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• Aberdeen International Airport Consultative Committee members. 

• National Air Traffic Management Advisory Committee (NATMAC) members including NATS NERL plc, Airlines UK, the British Hang 
Gliding and Paragliding Association (BHGPA), the General Aviation Alliance (GAA), the British Gliding Authority (BGA) and the Ministry 
of Defence (MoD). 

• General Aviation (GA) stakeholders including Insch Flying Group, Deeside Gliding Club and Buchan Aero Club. 

• Constituency MPs/MSPs. 

• Community Councils and local stakeholders including schools plus environmental organisations such as National Trust Scotland and 
Search and Rescue Services. 

In total the sponsor targeted 159 aviation and non-aviation stakeholders representing the groups outlined above. 

In addition to the groups identified above, the sponsor also notified individuals who had signed up via an online form for ACP updates. It 
has not been possible to establish how many individuals signed up. 

A full list of stakeholders was provided at Appendix B to Annex A Consultation Response Document.  

B.1.2 Please provide a summary of responses below 

 

During the consultation 18 responses were submitted.  After the consultation had closed, 2 more responses were submitted. All 20 
responses were analysed by the sponsor as the late responses were from key stakeholders whose feedback was recognised as being 
essential to consider and incorporate. 

The sponsor received responses from the following stakeholders:  

• NATMAC members: the BGA, the British Microlight Aircraft Association (BMAA), the MoD via Defence Airspace and Air Traffic 
Management (DAATM) and NATS NERL plc. (Operational Policy) 

• Airports, airlines and aviation industry: EDI, HIAL, Loganair and Aberdeen ATC 

• GA airspace users: Four individuals plus 2 responses from Deeside Gliding Club 

• Six individuals. 

At Table 5, Annex A Consultation Response Document, the sponsor stated that they received responses from Aberdeen City Council and 
Strathaven Gliding Club but no responses from the City Council or the Gliding Club were found within the submission. The sponsor has 
advised that these were from an individual that they knew was from the Council and another individual that they knew was from the 
Gliding Club. These responses have been captured within the group of six individuals above. 

The survey form invited feedback on the PBN arrivals and CAS options and at times split respondents into airspace users and non – 
airspace users. An opportunity was given at the end of the form for any further feedback respondents might have on the proposal. The 
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B.2.2 What steps did the change sponsor take to encourage stakeholders to engage in the consultation? 

 The sponsor took the following steps to encourage participation: 

• On 20 March 2024 after their stage 3 gateway approval, the sponsor emailed existing and newly added stakeholders for 
stage 3, providing advance notification of the consultation period. 

• As well as hosting the consultation on citizen space, existing and additional stakeholders were emailed on 29 April and 1 
May 2024 informing them that the consultation was launching/had launched. A link was provided to access information 
on the proposals. 

• The sponsor offered a 1:1 briefing to elected representatives and local authorities via their launch and reminder emails. 

• The sponsor held four webinars. The first webinar session was targeted at community consultees, the second at the 
aviation industry, the third at the GA community and the final webinar was open to all stakeholders.  Stakeholders 
registered to attend each of these four events.  None attended the first two, five attended the GA session and three 
attended the final session. Although attendance figures were low, events were scheduled for different days and times and 
the sponsor issued reminder emails during the consultation period encouraging stakeholders to participate. 

• One in-person event was held on 21 May 2024 at the Aberdeen Science Centre, a location with parking and public 
transport access.  This was run as a drop-in event with printed copies of the consultation materials available, members of 
the project team were present to respond to questions and QR codes and tablets made available to enable responses. 
There were two attendees.  

• The consultation was publicised on Aberdeen Airport’s website making use of a dedicated ACP webpage. 

• Having identified an area within a circle radius of 1.5 nautical miles around the location where the new arrival procedures 
will join the final approach, and from the immediate surrounding areas, the sponsor carried out a leaflet drop to residents 
at c.164 addresses within the area. No responses were received although the sponsor points out that they highlighted 
that there would be no material change for residents within this area.  

• Four posts were made on the Airport’s existing social media platforms Facebook, X and LinkedIn sites to publicise the 
consultation.  Three of these were made at the start of the consultation on 29 April 2024 and a further post was made on 
3 June 2024, 5 weeks after the consultation had commenced.  Social media statistics have been supplied showing that a 
total of 13,434 people were reached. There were 123 post clicks and 199 link clicks. 

• Hard copies of the consultation materials were deposited at Aberdeen Central Library. This location was publicised via 
citizen space and the Airport’s website.  

• A telephone number, email address and postal address were included in the consultation materials for those stakeholders 
seeking more information or requesting hard copies of the documentation and survey form. No enquiries were received. 
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entry negotiations easier. A GA user stated that when flying from Aboyne users are right on the edge of current airspace and it is easy to 
stray into the airspace so the change would allow for safer flying ensuring no airspace infringements.  Individuals supporting the proposal 
commented in a similar manner, that it would make the airspace safer, provide more airspace for GA users, simplify low level flying 
operations in the area and reduce risk of CAS infringements.  
Two conditions are proposed at B6.2 below for the sponsor to fulfil prior to implementation, to raise awareness of the raising of the CAS 
base level with its GA stakeholders and with the Central Scotland Local Airspace Infringement Team. 
Qualitative feedback was received and responded to by the sponsor on the following issues: 

GPS jamming and spoofing 

The BGA referred to GPS jamming and spoofing as demonstrated how fragile a PBN approach could be and suggested that Aberdeen Air 
Navigation Service Provider have a strategy for dealing with these events. 

Sponsor’s response: In the rare event of a GNSS outage the existing conventional approaches will continue to be promulgated and 
available for Aberdeen arrivals. There are no plans to withdraw any of the existing conventional approaches. 

Single waypoint 

One stakeholder queried whether a single waypoint would be sufficient on the assumption that there would be an increase in the use of 
PBN systems. 

Sponsor’s response: As the proposed procedures are being introduced predominantly for resilience and training purposes, it is expected 
that the PBN arrivals design using a single waypoint for each runway end will be appropriate for Aberdeen traffic. Most aircraft are 
expected to continue to use the ILS when arriving at Aberdeen Airport.  

Request for more CAS 

One individual asked for more, not less, CAS and the sponsor was asked not to release the airspace based on concerns that aircraft would 
have to stay higher for longer and expressing the view that gliders have hundreds of miles of open airspace whereas ATC at Aberdeen and 
the airlines do not. Their view was that releasing the airspace would not stop infringements.  

Sponsor’s response: Prior to consultation, we analysed surveillance radar data to understand what could be safely achievable. The data 
showed no departures utilise the proposed portion of airspace and on average only 1 fixed wing and 1 rotary aircraft arrival per week 
utilise the airspace. Feedback opposing the CAS proposal was shared with ATC for their review ahead of their own consultation response 
and ahead of the Stage 4 safety assessment. ATC found that releasing the section of airspace will be of great benefit to the GA 
community, without adversely affecting the overall ATC operation. A benefit is expected in the reduction of CAS infringements, 
particularly in the vicinity of Aboyne gliding site.  

Suggestions of visual features that could better define the boundary 

Although Deeside Gliding Club responded that they would have moving map displays showing the airspace boundaries and so weren’t 












