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1st March 2007 

M.Claude Probst

Rulemaking Director

European Aviation Safety Agency

Cologne

Dear M. Probst,

The Board of Europe Air Sports is becoming increasingly concerned (it would not be an exaggeration to say alarmed) by the direction in which the M.017 Working Group is travelling, compared to what was expected earlier in 2006.

You will remember the EAS / EASA Maintenance Workshop in November 2005 at which you personally and publicly committed the Rulemaking Directorate to redesign Part-M to produce a “Part-M Light”. You also said that if this could not be achieved in time to meet the implementation deadline of September 2008, then the deadline could be deferred.

The reports that we are receiving from inside the M.017 group paint a very different picture. The group has been steered away from drafting a “Part-M Light”. They have spent a large amount of time in the autumn of 2006 analysing the detailed responses to the 2005 consultation document, a task I would have thought should and could have been done by EASA staff who are paid to do this. By doing this, the group has been deflected from considering the more strategic issues that were the basis of our discussions in November 2005. The only model under consideration in M.017 is essentially the original Part-M to which we objected so strenuously in 2005. It was totally unsuitable for light aviation then and it remains totally unsuitable now. Moreover, our reports indicate that it is being made very clear to the group that there is no prospect of delaying implementation. 

It is fair to say that the undertakings that you gave in 2005 marked a welcome turning point in relations between Europe Air Sports and EASA. We felt that you and your officials were willing to listen and respond to the reasonable concerns of the user community. Delivery of those promises remains a touchstone of trust between us.

Please do not suggest that what is happening is down to the ‘Industry’ experts in the  Working Group. They have been led and constrained by EASA officials. Also, despite the fact that the experts have been funded by Europe Air Sports and not EASA, we have played fair until now and have not tried to influence them in their work. To show that the concerns do not just emanate from Europe Air Sports, I attach a summary of some of the wider community’s concerns, drawn from others within the Working Group. Reports from within the Group also reveal serious concern as to the efficacy of the group in terms of time and effort. Much time is expended by both EASA and NAA's on turgid detail concerning issues related to CAT or the compatibility of CAT and GA issues. This is not what the Working Group was supposed to be doing and is certainly not what we are paying the expenses, from very slender resources, for light aviation experts to waste time upon. Given such time-wasting, we shall have even more reason not to accept that it is now too late to consider a “Part-M Light”.

To give you an idea of how the position on Part-M is being interpreted by one NAA, and how that is viewed from within the user community, I attach the text of a note from a well-respected, experienced and influential engineer working within the light aircraft maintenance sector.

Please act to re-orientate the focus of M.017 before it is too late and our organisations are placed on a collision course. That would not be in anyone’s interests. We are trying sincerely to 

give you good advice. You will recall when you consulted us about Part-21 difficulties, that if  compliance with the rules becomes too burdensome, people either give up or find ways around the system. You are headed for a much worse disaster, if against all the evidence of user rejection, EASA perseveres in imposing an unsuitable concept of the current Part-M on people who will rebel against it or, worse, give up flying.

I understand that the M.017 group has got to the point of some proposed amendments that will address some of the issues of concern. However, our view is that there are still major structural and relationship issues within Part M that are inappropriate for the light aircraft sector. One of the problems is that, whilst one of your officials may think that Part M is written in such a way as to lend itself to wide (and therefore flexible) interpretation, the reality with most NAAs is that they will interpret it in the most restrictive way and ‘to the letter’ (we have evidence already of this approach). 

 We are ready to discuss this further and to help in any way you wish if the aim is genuinely to change course.
Yours sincerely,
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Sir John Allison

President

Europe Air Sports

Air sports:
Aerobatics, Aeromodelling, Airships, Amateur-built Aircraft, Ballooning, Gliding, Hanggliding, Microlight Aircraft, 
Parachuting, 

Paragliding, Powered General Aviation,  Rotorcraft/Helicopters.

Regulatory: 
Air Displays, Airspace, Airworthiness,  ComNav Equipment, Environment, Insurance, Legal, Licenses, Maintenance, Medical, Safety.


