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needs of all airspace users is reflected on an equitable basis.  
NOTE: this section only applies if the CAA is classifying or amending the classification of UK airspace. 

B.11.1 As detailed in B9 above, the proposal raises the base of the southwest portion of CTA3 from 3000ft and 4500ft AMSL (and 
renames it CTA4). The sponsor’s assessment, supported by airspace usage analysis, demonstrates that, due to the ANSP 
not requiring to provide a service in controlled airspace in that area, this portion of controlled airspace is not required. 
Reclassifying the airspace between 3000ft and 4500ft AMSL from D to G will ensure that the amount of controlled airspace is 
appropriate for operations intending to use the airspace, but no bigger and should afford more opportunity for other airspace 
users to transit below the proposed new CTA4.  
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Environmental  
The sponsor has adequately considered the potential environmental impacts of the proposal within both the consultation and final 
submission documents and complied with relevant Government guidance and environmental assessment requirements for Level 1 
ACPs under CAP 1616 (version 5). No environmental conditions or recommendations are proposed before implementation. A 
post-implementation monitoring requirement for RNP usage is recommended to validate a key assumption used in the 
environmental assessment. The CAA Environmental Statement supports the view that the proposal would deliver operational 
resilience benefits while causing no significant environmental impacts, when compared with the current day operations. 
 
Economic  
The preferred option, comprising Vectors to RNP arrivals and the release of 27.8 nm³ of controlled airspace, delivers 
modernisation and resilience benefits while leaving most operational and environmental outcomes largely unchanged from the 
baseline. Noise, tranquillity, biodiversity, air quality, traffic levels and airport capacity show negligible differences from the "without 
ACP" scenario, although there are modest improvements in overflight distribution and General Aviation access. 
The sponsor's appraisal reports an overall NPV of approximately -£160k (2024 prices). This largely reflects airport implementation 
costs and a small increase in fuel burn associated with the assumption that 5% of arrivals use the RNP procedures instead of the 
ILS. Most monetised impacts therefore relate to airport costs, noise and carbon effects, while several strategic benefits were not 
monetised. 
The proposal is not intended to increase traffic or airport capacity. Traffic forecasts are unchanged between the baseline and 
option scenarios, and over 95% of arrivals are expected to continue operating as they do today. Alternative options, including T-
Bar and curved approaches, were rejected mainly because they introduced greater operational complexity and safety risks while 
offering little environmental advantage. 
The principal strategic benefit is improved resilience. The RNP procedures provide a modern alternative during ILS outages and 
support the Airspace Modernisation Strategy. The controlled airspace release was assessed separately and was found to be 
deliverable safely, providing General Aviation benefits through improved access and reduced infringement risk without materially 
affecting commercial operations. 
Following consultation, the sponsor reviewed the forecasts, assumptions and design and concluded that no material changes were 
required. As a result, the environmental assessments from the consultation-stage Full Options Appraisal remained valid and were 
carried forward into the Final Options Appraisal using the same methodology. The assessment approach, including treatment of 
fuel burn, greenhouse gases and traded emissions, remained broadly consistent with the earlier appraisal. 
Overall, the sponsor has provided a clear and traceable assessment supported by defined forecasts, modelling assumptions and 
environmental evidence. While the forecasts are based on 2022 operational data, a refresh of the modelling would have been 
unlikely to change the overall conclusions given the very limited differences between the preferred option and the baseline. 
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Consultation 
The sponsor conducted a consultation on their proposed two changes over 12-weeks which was in accordance with the CAP 1616 
accepted standard on consultation length. The sponsor targeted 159 aviation and non-aviation stakeholders representing aviation 
and non-aviation groups together with some individuals who had signed up for ACP updates via an online form. Twenty responses 
were submitted. Although no changes were made to either the PBN arrival procedures or to the proposed CAS base level on 
account of consultation feedback, the sponsor demonstrated that they took account of the product of the consultation in how they 
responded to feedback. For example, where suggestions were made for visual features, the feedback was considered and shared 
with ATC and NATS for their attention. The sponsor has conducted consultation in accordance with CAP 1616 requirements and 
demonstrated that their consultation was aligned with the Gunning principles on effective consultation. Two pre-implementation 
conditions are proposed regarding engaging with GA stakeholders to raise awareness of the reclassification of the CTA3 airspace 
between 3000ft and 4,500ft. 
 
IFP  
Introduction of RNP procedures to Runway 16 and 34 are proposed, with LNAV (non-precision approach) and LNAV/VNAV (Baro-
VNAV approach with vertical guidance) minima provided.  
Several technical comments related to procedure design were raised in the different iterations of the IFP Submission Packages 
associated to this ACP. All the comments have now been fully addressed by the APDO working on behalf of the sponsor.  
The proposed approaches have additionally successfully undergone flight validation simulation activities with positive outputs from 
flight validation crews of different aircraft types representing the fleet mix operating at Aberdeen (Medium-jet, turboprop and 
Helicopter) - demonstrating that the IFPs are safe, flyable and operationally fit-for-purpose within the proposed controlled airspace 
environment and ATC vectoring practices to the different IFs. 

 
ATM 
The sponsor is introducing RNP approach procedures for Runways 16 and 34 to improve operational resilience during periods of 
ILS unserviceability and has provided a proportionate assessment of the anticipated impacts. The reclassification of a portion of 
Aberdeen CTA3 from Class D to Class G is supported by operational data which indicate that the airspace is not routinely required 
to support the safe and efficient operation of arriving and departing traffic. 
A small number of ATS matters remain subject to ongoing assurance activity; namely, standard conditions associated with the 
completion of the APSA, training, and updating the required documents have been applied. In addition, further conditions have 
been applied concerning the removal of runway 34 direct arrivals from relevant charts (pre-implementation), and the resolution of 











