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HAL - Heathrow Airport Limited   
IAG GBS - International Airlines Group Global Business Services   
MoD - Ministry of Defence via Defence Airspace & Air Traffic Management (DAATM)   
MoD - RAF Brize Norton   
MoD - RAF (U) Swanwick   
AAL - American Airlines   
ACA - Air Canada   
BAW - British Airways   
BEE - Flybe   
DAL - Delta Airlines   
EXS - Jet2   
RYR - Ryanair   
STK - Stobart Air   
TCX - Thomas Cook   
TOM - Thomson   
TUI - Group   
UAL- United Airlines   

VIR - Virgin Atlantic  

 
NATs consulted with both key stakeholders listed above and other stakeholders during their Stage 3 consultation.  Their list 
of other stakeholders included members and organisations of the National Air Traffic Management Advisory Committee 
(NATMAC) together with the following airfields: 

 

GA Airfields: 

EGBE Coventry 

EGBJ Gloucester 

EGBO Halfpenny Green 

EGBP Cotswold Kemble 

EGBS Shobdon 

EGTK Oxford 

EGBW Wellesbourne   
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Local Airfield: 

EGNX East Midlands 

The change sponsor claims that there will be no change to commercial aircraft traffic patterns below 7,000 feet but could 
potentially impact a small number of general aviation aircraft descending below the base of Flight Level 65 for the controlled 
airspace that is being proposed for Birmingham.  As part of their Stage 2 work, the change sponsor determined that “there 
would be no discernible change in impact on noise, tranquillity or biodiversity” as a consequence of the implementation of 
their proposal (see Consultation Document Para 5.2). 

Taking the above into consideration, the CAA agreed to NATS’ proposal to undertake a targeted aviation stakeholder 
consultation for this airspace change proposal.  

That being said, the change sponsor acknowledged that consultation was not exclusive to the targeted aviation 
stakeholders.  Links to the consultation were placed on the NATS Customer website and on the NATS Public website, whilst 
the consultation was conducted on the CAA’s public facing Airspace Change Portal thereby allowing all stakeholders to 
participate in the consultation (see Section 6 of consultation document).   

The sponsor’s Document 3D Collate and Review Responses set out the same Annex A as in Step 3A Consultation Strategy 
– i.e. using the terminology “links to the consultation will be placed” but not actually stating that those stakeholders had been 
consulted. 

B.1.2 Please provide a summary of responses below 

 

A total of thirteen responses were received over the course of the 11-week consultation. 12 were submitted via the Airspace 
Change Portal (Citizen Space) and 1 was submitted via email correspondence. 12 responses came from the targeted 
aviation stakeholders, whilst 1 response came from an individual who requested anonymity. 
 
Twelve of the Thirteen responses (92%) fully supported the proposed changes and one objected (8%).  Responses were 
sought to the question “Do you support the airspace changes in this proposal?” 
 
The responses for the four options were presented by NATS in their document 3D Collate and Review as set out below: 
 
For Birmingham arrivals and departures, 54% of respondents strongly supported or supported the specific elements of the 
proposal, 37% of respondents were neutral and 4 persons objected. 
 
For the Heathrow offload route, 82% of all responses strongly supported or supported the proposal, 4 responses were 
neutral (12%) and there were 2 objections. 
 
For the proposed high-level ATS routes in the West End Sector Group, 58% of responses strongly supported or supported 
the proposal, there were 9 neutral responses (17%) and 1 objection.  


















