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LA News

News
Plenty more news is available on the LAA website  
at www.laa.uk.com check it out every day!

There is one new CAA Consultation 
already out, and another due 
imminently, that could make a 
significant difference to LAA Permit to 
Fly aircraft in the future. The 
documents can easily be found via 
CAA CAP 1845, and a general ‘CAA 
Consultations’ for, at the time of 
writing, yet to be released ab initio 
consultation details. Please take a 
moment to read them and respond, 
your comments really will count! 

600kg Opt-out
The first of the consultations is CAA CAP 
1845: Bringing new light aircraft between 
450-600kg under national regulation, runs 
until 29 November and really does what 
it says on the tin. It discusses the 
opportunity for opt-out from EASA 
regulation for aircraft which have no 
more than two seats, a calibrated stall 
speed not exceeding 45kt and a maximum 
take-off mass of no more than 600kg. 

The Consultation asks two questions: 

Question 1: “Which option would you 
support the UK taking? (A) Opting out of 
the EASA basic regulation as described 
in this proposal and bringing the affected 
aircraft under national regulation, or (B) 
Keeping the status quo of factory-built 
aeroplanes, helicopters and sailplanes 
between 450-600kg under EASA 
regulation”.

As a first principle, the LAA supports 
the triggering of the opt-out clause for fixed 
wing aircraft. The opt-out offers potential 
for the sale and operation of highly 
effective and potentially safer aircraft in a 
weight band that is currently held back by 
the lack of a proportionate ruleset. To 
avoid the cost of EASA Certification, the 
majority of two-seat aircraft sold in Europe 
tend to either be approved nationally as 
homebuilts or, if factory built, as 
microlights. 

However, the latter are inevitably flown 
(potentially illegally) overweight because 
the current 450kg MAUW limit doesn’t 
provide enough operational load for a 
four-stroke engine plus two adults and fuel.

Question 2: “If we pursue the proposal, 
under what category would you support 
us defining the aircraft? (A) Microlights. 
(B) Light Sport Aircraft. (C) No opinion/
don’t know”. 

In the short-term, the LAA and BMAA 
both share a common vision in 
proposing that the Microlight aircraft 
category could best be expanded to 
include all new sub-600kg designs that 
meet the opt out definition, which could 
then be overseen either by the LAA  
or BMAA. 

However, past experience indicates 
the need to guard against unintended 
consequences. It is important that any 
such changes do not result in additional 
disproportionate requirements being 
imposed upon simple, low specification 
microlights or other permit types. 

We therefore have recommended to 
the CAA that existing microlight types 
will not be automatically affected by the 
change. Likewise, existing aircraft that 
are not microlights will not automatically 
be reclassified. We’ve recommended 
that it will in future be possible for 
owners or manufacturers of existing 
microlight types to apply for 
recertification to the expanded limits 
within the new microlight definition. 

One advantage of these aircraft 
being classified as ‘microlight’ is that the 
minimum conversion requirements, 
focussing on differences training, can 
be applied to pilots of all licence types, 
UK NPPL, UK PPL and EASA LAPL or 
PPL, wishing to fly any aeroplane that 
falls into the new definition. 

These requirements mean no need 
to change the existing license 
regulations.

In the longer term, there is potential 
future merit in marketing these 
upgraded aircraft as a new ‘Light Sport 
Aircraft’ category, equally operable with 
suitable differences training by PPL(M) 
and SEP license holders. 

This would make the aircraft a more 
attractive proposition to buyers and to 
flying training organisations when they 
deal with the general public.

Ab initio training in permit 
aircraft
Watch out too, in the coming weeks for 
the second equally important consultation 
addressing whether Permit to Fly aircraft 
can potentially be made available for 
remunerated, ab initio flying training.

From the outset, we’ve advocated that 
ab initio on appropriate permit aircraft is a 
good thing; offering an opportunity to 
flying clubs to widen the scope of aircraft 
potentially available for hire, increasing 
the attractiveness and interest of a club’s 
fleet, offering additional incentives for 
students and qualified pilots alike to 
increase flying currency and experience. 

It would introduce modern, fuel 
efficient aircraft into the flight training 
environment and provide training 
schools with the opportunity to replace 
ageing airframes with more 
cost-effective alternatives. 

Most importantly, if lower capital and 
operating costs are achievable, then 
there is the potential to grow the whole 
sport flying sector by making flying 
training cheaper, or at least flying 
schools more profitable.

It has to be said that others have 
voiced concerns that increased utilisation 
of a new platform in the unsympathetic 
hands of a student pilot, could 
compromise airworthiness. We are aware 
of that and have proposed additional 
inspection and maintenance criteria that 
would mitigate these worries. 

In addition, there is good evidence 
from the microlight sector, where Permit 
aircraft are already used for training, that 
these apparent risks are not proven.

Of course, it is entirely appropriate for 
individuals and other organisations to 
express their opinions, but we hope 
you’ll respond to this consultation when it 
becomes available and support the 
LAA’s vision of the future, where, by 
working together, the CAA, BMAA and 
LAA could benefit the whole of the sport 
flying community by offering a new, more 
practical, economical and more 
environmentally-friendly fleet of GA 
aircraft.

Important CAA Consultations! 
Please take a moment to respond
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