
 

 

Dear Inspector 

Welcome to the third LAA Inspector Newsletter.  This Newsletter is e-mailed 
directly to every inspector (for whom we have an e-mail address) and is also 
posted on the LAA website in the Inspector Zone, found by hovering over 
‘Aircraft & Technical’ on our website home-page, and scrolling down to the 
bottom of the drop-down menu.  We welcome any feedback you would like to 
make. 

 

Recently Issued Airworthiness Information 

Inspectors should click the Airworthiness Information tab in the LAA Website 
Inspector Zone to check that they are aware of the latest airworthiness 
information published or promulgated by the LAA.  Additionally, inspectors 
should always ensure they follow our monthly-magazine Safety Spot, past 
copies of which are archived on the LAA website. 

 

BCAR A8-26 

Since the birth of the PFA, and due to the uniqueness of our business, our CAA 
(formerly ARB) approval has always been classified as ‘special’, and along with 
the BMAA approval has never matched exactly any of the off-the-shelf approval 
categories normally provided for by the CAA.  As inspectors will note from their 
inspector’s cards, the LAA’s company approval number ends with 48, indicating 
that our approval was first issued in 1948, around the time when BCAR 
requirements were first introduced, and has been consistently valid since then.  
These days, our ‘special’ status rests uncomfortably with modern business 
practice and so a new ‘sporting organisation’ approval category, known as BCAR 
A8-26, has been defined and created.  There has been much fanfare about this 
in the recent aviation press, and it is expected that the LAA will slip seamlessly 
into the new arrangements during next year.  Whilst this will inevitably result in 
some modernisation of our internal procedures, and some shuffling of our 
Exposition paperwork to reflect this, we do not anticipate that LAA inspectors will 
perceive any differences, or be troubled by the changeover.  We have also been 
assured that our cherished 48 will endure – fingers crossed eh. 
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SSDR 

Another well publicised program running with the CAA at the moment is the 
proposed expansion of the present SSDR category (Single Seat De-regulated) to 
include potentially any single seat microlight of up to 300 kg max gross weight.  
We canvassed the opinion of owners of LAA machines that could be affected, and 
whilst LAA is supportive of the proposals in principal, we are aware that some 
owners of existing single-seat microlights object to the prospect of losing the 
right to maintain a Permit to Fly for their aircraft.  Consultation with the CAA 
therefore continues, and we are hopeful that the result will be an outcome 
satisfactory for all.  Inevitably, some LAA aircraft currently running with a Permit 
to Fly will become ‘deregulated’, so inspectors will need to be wary that they are 
not inspecting an SSDR machine in the mistaken belief that it is an LAA Permit 
example, for which of course your regular LAA inspector insurance would not be 
effective.  Further guidance will be provided, once the way ahead has become 
clear. 

 

Dog’s Dinner 

The LAA recently received an application to process the issue of a Permit to Fly 
to a DH82 Tiger Moth aircraft that had now come to the end of a long-term, 
multiple-year rebuild.  All of the work had been done with the aim of qualifying 
for renewal of its C of A, and it was only at the final stroke that an LAA Permit 
became an option.  However, once viewed, there were a number of dubious 
features that caused concern here at LAA HQ, not least of which was the 
standard of the home-made ‘critical’ bracket that connected the RH engine 
bearer frame to the airframe.  It was worrying too that the inspector had 
considered this acceptable.  In conclusion, the aircraft was deemed not to come 
up to muster, and has been denied a Permit to Fly, without being subjected to 
another complete rebuild.  The questionable bracket is seen on the left below, 
with ‘a good one’ shown on the right, for comparison. 

 

 

 

 

 



Aircraft Corrosion 

There are no Harvard aircraft on the LAA fleet; however, I thought you might be 
interested to see the picture below which is a photo of the intergranular 
corrosion which gave direct rise to a recent CAA MPD (No 2013-014) requiring 
repeat inspection of Harvard wing spars.  The MPD says that this corrosion 
reduced the thickness of affected primary structural members to only 20% of 
original.  The corrosion is clearly evident, but materialized in an area of the wing 
not normally subject to corrosion inspection.  Are you sure aircraft you inspect 
don’t exhibit this feature?    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Workshop Standards 

 

 

 

Inspectors with a nervous disposition 
should look away now.  The scene 
shown opposite is one of ‘owner’s-
work-in-progress’, but with the 
aircraft left unattended for days on 
end at the back of a GA hangar, and 
with critical components left strewn 
around the hangar floor, it is not a 
scene that has any place in the LAA 
world.   

The owner had not yet procured the 
services of an LAA inspector, and was 
clearly storing up trouble for further 
down the line.  The LAA has delivered 
appropriate advice directly to the 
owner, and we’ll be monitoring the 
situation until we know that things 
are under control. 



