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T here’s been quite a lot going on  
with LAA advocacy over the past 
few months. Our thanks are due  
to many volunteers, up and down 
the country, who have been putting 

in a huge amount of unsung effort to ensure 
that GA access to the skies is maintained,  
in order to keep flying, and we still have 
airfields to land back on when we’re done. 
Here are a few examples…

FArNbOrOuGH AIrspAce cHANGe 
prOpOsAL JudIcIAL reVIew
As has been well discussed in LA, the entire 
UK sport flying community strongly objected 
to the decision made by the CAA to grant 
large tracts of controlled airspace to TAG 
Farnborough Airport, as a result of its 
Airspace Change Proposal (ACP).

The CAA’s decision came despite clear and 
unequivocal advice that the move is against the 
regulator’s declared policy of ‘equal access to 
airspace for all users’ and the strong likelihood 
that the new controlled airspace will create 
bottlenecks in the surrounding vicinity, thus 
increasing the risk of mid-air collision.

The CAA and Farnborough failed to  
publish any analysis of the impact of General 
Aviation traffic through the choke points.  
They also rather cynically ignored advice  
from organisations, including the LAA and 
British Gliding Association, and a unified 
response from the GA Alliance.

In view of this, Lasham Gliding Society 
(LGS), the organisation which represents  

the flying operation which will be most badly 
affected by the changes, wrote to the CAA  
at the end of August asking the regulator to 
withdraw its decision.

In the absence of any appropriate 
response, the beginning of October saw  
LGS commence court proceedings to seek  
a Judicial Review of the CAA’s actions. 

To give you an idea of the scale of the  
task (and the legal fees), the mere application 
for the Judicial Review consisted of thirteen 
volumes of supporting information, totalling 
over 3,000 pages!

Although LGS is one of our sport’s 
wealthier bodies, naturally it’s seeking help 
with funding the Judicial Review. The LAA  
has demonstrated its support with an initial 
contribution and many individual members 
have also made donations. If you want to  
help, visit www.lashamgliding.com 

brIze NOrTON, beTTer News…
There’s better news to report, as far as 
dialogue is concerned at least, between  
RAF Brize Norton and members of the GA 
community concerning its ACP. The RAF,  
up to the highest levels, has committed to 
engage with the users of airspace outside 
their proposed controlled areas and already 

said it’ll raise the lower boundaries of the 
proposed airspace to the north and west  
of Brize Norton. Also, in response to further 
advice from local airspace users, the RAF  
is reconsidering other areas of the  
projected airspace.

A big thank you has to go to LAA member 
Steve Noujaim, who’s led the GA Alliance 
team and not only pointed out the risks  
posed by the earlier proposal, but also  
used his military, airline and sport flying 
experience to develop a series of viable 
alternative proposals to those advocated  
by the RAF’s consultants. 

It has to be said that we still await sight  
of the consultation response from London 
Oxford Airport, whose ACP remains linked to 
that of RAF Brize Norton. They use the same 
consultants, Osprey CSL, so it remains to be 
seen whether their previously adversarial  
‘take it or leave it’ approach will be continued, 
despite the RAF’s more proactive stance.

eNGAGING Our pOLITIcIANs
Thanks to our involvement with the All-Party 
Parliamentary Group on General Aviation 
(APPG on GA), the LAA has been invited  
to submit evidence to its parliamentary 
enquiry to investigate the way that airspace  
is managed in the UK.

The inquiry will study all components  
of governance and process which result  
in airspace decisions and make 
recommendations on how to improve the 
current system. In addition to making 

(Above) The thirteen volumes of supporting 
information for the Judicial review into the 
Farnborough Airspace Change Proposal! 
(Photo: Lasham Gliding Society)
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representations to ministers on the findings, 
MPs and Lords may wish to introduce 
legislation to change the current law.

Focusing primarily on lower airspace,  
the inquiry will prepare a report on such 
subjects as the governance and management 
of the UK’s airspace, parliamentary and 
ministerial oversight, the CAA’s and NATS’ 
roles and responsibilities, and also the 
overarching policy objectives, how we can 
increase efficiency and ensure equitable 
access for all users and, not least, who pays.

It’s set to be a pretty heavyweight enquiry, 
with anything up to 176 MPs and peers 
involved. We’re currently working on our  
initial evidence submission, which we’ll 
publish in next month’s LA.

AIrFIeLds ANd THe ImpLIcATIONs  
OF THe New NppF
The new National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF), published in July, contains additional 
provisions relevant to the General Aviation 
community. These provisions serve to 
reinforce the protection given to GA  
airfields by the planning system.

