
 
 
 

SASIG response to the All Party Parliamentary Group for General Aviation: 
Calls for evidence inquiry 

 
SASIG were invited to submit comments by Rt Hon Grant Shapps, Chair of the APPG-GA 
on this inquiry and our response is shown below. 
 
Response: 
 
The Strategic Aviation Special Interest Group of the Local Government Association 
(SASIG) supports the recent formation of the Airspace Strategy Board as part of the new 
governance structure to oversee airspace modernisation on a national basis and is 
pleased that the SASIG Chairman was invited to sit on the Board.  It also welcomes other 
official outreach groups that are looking at airspace modernisation (e.g. ANEG and the 
CAA’s Community Forum) but is less clear on the role of the industry only groups that 
appear to be under-pinning the process and how they operate and are governed.  The 
reporting from these groups appears to be vertical and not engaging to any great degree 
with the airspace modernisation group(s) that most other industry stakeholders are 
represented on. 
 
SASIG is concerned that there is no mechanism for parties with an interest in airspace 
modernisation other than airports, to bring forward proposals to improve the airspace 
environment particularly as it relates to noise and areas of tranquility.  We believe the 
overflight of substantial built-up areas; areas of natural beauty; national parks and 
areas of military and commercial significance ought to be avoided at any costs if 
possible. 
 
SASIG believes there should be a priority given to the following in this order: 
 
1)   larger airports with passenger numbers above 15 million; 
2)   commercial airports with passenger numbers less than 15 million; 
3)   business aviation airports; 
4)   heavily used general aviation airfields; 
5)   recreational flying strips. 
 
Whilst SASIG is supportive of the General Aviation sector and recognises that the 
specialist training and economic benefits they generate underpins the rest of the 
aviation industry, this support would not be the same if sub-optimal designs to airspace 
serving larger airports was affected by this.  The general aviation sector has more 
flexibility to work around clearly-defined airspace control corridors and should look to 
locate where there is less conflict with those. 
 



SASIG also believes that there should be a fund of money under the control of the CAA 
which would enable other aviation stakeholders to bring forward proposals where said 
proposals would not affect levels of safety.  With further regard to the CAA, SASIG feels 
that the 7-gate approval process for airspace design takes far too long and needs to be 
operated expediently for smaller, less impactful proposals. 
 
Finally, SASIG supports the introduction of the Independent Commission on Civil 
Aviation Noise (ICCAN) but believes that the Head Commissioner’s remit should extend 
to airspace design and not just growth of airports.  
 
SASIG Chairman, Cllr Keith Artus would be happy to appear at any session of inquiry or 
forum if invited and welcomes the APPG-GA’s recognition that SASIG’s voice is a very 
important one within our industry. 
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Head of SASIG Secretariat 
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