Registrations 

The aircraft in the photo below was recently entered into an aircraft judging 
contest.  Whilst the rest of the aircraft may well have been to a showroom 
standard, the under-wing registration was certainly not.  When it came to the 
judging, the aircraft failed at the first hurdle, and she was struck from the 
running.  Actually, it’s surprising that the aircraft was submitted in the first place 
with a feature like this on such prominent display.  Ultimately, owners are legally 
responsible for compliance with registration requirements, and LAA inspectors 
are expected to ensure that satisfactory standards are met.  See CAA CAP 523 
for requirements. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Engine Oil Pressure 

The following advice has been provided by LAA inspector Robin Braithwaite, and 
is reproduced below, verbatim.  LAA’s view is that whilst we agree, of course, 
that there is undoubted benefit in monitoring oil pressures in the way suggested, 
such things are better handled ‘at the coal face’, by the owners and engineers 
involved.  Having said that, inspectors are welcome to enter detail onto Permit 
renewal forms which is additional to that asked for, but with the LAA office 
handling over 2,500 Permit renewals a year, we think that the best opportunity 
for ensuring an important revealing trend is spotted in a timely manner is to 
maintain efficient records on-site. 

Robin says: “I’m a strong advocate of engine health monitoring and I have a 
suggested amendment to the permit flight test schedule that would monitor 
pressurised oil system bearing wear.  At present, as part of the pre take-off 
checks, LAA/FWR-1 requires the operator to record the oil pressure (if 
applicable).  Whilst this is a good idea, I think this has the potential to present 
artificially high readings as the oil is unlikely to be at full working temperature 
and, consequently, more viscous. 

 



I propose that an oil pressure check should also be made at the end of the flight 
test and in addition to a normal system operating pressure with the engine at a 
cruise RPM, a further check, with the engine running at idle should be made 
prior to shut-down.  A record of the oil temp might also be handy if the aircraft 
is so equipped.  A check at idle will fully test the efficiency of the lubrication 
system under extreme conditions i.e., a slow running engine with hot, thin 
oil.  For the purpose of trend analysis, I believe that a deterioration in 
performance is likely to be detected much sooner”. 

 

Annual Check Flights 

Earlier this year the CAA announced that it would no longer require, by rote, 
annual or 3-yearly check-flights for the purpose of qualifying for renewal of 
Permits to Fly and Cs of A, with the onus residing with the owner and certifying 
engineer to nevertheless ensure that a suitable check-flight is performed 
whenever maintenance or other relevant issues pertain.  However, LAA policy is 
that annual Permit renewal check-flights for LAA aircraft will continue unchanged 
– i.e. business as usual.  A useful bi-product of the CAA’s activity is the 
production of an updated Check Flight Handbook, CAP 1038.  Naturally, this 
is written with CAA procedures in mind but it nevertheless provides a wealth of 
good advice which is relevant both to the overseeing engineer and to pilots 
undertaking a check flight.  The handbook is available from CAA’s website. 

 

Tipsy Nipper Accident 

In our first Newsletter I reported on the fatal outcome of an in-flight break-up 
occurring to a USA-based Tipsy Nipper T66 N1959N, which until a couple of 
years ago operated in the UK on an LAA Permit to Fly as G-OVAG.  Witnesses 
reported seeing a wing fail at the start of the accident sequence, but at that time 
we had no inside knowledge as to the cause of the wing failure.  Thanks to the 
subsequent NTSB investigation, it is now known that the cause of the wing 
failure was an in-flight bird strike, a turkey vulture, to be precise, and so there 
are no airworthiness concerns arising from this sad event.  See June 2013 
Safety Spot, available on the LAA website. 

 

Frank Golding 

I used our first Newsletter to introduce Frank Golding, LAE, who at the age of 91 
had just become our newest recruit to the ranks of the LAA inspectorship.  Frank 
was following a Tiger Moth whose owner is transferring the aircraft from a C of A 
to an LAA Permit (not the one mentioned above).  Sadly, this was to be a very 
short-lived approval as Frank died only a couple of months later in May. 

 

 



2013 LAA Inspector Courses 

During 2013 we organised a number of courses specifically for the benefit of LAA 
inspectors.  These were a Gipsy Major engine course at Deltair, a DH82 Tiger 
Moth course with Henry Labouchere and Mathew Boddington, and a Jabiru 
Aircraft and Engines course with Dave Almey at Skycraft.  As can be seen from 
the photos below, these courses were all well attended and were greatly 
appreciated by those who came, and we thank the providers for their 
enthusiastic input.  We also ran product familiarisation seminars for Hercules 
Propellers and Europa and Swift aircraft at the Rally.  All inspectors are 
encouraged to take advantage of such events, and urged to look out for a future 
heads-up of courses to be organised next year. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LAA Rally 2013 

Following a request for help earlier this year, I’m pleased to say that LAA 
inspectors Tim Rayner (middle) and Ian Daniels (right) both kindly stepped 
forward to help out on the LAA Engineering Stand at this year’s LAA Rally at 
Sywell.  Looking in high spirits below they cheerily grappled with demanding 
queries from members and visitors alike, and seemed to enjoy the show to boot.  
Thanks guys. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Xmas 

Finally, from all at LAA Engineering, we wish all inspectors a very Merry 
Christmas and a Happy New Year, and we look forward to working with you all 
again next year. 

   

 

   Gipsy Major Course.     Tiger Moth Course.        Jabiru Aircraft & Engines.  

Ken Craigie, 
Chief Inspector. 
 

 


