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Report of the FAI Commission on Airspace and Navigation Systems plenary meeting.
The meeting was held in Landessportbund-Hessen, next to the Frankurt- Airport.1-2 Feb 2010.

In the meeting several NAC Presidents were present among them John Grubbstrom whom we all know in CIA. The FAI Ballooning Commission was represented by Mathijs R. de Bruijn as not voting member of CANS. The Meeting was chaired by the Lars Holmström, President of CANS.
In the previous meetings much of the discussion focused on technical debates mainly by three persons trying to convince each other and the rest of the attendees of one system over the other. That was different this time and the meeting for that reason more productive.

An important issue was the effect of ‘NATURA 2000’ on airspace. This EU project to establish nature reserve zones in the EU may well restrict our airspace considerably as it did in the Netherlands where a legal exchange takes places between the Royal Netherlands Aero club and the authorities over two pilots flying in 1500ft over such an area. They were fined and accused of a criminal act which means unless the verdict is reversed they have a criminal record.

It seemed that in Germany the effects of NATURA 2000 are well under control and a better relationship between the ‘greens’ and the ‘disturbers’ have lead to mutual understanding. The situation in Germany was given as an positive example to approach this issue for other states ( see http://www.bfn.de/0323_aba_bl.html ).
Furthermore progress reports were given a.o. by Bernald Smith, USA. Bernald reported that one of the present problems is that Transponder equipped Aircraft can’t see ADS-B equipped aircraft and vice versa. Transponders are mainly used in business aviation and aircraft with electrical power where as ADS B is a low cost system. The experiment was to combine the systems in such a way that ground stations are put in place that receive both signals and transmit them back in both the other modes. This enables everybody (including ATC) to see ‘everybody’. The tests were successful and may lead to a manner in which both systems live side by side.
It seems to me that we balloonists are not as much affected by the problems discussed in CANS than other air sports specifically gliding and light aircraft. They fly in higher airspaces and from A to B and logically are far more affected by Air Traffic Control and Airspace Restrictions than we are.
We are more affected by restrictions e.g. resulting from E.U.  ‘Natura 2000’ project. I personally think that a proactive approach is important. If we can signal the ‘greens’ that we take fauna and flora serious e.g. by reporting about birds sanctuaries and wildlife in our ballooning magazines, we will get a less confrontational approach which is in the interest of all.
I proposed a motion along this line that was accepted:

In her effort to protect or regain airspace for sport aviation, CANS suggests that NACs proactively inform their pilots about agricultural, environmental and wild life issues. 

These efforts aim at making pilots aware of these issues and to demonstrate our sincere will to work together to protect wildlife without the sometimes unnecessary loss of airspace.
In the discussion to this motion a possible overlap with the FAI Environmental Commission was mentioned, but it was decided to leave it to the wisdom of the Executive Board to deal with this.

Mathijs R. de Bruijn

FAI/CIA Representative CANS

Hofheim, 9 Feb. 2010 

