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So how are things at your place? The first couple of weeks of February have seen a long 

awaited reduction in the SW system that has plagued the whole country this summer and 

that’s got to be good. Thought you might be interested in a story from South Australia 

considering all our media reports here are limited to just Victoria and NSW. Seems that in 

January SA had fires that burned some 500,000ha (!) and the next bit is really ironic. One fire 

that started in early January is still burning but 150 fire fighters were recently pulled off the 

fire to fill sandbags because a big tropical low went through and flooded the place where 

the fire started. Only in Australia! By the way Adelaide has had 14 days this summer when 

the temperature has exceeded 40°C and on three of those it exceeded 46°! Thanks to our SA 

correspondent for the update. 

In this edition you can read about: 

• RPAS – UAV’s or whatever 

• AG Sector Risk Profile 

• Accident Stats 

• Pilot Representative 

• Toolbox 

• Last Word 

 

RPAS –UAV’s or whatever 

 

We are a great industry for having acronyms.  RPAS = Remotely Piloted Aircraft System. You 

might have thought about these as UAV’s or even drones – although that last name doesn’t 

find any favour at all with those who use these machines. Whatever you call them there is a 

worldwide surge in their popularity and our CAA is moving quickly to develop some 

protocols around their use. Given that there are some Ag Pilots in the Wairarapa who have 

already had a close look at some of these, NZAAA made a strong case to CAA when 

submissions were called and when we met face to face. We said: 

1) We believe RPAS have the potential to create a significant safety risk. 

2) We believe CAA should have control over all RPAS irrespective of size. 

3) It should not become a requirement for manned aircraft to fit any additional 

equipment to avoid RPAS.  If RPAS want to operate in unsegregated airspace it is 

incumbent on them to equip with the capability to see and avoid. 

4) Consideration should be given as to what level of visibility is regarded as reasonable 

in order that we can see and avoid RPAS.  Strobe light?  Nav lights?  Hi-

viz paint?  Smoke trails?  Mode C?  ADS-B for the future? 



5) Investigations could be made as to whether we can do anything to make manned 

aircraft more prominent to RPAS to assist them seeing and avoiding us. 

6) The CAA paper suggests a split between RPAS operating commercially and those in 

recreation. We argue that this is irrelevant to the outcomes of a collision so question 

the purpose of differentiation. 

7) For CAA to have control of RPAS we promote the concept of RPAS Pilot Certification 

following suitable training. The alternative of registering every RPAS would be very 

hard to manage given these machines can be built at home from components. 

8) The table of risks in the paper does not specifically mention aircraft operating in the 

low level environment. That circumstance begs acknowledgement because given the 

nature of the tasks manned Ag aircraft and helicopters carry out, they will always be 

operating in the low level environment where we believe it is likely that RPAS will be 

most used. 

9) NZAAA submits that operators of commercial RPAS flying Ag missions should be 

certificated under Part 137 to help manage third party risk and the pilots should hold 

a current chemical rating.  

10) Unless the collision risk can be managed using technology then RPAS operating in 

the low level environment should be in direct sight of their pilots. 

11) The final point is obvious but worth consideration. Should a light weight RPAS vs 

Manned aircraft collision occur the only loss of life will be in the manned aircraft – a 

point worth consideration when any changes are made to the right of way rules.  

We have already heard of farmers planning to use RPAS to check their troughs and we are 

hearing their use being promoted for measuring nutrient requirements – although I’d have 

to say that from some stories recently, they are more practiced at soil sampling.......  

Last Wednesday we met with a number of RPAS operators and their attitude to our safety 

was right on the money. It’s the ones we haven’t met that may be cause of concern. Be 

assured that we are watching the development and regulation of RPAS very closely. But you 

may also be assured that they are here to stay and their growth rate is likely to be 

spectacular. Already in NZ we have the capability to produce RPAS with 12m wingspans and 

it is only time before a commercial jet becomes pilotless. With all innovation comes risk and 

we are watching closely to see the risks in the low level environment are managed 

effectively. But wait there’s more.  

YOU can help by notifying both NZAAA sinclairjg@gmail.com and CAA 

rex.kenny@caa.govt.nz when you see RPAS in your patch. It is vital that you do this 

especially if it’s a farmer. 

