
 

REQUEST FOR FURTHER INFORMATION – WALNEY ISLAND EXTENSION 

Additional Information submitted by Isle of Man Airport – 24th April 2014 

With reference to the letter Ref. EN010027, IOMA would wish to comment/provide 
clarification on the following points specifically directed towards IOMA. 
 

1. The applicant argues that the impact on operations at IOMA is ‘minimal’ whilst 
stating that mitigation is justified for Warton.  Whilst accepting that Warton provides 
a specialized function, IOMA would still stress that given the extended operating 
hours of IOMA against those of Warton, traffic levels must be at least equal to those 
of Warton in the area of concern, i.e. Advisory Route W2D, vicinity of advisory route 
W2D and airspace adjacent to IOM Controlled Airspace.  IOMA is at a loss to 
understand why the applicant thinks mitigation is required for one ATC unit and not 
for IOMA when without doubt mitigation provided for Warton would also be 
beneficial to IOMA. 
 
IOMA wishes to re-iterate statements made during the examination process to date: 
 
i) Regardless of traffic levels, ATC always attempt to provide the level of service 

requested by the pilot.  Primary Surveillance Radar is normally the minimum level 
of equipment necessary to provide Radar Control, Deconfliction Service or Traffic 
Service.1 IOMA has stated previously that it only requires two aircraft operating in 
the vicinity of each other to create a potential confliction. 

ii) Air Traffic Services Outside Controlled Airspace (ATSOCAS) can be provided by 
any unit equipped to do so irrespective of their status as a Lower Airspace Radar 
Service (LARS) unit. 

iii) Air Traffic Controllers have a duty of care and “A crucial element of duty of care 
is achieved through controllers making all reasonable endeavours to provide the 
level of ATS (Air Traffic Service) that a pilot requests”.2 

iv) If the proposed development went ahead without mitigation, IOMA ATC would 
have to consider reducing the level of service that it could provide within the 
subject area with the consequent reduction in safety levels. 

v) IOM ATC require an awareness of targets within the proposed area of the 
extension regardless of whether they are under IOM control, to ensure 
separation is maintained should such targets move towards aircraft under IOM 
control or IOM Controlled Airspace. 

 
2. DAP Policy Statement for Transponder Mandatory Zones, dated April 2009, states at 

paragraph 2.1 that “A TMZ may be established for overriding safety reasons, where 
the airspace classification would not ordinarily require aircraft to carry a 
transponder”.  This statement recognises the safety aspect of a TMZ and by the 
applicant agreeing this as mitigation for Warton indicates that the applicant accepts 
this concept.  It would appear to IOMA therefore that a higher level of safety is being 
afforded to test flight aircraft (which tend to be more manoueverable) over aircraft 
flying with fare paying passengers on scheduled services. 

 
3. IOMA has previously stated that a TMZ may assist in mitigating the effects of the 

proposed wind farm development.  The applicant has also stated that a technical 
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solution, i.e. in-fill radar, may also be required for Warton.  IOMA has recently stated 
to the Secretary of the Examining Authority that we would wish to be treated equally 
and that any mitigation provided to Warton should also be provided to IOMA.  IOMA 
has concerns that if the proposed TMZ is closely linked to Warton operations, and in 
effect ceases to exist outside Warton’s published hours of operation, this would leave 
aircraft being provided with Air Traffic Services Outside Controlled Airspace 
(ATSOCAS) when Warton ATC is closed vulnerable and without the additional safety 
protection that a TMZ is designed to provide. 

 
The NOTAM below was recently issued by Warton detailing non-availability of Lower 
Airspace Radar Service over the Easter holiday period: 
 

Q) EGTT/QSEAU/IV/B/E/000/100/5345N00253W040 

B) FROM: 14/04/17 18:00C) TO: 14/04/22 06:30 
E) WARTON LOWER AIRSPACE RADAR SER NOT AVBL 

B0657/14 

 
The following figures illustrates that traffic transiting the area as well as inbound to 
IOMA regularly use this airspace. This ‘snapshot’ was recorded at 1120 hours on 18 
April 2014 during the period specified in the NOTAM above. 
 

 

Figure 1 - 18 April 2014 

 
In the figure above, IOMA was operationally using Primary Surveillance Radar only owing to technical problems with 
Secondary Surveillance Radar. The Secondary Surveillance Radar was operating however and the return is indicated 
by the white cross as distinct from the green primary return.  Aircraft ‘A’ was routeing from Sandtoft to Andreas in 
the north of the Isle of Man. Aircraft ‘B’ and ‘C’ were both inbound to IOMA.  Aircraft ‘A’ would appear to be in the 
area of the proposed wind farm extension and it is therefore highly probable that, under Primary Radar Surveillance 
operations, this aircraft would not have been observed. 

 
IOMA has to take into account the worst possible case scenario when considering 
provision of services. Figure 2 below is a snapshot from a period on a busy day 
during the TT Race Festival 2013.   

  



 

 

Figure 2 - TT Race Day 2013 

In the figure above, taken from the Selex Primary Radar & MLAT evaluation display, there are seven aircraft in the 

subject airspace all inbound to IOMA.  Two of the aircraft are working Warton (3643 & 3642 codes) but were both 

transferred to IOMA ATC before 35 nm from IOMA.  Note the absence of a primary surveillance radar return on 

GAZNO (indicated by a single ‘X’ rather than a combined plot shown by a ‘*’.  At this stage GAZNO is in the vicinity of 

the current Walney Wind Farm and this amply demonstrates the problems that will occur over the proposed 

extension, in the absence of any mitigation.  

 
CAP 764 does opine that just because the proposed TMZ is off-shore “this cannot be 
taken to mean that SSR only operations, or TMZs, would enjoy an easier approval 
process. In many instances, the ability to identify non transponding aircraft (for 
example, following equipment failure) will be required to maintain safety cases.”3 
 
Whilst not a direct concern of the Examining Authority, it is highly likely that IOMA 
will object, at Airspace Consultation stage, to a proposed TMZ that is solely linked to 
Warton’s operating hours and therefore fails to provide any mitigation to IOMA 
during weekends, Public Holidays or outside the normal operating hours of Warton 
ATC.   

 
4. Whilst fully accepting that this application concerns the Walney Island Extension, 

IOMA makes no apology for reiterating its grave concerns regarding the cumulative 
effect of this development and others within the NEPDA and the extreme 
consequences of this cumulative effect with respect to Primary Surveillance Radar 
cover at IOMA. CAP764,  UK CAA Policy and Guidelines on Wind Farms, states: 

 
“The CAA policy on wind energy is that: 
 
1. Wind turbine developments and aviation need to co-exist in order for the 
UK to achieve its binding European target to achieve a 15% renewable 
energy commitment by 2020, and enhance energy security, whilst meeting 
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national and international transport policies. However, safety of the air is 
paramount and will not be compromised.4 As the independent aviation 
regulator, the CAA is well placed to provide support to both the aviation 
industry and the wind energy industry.” 

 
IOMA would argue strongly that this development, in conjunction with the 
cumulative effect will, if no mitigation is provided, compromise safety. 
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