The Editor,


December 6, 2003





Re: New Airspace Rules





I fully support Michael Solomon's comments in the Letters to the Editor, Saturday December 6 2003.





Like Michael I am a private pilot, a very proud private pilot. I enjoy my flying (still) after 38 years and thank my lucky stars I did not succumb to peer pressure years ago and go flying commercially.





We, as private pilots, are not “inexperienced” as suggested in one of your editorials as we have had to deal with a rather complex and ever-changing airspace requirements over the years and if we didn't get it right then (as now) we lost our flying licence. I still have mine.





The Visual Flight Rules system (the area of concern) works well, it was and is still the system in use. It's the weather reports that we have to rely on to be “accurate” but that is not always the case and I'm sure you will agree with me in that aspect.





To fly VFR requires good weather, as in little or no cloud, day or night, where the intended flight is to be carried out, and that could be Brisbane to Cairns in a day or Melbourne or any place in between. Light aircraft fly 4 times faster than ground transport over large distances, costs about the same (if you own the machine) for the trip (single engine machines).





The old system required VFR light aircraft to remain clear of all other traffic who were, as far as I am concerned, receiving “royal airspace” treatment from the controllers.





This new system now spreads the load and requires all other traffic to remain clear of VFR traffic as well as their own IFR (Instrument Flight Rules) traffic. In other words the well paid commercial pilot will now have to work as hard as the non-paid private pilot and keep a look out in fine weather. Life's tough!





The system up to November 27 discriminated against private VFR flights by a “denial of service” by air traffic controllers using the terms “clearance not available, remain clear of controlled airspace”. This “denial” often created a high cockpit work load for a single pilot operation as is the case with VFR flying in changing weather conditions. 





With the new airspace system there is a significant increase in safety for both commercial and private pilots compared to the “old” system. Transponders are now a mandatory requirement in all areas were heavy jet traffic may be flying and those areas have been increased dramatically. The NAS does rely on electronic Transponder Collision Avoidance System to work effectively where there is no air traffic control, such as found in western Queensland towns, and it needs to have the TCAS switched on and working in the passenger jet.





TCAS is also available for light aircraft at a reasonable price, about $1000 for a primitive system, most VFR pilots consider that to be an unnecessary cost and rely on the good old “see-and-be-seen” system that is the fear for most airline jocks flying in fine weather conditions.





As Michael mentioned, the system has been proved in  the USA for more than 30 years where there is a significantly greater air traffic density and weather related problems, as well as an inhospital terrain in a large number of areas.





Over the years light aircraft have had a bad reputation for “crashing” making the general public think that anyone who that went flying in a 4 seat aircraft was “nuts”.





It's taken about 15 years to correct problems with our airspace and the way we fly light aircraft. The recent change is the last of many that have been implemented, forced on by the private pilot fraternity and I must thank Dick Smith for making it possible.





If you care to take the time and peruse the statistics you will find the light aircraft fatality rate has improved dramatically since the “heady” time of the 70's when the trouble started (for light aircraft) with the introduction of radar services (my opinion).





I don't like saying this but,  ..has the excellent flying safety record in OZ (for passenger jets) been at the expense of light aircraft pilots and their passengers?





A thought that has crossed my mind of late. Is it, or was it, a A DUTY OF CARE that we, as in private pilots, did not have or have made available to us by air traffic controllers at a time when needed?





No offence meant to those working at the “coal face”, I think controllers do a magnificent job, it's just the system and the way it was prior to November 27.





Don Martinez


Coorparoo 


