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5th April 2018 

I write in response to the Glasgow Airport Airspace Change Proposal, to which the General 

Aviation Alliance must regretfully object on the grounds that it has not been sufficiently 

widely scoped with regard to reducing unused and disproportionately scaled areas of 

controlled airspace.   

We are concerned that that the statement in Section 5 of the document is particularly vague 

on the subject: “5.4.1 We have not put forward any formal change proposal to the airspace 

configuration as part of this consultation but we will consider these for implementation in 

tandem with our ultimate ACP submission.”  

It is a requirement of any Airspace Change Proposal that any changes to airspace should be 

specified and fully consulted upon - they can't just be 'implemented in tandem', this would 

be in breach of CAA guidelines as laid out in CAP1616.  

There is simply not enough information in the current document to make a reasonable 

judgement about how airspace could be reorganised and, in the absence of a proper 

airspace reconfiguration proposal, there is no way of testing the how effective any review of 

airspace needs will be. We therefore recommend a more detailed engagement with users 

including the GA Alliance on how to make Glasgow and its surrounding airspace as effective 

as possible for all those who utilise it. 



The General Aviation Alliance, GAA, is a group of organisations representing the interests of 

key organisations in the UK General Aviation (GA) industry, their employees and members. 

It was formed in 2004 to address the need for a co-ordinated response to UK regulatory 

issues.  

Members of the GAA include; British Balloon and Airship Club (BBAC); British Gliding 

Association (BGA); British Hang Gliding and Paragliding Association (BHPA); British 

Microlight Aircraft Association (BMAA); British Parachute Association (BPA); Helicopter Club 

of Great Britain (HCGB); Light Aircraft Association (LAA); PPL/IR Europe – European 

Association of Instrument Rated Private Pilots; Royal Aero Club of the United Kingdom 

(RAeC). The GAA coordinates responses on behalf of about 72,000 subscription paying 

members of these bodies.   

The General Aviation Alliance understands and supports the need to modernise and 

rationalise UK airspace in order to create structures which are efficient, safe and 

proportionate for all users. We fully support the overall aim behind the consultation, namely 

to replace the current ground-based navigation procedures with more advanced satellite-

based procedures such as Area Navigation (RNAV) Global Navigation Satellite Systems 

(GNSS) and we welcome the fact that this airspace change proposal will be assessed against 

the CAA CAP1616 airspace change process.  

This consultation offers a missed opportunity in failing to address the large amounts of 

controlled airspace surrounding the airport which are little used or redundant, not least 

since the closure of runway 28/10 for which redundant airspace protection appears to 

remain in place. It is logical that, with improving aircraft performance, we would expect 

noise and fuel considerations to require steeper climbs and descents to airports. As well as 

making future lower level controlled airspace smaller, this would also offer noise and 

environmental benefits to those on the ground. 

It is noteworthy that a previous Airspace Change Proposal in February 2012 resulted in the 

CAA reporting: “The scope for any further immediate enhancement to local airspace 

arrangements is limited to the size and shape of the Glasgow CTR, which is currently based 

upon cross-runway operations. Given that Glasgow’s secondary runway has been 

decommissioned, NATS Glasgow has agreed to review its CTR requirements to determine 

what scope exists to revise the size and shape whilst still containing published procedures, 

preserving appropriate interfaces with the Scottish TMA, avoiding over-complication of 

airspace boundaries and permitting flight beneath any additional CTAs in accordance with 

Rule 5 and Rule 6 of Rules of the Air 2007. 

Despite this clear commitment to review, there has been no attempt by the CAA, NATS or 

Glasgow Airport to deliver on their promises. This current ACP offers the perfect 

opportunity for that omission to be remedied.  



 

Many of our members have over the years expressed concern at the scale of Glasgow 

Airport’s controlled airspace, which we note was recorded in a 2009 UK Parliamentary 

report to have “three times the controlled airspace of Gatwick Airport, despite handling only 

a third of the number of flights”. Since that time no attempt has been made to review or 

reduce the size of this airspace, in contradiction of UK airspace policy as laid down by the 

CAA; that the default airspace is class G and that restricted airspace must be fully justified.  

The challenges posed to VFR traffic by this unwarranted scale of airspace were further 

exacerbated last year when Glasgow airport, citing staffing issues, summarily prevented 

access to transit traffic, again in breach of UK airspace policy. It could be argued that if there 

is a difficulty with controller staffing, a smaller area to control would be helpful.  

It is also noted that on several recent occasions ATIS announcements were made that “due 

to lack of primary radar, non-transponder aircraft would not be permitted to enter the 

zone”. This is clearly in breach of UK airspace policy and it is highly inappropriate for an 

individual airport to utilise controlled airspace as a convenience, as an alternative to 

employment of sufficient controllers or systems to properly manage traffic. 

The scale of the current controlled airspace significantly diminishes flight safety in the area 

just outside it, with a greater risk of airprox and collision at known VFR ‘pinch points’ such as 

the Kilmarnock VRP and by forcing VFR transit traffic, largely single-engined, to divert over 

the sea, sometimes in poor weather conditions, to avoid R515 at the Hunterston nuclear 

power station. 

There is also a clear disparity between the CTR’s boundaries and the ATC Surveillance 

Minimum Altitude Chart. The current CTR includes airspace where Glasgow Airport cannot 

communicate with the aircraft in it due to high ground in the vicinity.  

We understand that no individual body necessarily understands the needs of all airspace 

users in any particular area. Those wishing to make changes or solve problems must 

therefore take steps to involve others and understand their needs as a prerequisite for any 

design activity. The GA Alliance through its members stands ready to assist in such problem 

solving or input to design concepts, including with the direct knowledge from locally-based 

members. 

IN CONCLUSION 

We strongly recommend that this ACP is resubmitted to include the long-overdue review of 

reductions in the scale of its controlled airspace. As part of this review, Glasgow airport 

should develop ‘heat maps’ of traffic both within and in the vicinity of the controlled 

airspace, utilising modelling software potentially available from organisations including 

FASVIG.  



 

We believe that this would enable some key areas of controlled airspace to revert to Class 

G, potentially both reducing controller workload, and reducing weather restrictions on day 

VFR traffic; as a control zone imposes a blanket 5km visibility, whereas Class G below 3000ft 

and 140 kts requires 1500m minimum visibility. 

We would also recommend that the ACP offers stronger guarantees that controller 

availability will be maintained to ensure appropriate access to airspace for GA traffic. This 

could include named contingencies including reversion of airspace to Class G if it cannot be 

adequately controlled. 

We believe that, both at a local level and nationally, the General Aviation Alliance can make 

a positive contribution to future airspace planning and we would be happy to work with you 

to ensure any future plans are as effective as possible for both Glasgow Airport and all those 

who utilise the airspace around it. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 
Stephen Slater 

CEO Light Aircraft Association 

On behalf of the General Aviation Alliance. 
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