hours of 
renewable electricity annually, thereby contributing significantly to the Scottish Government targets for net zero and action 
against climate change. Therefore, it is recommended that the ACP is approved.  
Economic 

The sponsor has only identified minor economic effects for the proposed option. There is no attempt to monetise the impact as 
it would not be proportionate to require such analysis for the negligible economic effects anticipated.   
The CAA therefore concludes that the sponsor has satisfied all relevant policy requirements. The CAA also agrees with the 
conclusions presented by the sponsor and therefore approves the economic assessment provided. More detail can be found in 
the Final Options Appraisal assessment document. 
Air Traffic Management 
ATM supports Inverness’ assertion that a TMZ is not required. There will be limited impact on Inverness from an ATM 
perspective, subject to RAF Lossiemouth being the ‘Controlling Authority’ of the TMZ and noting that RAF Lossiemouth is the 
designated Lower Airspace Radar Service unit in that area (subject to operating times). 
In the long term, universal electronic conspicuity will be required as the pace of windfarm development is such that infill radars 
will themselves be compromised. 
The Safety Case documents presented by the sponsor are draft and will need finalisation before any ATM endorsement can be 
offered as per condition 3 at para C2 below.   
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If 'Yes', insert hyper/ink and additional narrative as required. 

Should the proposed TMZ be approved for implementation, arrangements must be made by the Sponsor to ensure that the 

following data is collected for use during the PIR: 

• Details on the number of occasions that requests for access to, or transit of, the TMZ by non-transponder equipped
aircraft is granted or denied. This must also include the type and altitude of any such aircraft.

• Details of occasions a non-transponder equipped aircraft infringes the TMZ.

• Details regarding the efficacy of any attempted controller intervention.

• A traffic analysis survey for a two-week period falling within the 92-day summer period (16 June- 15 September) post­
implementation of the ACP. The analysis survey must be consistent with the methodology used within the ACP submission to
allow for an appropriate comparison.

Should the proposed TMZ be approved for implementation, arrangements must be made by the Sponsor to ensure that related 
stakeholder observations (enquiry/complaint data) are collated and presented to the CAA. 

Are any other consents and approvals needed in order to permit the intended operation {title and hyperlinks to be 
inserted)? 

Are there any other comments/observations for the decision maker? No 

The CAA has not directly received any external correspondence in relation to the change sponsor's ACP. 

Regulator's Signature 

Technical Regulator
- 25 Feb 25 
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