BRITISH GLIDING ASSOCIATION

Consolidated resposes to the
Survey Of the Estimated Impact Of IMC Options For Glider Flying

This document should be read in conjunction with the report on the survey.
Both are published together at www.gliding.co.uk (the survey is
www.gliding.co.uk/bgainfo/documents/imc_survey.pdf)

It asked BGA Club Chairmen and Chief Flying Instructors for their estimates of the likely impact of
a number of options. In addition to the numerical answers requested, many respondent included
explanations and expansions. These are consolidated into this document; too large to be included
with the main report.

They give a vivid, heartfelt colour to the answers that mere numbers can never achieve.

Midland

Please find below my response to the questionnaire regarding cloud flying:

Option A

The impact on the level of activity at the Midland Gliding Club would be a serious reduction, probably more than 70%
and the club would no longer be able to operate viably. As a ridge site our airfield is at 1450' amsl so we often launch
on the winch wire to greater heights than the proposed 3000' limit. We are licensed to launch to 3000' above site or
4500' amsl. We would not be able to conduct soaring flights more than 1500' above the airfield seriously restricting
the amount of airtime available to students. We derive about 12% of our income from Trial Lessons which routinely
take gliders to 6000' amsl. Unless our instructors are suitably rated we would have to stop these trial lessons and lose
a significant portion of our income. As a wave site we often need to fly closer to cloud than 1500' horizontally in order
to achieve wave climbs. Wave holes are often much less than 3000 metres across. Letting down through cloud after
a wave flight would become illegal.

Option B

This option would impact heavily on the club operation, probably about 50% as only some cross country pilots would
seek to achieve the required SCFR and the remainder would be banned from wave flying. I believe it would impact on
the viability of the club and would impose a significant reduction in the freedoms currently enjoyed by UK glider pilots.

Option C
I believe this option would impose a relatively small reduction in activity, less than 20%. It would not significantly
impact on the viability of the club.

Question 1
My estimate is that fewer than 40% of cross country endorsed or above pilots would seek to gain the SCFR

Question 2
I estimate that only 60% of cross country endorsed or above pilots would seek to gain the RSCFR

Nene Valley

option A. club would not be viable to operate.
B. no change.
C. club would not be viable to operate.
1. 1%.
2. 60%.

Roger Morrisroe. CFI Nene Valley.



Wrekin GC

Option A This would have a catastrophic impact on our club. It would not be viable to operate as we
would need a 2000ft cloud base to conduct training and lose a shed load of local soaring days.

Option B This would have no impact on our club and we would remain viable.

Option C This would initially have a 70% reduction in club activity and be a real threat to club viability. If
we did keep going things may improve as more people got RSCFR’s

As for you other questions | think only 15% of pilots would go for an SCFR whilst 75% would go
for an RSCFR but would only do so if forced to. (about 20% make go for a rating because they
wanted one.)

Dumfries

Response for Dumfries & DGC
Option A
A substantial reduction in activity-maybe 30 or 40%
| think we could still operate BUT
we frequently use the sea breeze front - that would no longer be possible above 2,400ft QFE
we frequently use wave - that would no longer be possible
we do not presently do much x-country but have a group of pilots coming to solo who aim to change that, but as
cloudbases above 3,000'QFE are quite rare here this would mean an effective x-country ceiling of 2,400'QFE (3,000’
AMSL). NOT an attractive proposition.

Option B
A small reduction in activity - probably less than 10%
Yes we could still operate

Option C
Identical to answer for option A because | do not see many of our pilots taking a Cloud or Restricted cloud rating

Questions
1 probably NIL
2 possibly above NIL but not by much

Remember we in Scotland, and particularly us close to the coast, do not get the high cloudbases you enjoy in the
south, so we really would be limited to 2,400'QFE VERY regularly with an airfield at 600'. For X-country a 3,000'AMSL
ceiling combined with high ground and small fields is not attractive !

Bidford

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

No 0% PBo% po% UMY so% 0% |so%  [oo%
change reductionreductionreductionhalve Reductionreductionjreductionjreduction

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud




What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club
would
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activity
would
halve
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Finally, Two Questions

1 SCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
Approx 5%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? Approx 10%

Burn

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
Reductionjreductionjreduction|reductionjoperate viably

Activity
would
halve
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Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activity Club would not
[0) (0] (o) (0] 0, 0, 0,
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Activity
would
halve
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Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
Very few they would simply avoid entering cloud CLIMBS and ignore the rule when necessary to make safe
descents after wave flights.

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? Although very unwelcome probably all cross country pilots would be forced to do this rating. In the
north of England 5,000ft cloud bases are not that common without the rating to stay legal you would only be
able to operate to 4,000ft.

Booker

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
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Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club
would
o o o Activityl.no o o o not be
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
Reductionreduction|reductionjreductionjoperate viably

Activity
would
halve
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Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
50%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 70%

Highland & Fulmar Clubs

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?

If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably? This would have a devastating effect on our club.
We are a ridge, wave and thermal site. Members would effectively be stopped from soaring flight
and would leave gliding.
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Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Ciub
would
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viably

Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:




Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
20% 30% 0% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reductionjreduction|reduction Reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

halve

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
Providing the training was readily available, 75 to100%. We are the furthest north club in the country so
travel is a serious issue for us.

