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httos://consultations.caa.co.uk/policy-development/ukads-consuliation

Address for postal responses:

Trevor Metson

Civil Aviation Authority
Communications, Strategy and Policy
5th Floor, Westferry House

11 Westferry Circus

London

E14 4HD

airspace.modernisation@caa.co.uk
Tel: 033 0138 2750

The consultation will close at 23.59 on 17 December 2024. We cannot commit to taking into
account comments received after this date.

Unless'you notify us otherwise, we will assume that all responses can be published on the
CAA website (we will not publish your address or email address).

Please note that your response will be shared with the Department for Transport, Civil
Aviation Authority and relevant employees of any consultancy firms that we contract to assist
with the UK Airspace Design Service project.
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AIRSPACE MODERNISATION: CONSULTATION ON A UK AIRSPACE DESIGN
SERVICE _

Consultation question 1: In general terms, do you agree that a single airspace
design entity in the form of a UK Airspace Design Service (UKADS) provider,
properly scoped, funded and implemented, would address the challenges
identified and improve delivery confidence in airspace modernisation?

[ yes

4 maybe

O no

O don’t know

If you wish, please explain your answer using the box below.

Consultation question 2: What are your views on our proposal that the end-
state UKADS scope encompasses all ACPs in UK airspace?

7 agree

O agree, subject to additional considerations
[ disagree

O don’t know

Please explain your answer including the additional considerations, where
relevant.
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Consultation question 3: What are your views on our proposal that the short-
term UKADS scope should be the London TMA region?

/

M agree

(] agree, subject to additional considerations
O diéagree

O don’t know

Please explain your answer including the additional considerations, where
relevant, and also whether we have defined ‘London TMA region’ adequately.

Consultation question 4: What are your views on our proposals for the UKADS
scope in the medium term?

Our proposed medium-term scope includes other ACPs deemed a priority, such as
masterplan clusters at risk, changes mandated by law, and specific state-wide
changes supporting the Airspace Modernisation Strategy. Please note that the CAA
has already published prioritisation principles for airspace change and a delivery
plan for the Airspace Modernisation Strategy.

M| ag/ree

[0 agree, subject to additional considerations
O disagree

O don’t know

Please explain your answer including the additional considerations, where
relevant.
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Consultation question 5: Do you have any views on our proposed two-phase
approach?

M about right
O minor modifications needed
0 major modifications needed

O don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer.

Rdm-ja.mscvl:u;n sF ko nedon curgpace can't wovilz unéldl o bcz‘afxf has
been gef vp,which will prebabiy réc},mr@ primosry tegpslabwn , & deal
with the reorc)avmscxéimn of awspace ouFsrde Londen -

Consultation question 6: Do you have any views on the models that have been
considered?

i about right
O minor modifications neéded
0 major modifications n.eeded
O don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer.
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Consultation question 7: Do you have any views on our proposal that NERL

‘takes on the initial task of providing airspace design services through
UKADS1?

' agree

[0 agree, but subject to additional considerations
O disagree

O don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer, including if relevant any additional
considerations.

Consultation question 8: Do you consider that in progressing a particular
cluster of the masterplan, UKADS1 should take over ACOG’s current
coordination or masterplanning role for that cluster?

4 agree

[0 agree, but subject to additional considerations
[ disagree

O don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer, including if relevant any additional
considerations.

OFFICIAL - Public



hitne: - Hatinne ~raa A 1ikinalicvode Iarmaand ilad nerilfatinn
https://consultations.caa.co.uk/policy-development/ukads-consultation

Consultation question 9: Do you agree that organisations should be able to

continue sponsoring ACPs that are in scope of UKADS1 if UKADS1 is not able
to prioritise them?

M agree

[0 agree, but subject to additional considerations
[ disagree

[0 don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer, and indicate whether such organisations
should be required to consult UKADS1 or have the option of using some
UKADS1 services. -

Consultation question 10: Do you agree with the proposals for UKADS1’s
remit?

& about right
O minor modifications needed
0 major modifications needed
O don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer, in particular whether anything should be
excluded in, or is missing from, the proposed remit.
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Consultation question 11: Do you agree with the approach we propose for
consultation and engagement on ACPs, including who pays for these
activities?

] about right
O minor modifications needed
0 major modifications needed
4 don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer, including any views on the other options
suggested.

Consultation question 12: What are your views on our transition proposals?

&4 about right
O minor modifications needed
O major modifications needed
O don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer.

OFFICIAL - Public



Lttme [lannet ilbatimme ~aa ~n ik inalicrv Aavelanmeant/iikade_~ranciilfatinn
https://consultations.caa.co.uk/policy-development/ukads-consultation

Consultation question 13: What are your views on our proposal that, where
appropriate, UKADS1 should merge the existing ACPs into a single ACP for
the cluster or deployment?

/1 agree

O agree, with additional considerations
0 another approach

O don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer.

Consultation question 14: What are your views on our proposal that the CAA
approves each transition plan?

¥ égreé

O agree, with additional considerations
[0 disagree

O don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer.
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Consultation question 15: What changes would you propose to amend and/or
supplement CAP 1616 in order to accommodate the UKADS?

‘Consultation question 16: What are your views on our proposals for UKADS1
governance?

(1 about right
O minor modifications needed
[0 major modifications needed
A4 don’t know

Please'give reasons for your answer, including whether the proposed
arrangements would be sufficiently proportionate, transparent and robust, and
how you see this working in practice.
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Consultation question 17: Would these proposals give sufficient reassurance
that potential conflicts of interest arising from NERL providing airspace design
services through UKADS1 are mitigated?

L] yes

O partly

O no

& insufficient detail / don’t know

Please give reasons for your answér, including any comments or suggestions
about the proposed Advisory Board.

Consultation question 18: What are your views on our proposed new Airspace
Design Charge to meet the efficient costs of NERL in providing an airspace
design service through UKADS1 and to create a UK Airspace Design Support
Fund for other eligible UK airport ACPs?

2 agree

L1 agree, but with qualifications
O use another method

O don't know

Please give reasons for your answer, including, if relevant, what other method
you propose, such as our alternative hybrid option.

The cemmunily voice &hovid nel be oveclooked jus€ becauvse il 15 nel
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Consultation question 19: Which elements of expenditure on an ACP do you
think should be eligible under the UK Airspace Design Support Fund?

Consultation question 20: Do you have any views on our proposed concept for
UKADS2?

(1 about right
O minor modifications needed
0 major modifications needed

i insufficient information / don’t know

Please give reasons for your answer.

Consultation question 21: Do you have any other comments about the
proposals in this consultation document or about the accompanying
Regulatory Impact Assessment? Is there anything we have missed?

SEE SHEET WITACHED FPAGE 2.
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