THOUGHTS ON THE FUTURE OF THE SINGLE EUROPEAN SKY
SUSTAINING A ROBUST AIR NAVIGATION INFRASTRUCTURE
TO SECURE THE EUROPEAN ECONOMY IN 20XX

A TWO-FOLD STRATEGY BASED ON REALISTIC TARGETS IS NEEDED FOR
THE SINGLE EUROPEAN SKY (SES)
SES is based on targets quoted in 2005 by the Commission for

Traffic stagnation in FABEC area

2020 and beyond which rely on assumptions such as a 50%

increase in traffic by 2020. As these assumptions are no longer
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valid, the targets have become unrealistic. Based on the

done by the last published forecast which once again anticipates an increase in traffic volume of 50%.

Today, the service level of air navigation services in the FABEC

States is high. Air traffic is safe, punctual and uses nearly
direct routes. That is why we must concentrate on maintain-

ing this level of performance and not destabilise the whole
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it is not possible to make extrapolations to 2035 as has been

Forecast
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experience of dropping traffic figures over the past few years,
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system by imposing overambitious performance targets –

especially in the area of cost efficiency. FABEC ANSPs are

convinced that a two-fold strategy addressing both growth

and stagnation/saturation would avoid repeating mistakes
made in the past. Additionally, SES needs new, realistic

targets which reflect the developments of the recent past.
The old targets should no longer function as the yardstick

Real traffic evolution FABEC airspace 2007-2012 (IFR: Instrument flight
rules). The data for 2012 confirms an overall trend which shows, from
an overall FABEC perspective, stagnating demand from the airspace
users which has now continued for seven years. Taking the overall
European picture into account, it becomes obvious that there is no
longer a common trend between the core area of FABEC and, for
example, Eastern Europe.

and ought to be revised in its entirety immediately.

REGIONAL DIFFERENCES HAVE TO BE RESPECTED
There is a wide variation in traffic growth depending on
which region in Europe one examines. At the geographic
heart of Europe, the market is basically stagnating or
growing only moderately, while in other countries,
such as the Baltic States or other States in Eastern
Europe, air traffic is booming as it did in central

Europe twenty years ago. Although the business

models of the air navigation service providers (ANSPs)

vary greatly, they are subject to the same regulatory

objectives, which do not, or only inadequately, consider

regional/local differences (such as pension schemes, VAT,
specific airport requirements etc.).

Thus, FABEC ANSPs are convinced that
targets and the corresponding measures
should be developed at the regional level

and not at the European level to enable

regional differences to be adequately
taken into account.
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THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SINGLE EUROPEAN SKY MUST NOT
COMPROMISE RUNNING OPERATIONS
Deficiencies and immaturities in the existing regulations

Potential/expected loss of revenues
due to risk-sharing mechanism

have seriously destabilised the financial stability of the
ANSPs. In the first reference period (2012-2014), a decline of

0

€ 226 million (status 3/2013) in revenues is expected in FABEC
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volume. Initial calculations for the years 2015-2019 predict

a maximum risk of about € 0.5 billion for FABEC ANSPs. As

a consequence, necessary projects have to be postponed

due to a lack of funds. Additionally, shifts in traffic flows

to improve the European network impose an unacceptable
financial burden on individual air navigation service providers.
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FABEC ANSPs are convinced that there is a need for a robust,
independent economic regulation not only based on traffic

forecasts, but also taking into account cost evolution and

In addition, a model is needed that lays out how shifts

flexibility to react to volatilities in the short term without

tive effects which impact individual ANSPs due to measures

controllability. This economic regulation has to have the

endangering the long-term stability of the infrastructure.

in financial flows can be adequately managed and how negathat benefit the network can be adjusted.

MAINTAINING A WELL BALANCED APPROACH IN ANS
The provision of air navigation services depends on an opti-

pressure on one of its four fundamental functions, the risk

tainability. If this balance is threatened by putting excessive

ordinated approach is needed.

mal balance of safety, cost, capacity and environmental sus-

of a systematic disturbance is growing. A balanced and co
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HIGH FLIGHT EFFICIENCY
IN FABEC AIRSPACE

In FABEC airspace, on average the actual flown route exceeds
the most direct route by only 10 km. FABEC flight efficiency is
four times higher than in the rest of Europe where “aircraft
fly 42 km longer than strictly necessary”.

(Source: European Commission Memo/13/666)

FABEC MEETS CAPACITY TARGETS AND OFFERS EXCELLENT PUNCTUALITY
FABEC has responded to the industry’s demand for increased
capacity by taking targeted capacity improvement measures
both on the operational level (increased sectors, increased

training output, increased staffing) and on the airspace
management and design level.

Average ATFM delay per flight in minutes
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In 2012, the average Air Traffic Flow Management delay per controlled
flight amounted to 0.60 minutes. This is a drop of 20.5% compared to 2011.
FABEC capacity and punctuality increased in 2012 compared to 2011 and
led to overall savings of almost € 70 million for users of FABEC airspace.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT:
FAB Europe Central Communication Cell
Roland Beran - + 49 6103 707 4190
roland.beran@fabec.eu

Direction des Services de la Navigation Aérienne (DSNA)
+ 33 01 58 09 48 15  -  francois.richard-bole@aviation-civile.gouv.fr
France

Administration de la Navigation Aérienne (ANA)
+ 352 4798 22010  -   luc.willems@airport.etat.lu
Luxembourg

EUROCONTROL Maastricht Upper Area Control Centre
(MUAC)
+ 31 43 366 1352  - mireille.roman@eurocontrol.int

Belgocontrol
+ 32 2 206 20 23  -  nadine_meesen@belgocontrol.be
Belgium

Luchtverkeersleiding Nederland (LVNL)
+ 31 20 406 21 75  - communications@lvnl.nl
Netherlands

DFS Deutsche Flugsicherung GmbH (DFS)
+ 49 6103 707 4112  -  andrea.schaefer@dfs.de
Germany
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+ 41 22 417 40 10 - raimund.fridrich@skyguide.ch
Switzerland