LAA member John Gilder is both Vice-
Chairman of the General Aviation Awareness 
Council (GAAC) and the Chairman of the 
APPG on Airfields, and he writes:

‘Although it has not been possible to 
achieve complete clarity on the Brownfield 
issue, there’s now enough overlapping 
legislation within the NPPF to give weight  
to the level of protection airfields need,  
and to challenge the developers’ view that 
they are large areas of cheap building land.

‘Our advice to any airfield owner is to 
comply with the new provisions and ensure 
that your local authority not only recognise  
the airfield’s status, not just as an airfield but 
as part of a national network, and therefore  
the need for it to form part of any future local 
or strategic plans.’

‘The new NPPF, which provides the overall 
framework and guidance for Local Planning 
Authorities in England, inserts two paragraphs 
recognising General Aviation for the first time, 
in planning terms.

‘New paragraph 104 reads: ‘Planning 
policies should… (f) recognise the importance 
of maintaining a national network of general 
aviation airfields, and their need to adapt and 
change over time – taking into account their 
economic value in serving business, leisure, 
training and emergency service needs, and 
the Government’s General Aviation Strategy.’

‘This is an important change. It means  
that for the first time, general aviation airfields 
have a status in the planning process and  
this can be used to argue more strongly for 
development needed at airfields. In addition, 
the recognition of ‘adapt and change’ opens 
the door for new activities and infrastructure 
essential to aerodrome viability to gain a 
smoother ride through the planning process.

‘Meanwhile, a cross-reference to the 
Government’s General Aviation Strategy 
specifically allows this document also to be  
a consideration in the planning process, 
giving General Aviation higher status as a  
part of the transport infrastructure and the  
new wording also places a requirement on 
planning authorities to consider any GA 
airfields in their plan making activities.  

‘Currently, few GA airfields are identified, 
protected or promoted in Local Plans. Local 
planning authorities must now consider if  
an airfield should have its own planning 
policy, which would have to provide for 
change to occur.

‘It will also be open to airfields to press 
authorities to do this, setting out the value of 
the site and its need to be able to change  
over time. While it has always been open to 
airfields to seek a protective / promotional 
policy they now have a much improved 
chance of achieving this under the new NPPF.

‘The second change in the NPPF is in the 
Glossary at Annex 2, where a new definition 
has been inserted: ‘General aviation airfields: 
Licensed or unlicensed aerodromes with  
hard or grass runways often with extensive 
areas of open land related to aviation activity.’

‘This change is positive in two respects:  
it gives status to GA sites that have not 
previously been included in planning 
guidance and it gives the same status to 
licensed and unlicensed aerodromes.’

THe brOwNFIeLd Issue
John writes: ‘At the request of the majority  
of its members, the GAAC tabled a further 
change in the NPPF which would have 
specifically excluded ‘land that is or has  
been used for aviation purposes from the 
definition of ‘Previously Developed Land’.

‘This change was not accepted, and  
some may still incorrectly assert that all  
of any airfield is ‘previously developed’.  
The GAAC will continue to press for 
clarification that only the built parts of  
an airfield may in some circumstances  
be defined as ‘previously developed’  
and therefore at risk of pressure to  
be redeveloped.

‘However, the wording in the new 
paragraph 104 and the Glossary reference  
to ‘extensive areas of open land’ do assist  
in countering this misinterpretation.

‘In addition, the Glossary definition of 
‘Previously developed land’ continues to  
make clear that there can be no assumption 
that all land within a curtilage of a previously 
developed site is available for development.’

John concludes with the reminder that  
if you have any questions or require 
clarification on a situation, the GAAC exists  
to provide free initial advice and would 
consider taking specific cases forward  
for a pre-agreed fee. Please email  
planning@gaac.org.uk ■
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(Above) The submission for Brize Norton’s airspace is work in progress and further development is being conducted. Please note that the 
airspace depicted is not the final submission.
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CTR 1

CTR 2
CTA 1

CTA 2

CTA 3

CTA 4

CTA 7

CTA 8

CTA 9
CTA 6

CTA 5

SFC – 6,000 ft

SFC – FL 

3,000 – 6,000 ft 
(2,300 – 6,000 ft)

4,500 – 7,000 ft 
(3,500 – 7,000 ft)

5,000 ft – FL 125

1,800 ft – 
5,500 ft – FL 105 

(4,500 ft – FL 105)

1,800 – 6,000 

1,800 ft – FL 

2,500 – 6,000 ft 
(2,300 – 6,000 

4,500 ft – FL 105 
(3,500 ft – FL 
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