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 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1. The original TAG Farnborough proposal was submitted in July 2015.  However, during simulation in the summer of 2016, a safety issue was 
identified concerning the interaction of the proposed Farnborough arrival procedures from the south and Gatwick Airport departures.  The resolution to 
this issue required the redesign of the Farnborough arrival procedures to route further to the west of their original position.  The CAA considered that, 
whilst the redesigned route remained just inside the geographical area encompassed by the original 2014 consultation, the change in routeing was 
significant enough to warrant further local consultation.  To that end, it was agreed that TAG Farnborough would undertake a further addendum 
consultation focussed on those areas that could, potentially, be impacted by the change.  The addendum consultation took place from 10 August to 2 
November 2016; whilst it was initially agreed with the CAA that the addendum consultation would last for 8 weeks, the sponsor voluntarily extended the 
consultation period to 12 weeks at the request of environmental stakeholders. 

2. The addendum consultation focussed on those Parish Councils potentially impacted by the change, but was advertised by the sponsor in order 
that other parties could respond.  The consultation generated 2867 comments from over 600 stakeholders.  These comments have been 
submitted to the CAA in their original form and have been individually read. 

The key themes raised during the addendum consultation were: 

• Environmental impact (aircraft noise). 

• Access to the proposed airspace. 

• Safety 

• Justification for the proposed change. 

3. These themes were correctly identified by the sponsor and articulated in the Farnborough Airport Airspace Consultation Feedback Report C 
published on 14 December 2016.  The themes generally mirrored the themes raised during the original consultation undertaken from 3 February to 12 
May 2014.  Whilst the sponsor responded to the majority of the issues raised in a manner similar to its response in the original consultation feedback, 
the proposal was modified to try and mitigate access issues raised by the General Aviation community resulting in a reduction of the portion of the 
proposed airspace known as ‘CTA-7’.  The response to other issues presented a rational argument as to why those issues could not be further 
addressed. 

4. Overall, the consultation provided sufficient information for stakeholders to offer a response, and there was adequate time during which 
stakeholders had the opportunity to respond.  The consultation response document produced by the sponsor indicated that there had been 
conscientious consideration of the issues raised and the subsequent modification of the proposal in respect of access issues indicated that the outcome 
of the consultation was not predisposed.  Consequently, it is concluded that the consultation met the Gunning Principles of consultation and the CAA’s 
regulatory requirements. 
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inconvenience to other airspace users.  The sponsor maintained that the proposal would provide benefits in terms of efficiency and that the 
proposal had been reduced significantly since the original proposal had been consulted upon in order to reduce its impact on others. 

 

A number of process objections were received concerning the consultation that split into the following categories: 

• Accessibility. 

• Documentation and Publicity. 

Airspace Change is often a complex issue and it is the responsibility of the sponsor to balance that complexity with the need for accessibility and 
understanding.  In this case, the consultation document was seen by the CAA prior to the consultation launch and it was concluded that the right 
balance had been struck.  In terms of publicity, the sponsor is required to publicise the consultation in a proportional manner in order to provide potential 
stakeholders with the information required and seek feedback in accordance with the Governments Consultation Principals.  In this case, there was a 
great deal of press coverage of the proposal and consultation evidenced by the large response that the sponsor received.  

 
  