Ag Sector Risk Profile 

 

We have previously published the 16 risks that this project identified. If you want to update 

yourself you can read them on Pages 34 and 35 of the document found at 

https://www.caa.govt.nz/Safety_Reports/srp_agricultural.pdf  



The project is overseen by a steering committee that includes personnel from CAA, NZAAA 

and the Ag Industry at large. This committee has agreed that the first two risks to treat 

should be 3 and 9 – loosely called Operational Standards and Training Standards. 

NZAAA supports this selection. The process now is to get buy in from ALL the Ag Industry as 

there are those who do not belong to NZAAA. Once agreement is reached industry will 

embark on the process of developing the standards. 

 

Accident Stats 

 

We are still having too many accidents and the trend is going the wrong way. We had 

thirteen in 2013 and one in 2014 so far, including one fatality and two serious injuries. See 

the trend line. 

 
Accidents by month in 2013: 

 



 

Aircraft Model Involved Total Count 

Bell 206B 2 

Hughes 269C 1 

AS 350BA 1 

Robinson R22 Mariner 1 

PAC FU24-950 2 

GA200C 4 

PAC Cresco 08-600 3 

Grand Total 14 

 

Factors involved in the accidents: 

 

Collision and ‘strikes’ are trending upward as a factor in accidents. The table below shows what was 

collided with in 2013 and the flight phase: 

Collision Object Flight Phase # Accidents 

Embankment LANDING 2 

Animal  TAKEOFF 2 



Wire/cable/powerline AGRICULTURAL MANOEUVRES 1 

Tree TAKEOFF 1 

Fence/fence Post LANDING 1 

 

Collisions and object strikes over time: 

 

Wirestrike occurrences have risen over time for agricultural operations with a recent increase in 

wirestrike incidents (as opposed to accidents): 

 

So just exactly why are wire strikes increasing in frequency especially given all the excellent 

training that is on offer? One learned pilot suggested that it could be the increasing use of 

GPS guidance. You know. Pilot sets up the whole farm in long runs then follows the GPS 

from one boundary to another. In doing that he loses track of all the hazards that would 



have been obvious previously when eyeballing shorter runs. NZAAA really needs your help 

with identifying why we are having so many wire incidents and accidents. If you have a view 

then please let us know. To have this many strikes with no recent loss of life is nothing more 

than really good luck. I think you’ll agree we need more than good luck!  

 

Pilot Representative 

 

At this year’s conference an AGM item will be a discussion on the requirement to have a 

pilot representative sit on NZAAA Exec. The reality is that in the last several years successive 

reps have had little or no engagement with pilots around the country – even when they 

have tried to stimulate some questions or issues. Many of you see NZAAA already batting 

for pilots as well as the operators so it’s for you to decide if the Pilot Rep position is still of 

value. You might like to make a note of the committee person nearest you. Find them at 

http://www.aia.org.nz/Divisions/NZAAA/NZAAA+Committee.html 

 

Toolbox 

 

The HSE section of CAA recently announced that it is now looking at the fatigue 

management systems companies have in place. The proposed audit headings (and we stress 

these are drafts) are: 

• Does a fatigue management system exist? Is it software based? 

• Policy & Procedures 

• Medications/Age/Fitness records 

• Documentation kept 

• Job assessment 

• Breaks/Lunch/Hydration procedures 

• Fatigue monitoring 

Under these headings are up to four other questions to audit against. Just thought you’d like 

to know. NZAAA will make some comments but the reality is that under Health and Safety 

legislation the employer has to manage the fatigue of employees and contractors because 

fatigue is a causal factor in a lot of accidents. 

 

Does this seem over the top? Consider that if your employer hasn’t got a fatigue 

management system in place or much other HSE stuff in place for that matter either, then 

there’s a really good chance that if the proverbial hits the fan, then that event could easily 

spell the end of that operation. 

 

Last Word 

 

Tell me and I’ll forget. Teach me and I may remember. Involve me and I’ll learn. (Benjamin 

Franklin) 



 

Send any feedback to sinclairjg@gmail.com and remember as the busy autumn period 

looms: 

 

 
There’s another day 

tomorrow 


