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Class D controlled by Cardiff Approach, and no change to procedures in respect of 
vectoring. 

Airspace 

The current airspace, which will not change, is classified as Class D and Class G. The 
approach commences in Class G airspace and enters the Cardiff CTA at 8 NM then 
enters the Cardiff CTR. The Airspace is operated by NATS Cardiff on behalf of the Welsh 
Government (WG) under a contract with Cardiff Airport. Aerodrome control is provided 
by SERCO on behalf of the WG. 

Current Air Traffic Control Situation 

Aircraft wishing to fly the ILS at St Athan initially call Cardiff approach and are 
provided with a radar service and vectors to the ILS.  Following the transfer of the 
Aerodrome from MAA oversight to CAA regulation there will be no changes to the 
service provided or the tracks flown. 

Nothing about the procedure or the track or heights flown will change.  Also, the 
aircraft mix and number of approaches as a percentage of the total movements at St 
Athan will not change.  The lead customer for the ILS is the MROs at St Athan providing 
economic growth and significant employment in the area. 

There are no additional, safety, operational, technical or economic factors associated 
with the change. 

The limited scope of the change proposed in the SoN is reinforced in the Step 1B 
submission and confirms there will be no change to: 

• Design of the procedures; 
• Airspace design; 
• Airspace classification; 
• Air traffic control procedures associated with the ILS procedures; 
• The ground track and heights of aircraft flying the ILS procedure; 
• The type, volume, frequency and distribution of aircraft movements at the 

airport. 

Consequently, the Step 2A is scaled proportionately as described below. 

1.3 Scaling Stage 2 Step 2A 

In Options Development, the change sponsor is required to develop one or more 
options that address the SoN, aligned with the defined design principles.  As 
described in the submission for Step 1B, there is no change to the ILS procedure or 
airspace design, or associated operational procedures and therefore there is no 
realistic scope in the proposal for multiple design options.  Nonetheless, it is possible 
to assess any options against the Statement of Need. 

The sponsor is committed to ensuring that, while the process may be scaled in a 
proportionate manner, its application remains true to the spirit and objectives of CAP 
1616.  The sponsor has therefore considered the scaling of Step 2A from a number of 
perspectives, including the following: 
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1.3.1 Ensuring any potential impact is fully understood 

While recognising that CAP 1616 Appendix F formally sits in Stage 4 of the airspace 
change process (and will be repeated in Stage 4), an analysis has been undertaken at 
Annex 1 to this document to illustrate the minimal impact of the proposal. For 
example, air traffic control procedures are already in place and will not change, so 
there are no interdependencies or issues to resolve with neighbouring ANSPs and 
there is no requirement for simulations or operational trials.   

1.3.2 Any potential impact on airspace has been considered 

No change is proposed to airspace layout, design or classification or route structures.  
For example, Figure 1 is an extract from an existing UK AIP published chart that 
shows the St Athan ILS extended centreline (see Annex A2 Figure 4, the UK AIP for 
Cardiff Airport Control Zone and Area Control Chart – Local Flying and Entry Exit 
procedures (AD 2-EGFF-4-1) 

 

Figure 1 UK AIP AD 2.EGFF-4-1 extract showing St Athan ILS extended centreline 

1.3.3 Any potential operational impacts have been considered 

• There would be no change to the ILS procedures track or slope (see Annex A1 
Figures 3 and 4); 

• There would be no change to the number or type of aircraft movements, ATC 
procedures or ATCO workload, therefore these factors have not been 
individually assessed; 

• Similarly, there would be no impact on other airspace users including IFR 
general air traffic, operational air traffic or VFR General Aviation, or on 
procedures or capacity at adjacent airports.  Neither would there be an 
impact on supporting infrastructure or resources; 

• If approved, in accordance with the indicative timeline, the change will be 
promulgated through the AIRAC cycle to allow users sufficient time to plan 
for the change; 
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1.4.3 Publish the ILS procedures in the UK AIP as a Level 0 change 

This option has been discounted by the CAA as the proposal is greater than a change 
in nomenclature to the UK AIP.  This option will not be taken forward in Step 2B; 

1.4.4 Publish the ILS procedures in the UK AIP following a full, conventional CAP 
1616 process 

This option is discounted as it would be too lengthy, costly and disproportionate.   
WG would have difficulty justifying the expenditure to conduct a full application as 
there is no change to the procedures.  Furthermore, the CAA has agreed to a scaled 
approach for the proposal.  This option will not be taken forward in Step 2B; 

1.4.5 Publish the ILS procedures in the UK AIP following a scaled, proportionate and 
accelerated application of CAP 1616 

Publish the ILS procedures in the UK AIP following a scaled, proportionate and 
accelerated application of CAP 1616.  This is the sponsor’s preferred option and this 
approach has been agreed by the CAA. 

1.5 Conclusion 

In accordance with the requirements in paragraph E18 of CAP1616, when measured 
against best practice guidance, the proposed change is shown to: 

• Be acceptably safe, as there is no substantive change to the existing CAA-
approved procedure; 

• Minimise emissions, noise and the number of people overflown, as there is no 
change to the track or heights flown by aircraft flying the procedures; 

• Maintain operational performance and capability, as there is: 
o No change to the ‘fly-ability’ of the procedure 
o No change to containment within CAS 
o No change to track miles flown 
o No changes to ATC procedures 
o Predictability of tracks  
o No change in the probability of vectoring by ATC. 
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A2 St Athan ILS Approaches 

A2.1 ILS/DME Rwy 25 (UK Mil AIP) 

 

Figure 2 ILS/DME Rwy 25 (UK Military AIP) 
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A2.2 LOC/DME Rwy 25 (UK Mil AIP) 

 

 

Figure 3 LOC/DME Rwy 25 (UK Military AIP) 
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A3 UK AIP – Cardiff Control Zone and 
Control Area Chart 

UK AIP Published Airspace encompassing St Athan ILS procedures (reference AD 2.EGFF-4-1 
dated 3 Jan 2019) 

 

Figure 4 Control Zone and Control Area Chart – Local Flying and Entry/Exit Procedures (UK 
AIP AD 2.EGFF-4-1) 








