Edinburgh Airspace Proposal response

| am writing on behalf of East of Scotland Microlights, flying school and club based to the
east of Edinburgh, at East Fortune Airfield, East Lothian. This is a full time training facility
with two full time instructors, around 100 active club pilots, and around 40 aircraft. We have
been established there since 1989 and are one of the busiest clubs in the UK.

Many flights are conducted to the north over the Firth of Forth in Class G airspace and as an
indication of how busy this piece of airspace is, | have attached a heat map of all GA flights
recorded on SkyDemon over a 2 year period up to 2024, courtesy of Tim Dawson, SkyDemon
CEO. ltis likely that this does not show the normal pattern as a lot of flying was curtailed
with COVID, and not all pilots have electronic conspicuity.
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Our main concern with the proposal is the airspace grab to the east of Edinburgh.

Crossing the Firth of Forth involves an 8 mile water crossing at the narrowest point, Fidra to
Earlsferry. To safely cross at a height that would enable us to glide clear in the event of a
power failure, we need a minimum of 4500 feet. Most pilots elect to cross at 5500 feet to
give the extra 1000 feet safety buffer.

The current proposal brings the edge of CTA4 area 8 right up to our narrowest crossing
point, with a base of 3500 feet. Taking the CAA recommendation of 200 feet vertically and 2
miles horizontally as the closest we should fly to controlled airspace, we would be forced to
fly a much wider section of the Forth crossing, nearer to North Berwick. At an altitude of
5300 feet (the maximum we should fly with this recommendation), we would not have
enough height to glide clear safely with a power failure at the mid-point.



A more favourable boundary would be as depicted on our Figure below, in red. The area 8
inner boundary could cut across the Forth at more of an angle, and at 2/3 distance across
the water, angle further round to the north west, giving us a much safer area for crossing
and maintaining height.
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If waypoint Davies could be raised from 6000 feet to 6500 feet, this would give a 1000 feet
separation to our proposed base of section 8. In reality, most pilots would be descending
again by this point as they near the Fife coastline, leaving a greater separation. | estimate
waypoint Davis to be approximately 20.7NM from Edinburgh’s 24 threshold. Using the basic
3NM per 1000 feet standard descent profile of 3 degrees, an aircraft could descend from
6900 feet at Davis.

The current proposal is highly likely to result in more controlled airspace infringements as
pilots seek to fly as close as possible and as high as possible to the best crossing point for
safety reasons.



There has been little or no engagement with us before this proposal was published, which is
a little surprising considering the amount of GA traffic using this airspace. We understand
that all airspace users should be considered as interested stakeholders with any proposed
airspace change, and this does not appear to have been the case here.

We would request that these concerns are taken into account as a matter of urgency.

Gordon Douglas

CFI East of Scotland Microlights

16 January 2026