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 100%

CGC

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:
Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC
What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?
Club
would
o o o Activity]. ~o o o o not be
No 20% 30% 40% 60% 70% 80% 90%
. . . __[would . . . . lable to
change |reductionjreductionjreduction Reductionfreductionjreduction|reduction
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viably
Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud
What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?
Club
would
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
No 20% 30% 0% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
change [reductionfreductionfreduction halve Reductionreduction|reductionfreductionjoperate viably

Finally, Two Questions




1 SCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
- 70%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? - 80%

Welland

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not

No  [20% 0% Ho% OV 0% [70%  B0%  [00% e ableto
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Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
No 20% 30% 40% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to

change [reductionjreductionjreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Activity
would
halve
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Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
Only one or two

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a

RSCFR?
All of them

Devon & Somerset

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably? NO

x X

Activity
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Option B

No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably? YES

About
10% Activit Club would not
No ’ 30% 40% Y1 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably? YES

. X . Activity . . . . Club would not
No 20% 40% \would 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
change |reduction 30(;’/0 . reductioni’ " reductionfreductionfreductionreductionjoperate viably
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Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
ABOUT 40%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 100% - AS WITHOUT IT CROSS COUNTRY FLIGHT WOULD BE IMPOSSIBLE.

Upward Bound

OPTION A
We would anticipate a reduction of 50% in the Upward Bound Trusts’ activities in the long term as a
result of members leaving the sport as a result of NPA 2008-17b.

The Upward Bound Trust may not be financially viable in this case.

OPTION B
We would not anticipate any reduction in the Upward Bound Trusts’ activities.

OPTION C:

We would anticipate a reduction of 20% in the Upward Bound Trusts’ activities in the long term as a
result of members leaving the sport.

The Upward Bound Trust would probably be able to continue operations.

With reference to SCFR and RSCFR our response is as follows:

SCFR:
We would anticipate around 10% of members taking up SCFR

RSCEFR:

We would anticipate around 40% of members taking up RSCFR.
Seahawk
My gut feeling response is as follows: Option A 30%

Option B 20%
Option C 40%
Q.1. 10%

Q.2. 30%



In reality, we would be less affected by the rulings at Culdrose due to the low general cloudbases. However, it would
place obvious restrictions on what we could do here, and far greater restrictions on pilots who regularly fly elsewhere.
Doubtless staying legal will provide yet another income stream for the ‘trainers’, and could well be the ‘final straw’ for
those who are already wavering/wondering if all the associated hassle is worth it any more.

| should add that | am not in principle opposed to better training for anyone flying in cloud, and flying close to cloud,
even up to 3000ft is clearly not without risks, especially in Cornwall

Bristol & G

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

No 0% 0% Mo% O™ leow, 0% 80%  [00%
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Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
h 20% 30% 0% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
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Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
20%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 100%. This assumes that the training is not overly arduous. Our ‘no change answer to Option C
assumes that the training can be built into the Cross Country Endorsement programme.

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

No  [20% 0% Ho% O™ lgos  [ro%  B0%  [o0%
change reductionreductionreductionhalve reduction|reductionfreductionfreduction

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Activity
would
halve
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Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
20%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a

RSCFR? 100%. This assumes that the training is not overly arduous. Our ‘no change answer to Option C
assumes that the training can be built into the Cross Country Endorsement programme.

Oxford

Here is the response from the Oxford Gliding Club at Weston-on-the-Green...

Option A - This would dramatically impact the club, effectively restricting soaring activity and hence the
long term impact would render the club 'not able to operate viably'.

Option B - This really depends on the costs involved and whether the club would be able to operate the
required training itself. 1f we could do this within the club at little cost then we estimate 40% reduction in
activity, if not then 80% reduction in activity. In both cases long term this would render the club 'not able to
operate viably'.

Option C - Once again as long at the ground training was straightforward and operated within the club we
estimate some reduction (20% is the smallest amount) and the club would remain viable.

Proportion that might take up SCFR we estimate at 20% depending on cost

Proportion that might take up RSCFR we estimate at 90%, but only if forced to do so in order to fly cross
country

South Wales

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?




Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

Activity
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Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

0 0 0 Activity o . . . Club would not
No 0% [B0%  4o% [ °ULY 60%  [70%  |B0%  90% |be able to
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Activity
would
halve
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Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
10%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 70%

Derby & Lancs

With the present exemption the existing IMC rules are legally compromised by all
soaring pilots in the UK on a regular basis when thermalling, or wave flying in the
vicinity of any clouds forming in updrafts - we all need an EASA licence endorsement to
go near and/or into cloud.

Option A - If EASA carries forward it's current thinking, then especially at Camphill
any cloud above 3000ft AMSL i.e. 1650ft AGL will limit any further climb unless
cloudbase is over 4000ft AMSL, or if in wave it is especially dry.

This practical constraint represents the situation on a high percentage of DLGC's
flying days.

Additionally, the practical effect would to severely limit X-C, wave & local soaring
from Camphill on any of the better days such that I consider the wviability of the club
would be in severely restricted to the point of commercial ruin in one go! Based upon
these considerations my conclusion is Option A would render us such that the club would
close.

Option B - The practical need is for cloud descents from wave & a few cloud climbs to
get into wave or continue a X-C flight in thermals.

If this option is available it will will be taken up by a very small number of current
pilots and an even smaller number year by year in the future. It will not affect the
viability of the club, but option C is essential to our future viability.

Option C - I would estimate we might have approaching 60 plus members now (most yellow
& green card pilots) currently wanting to carry on flying as they do now.

Certainly, instructors will want to continue training members to use the potential of
thermals around Camphill on the good days & to take members up in the wave for training
& experience.

There are currently no safety concerns/risks based upon incidents about our current
practices flying right upto cloud either in the vertical or horizontal directions in
local Class G airspace. In subsequent years say up to four additional members with
soaring skills will want such a rating or licence endorsement.

Option A

Because of the high frequency of flying in IMC at this site - as well as the occasional cloud flying, then | predict:

80% reduction in activity
Club would certainly not be viable.



Option B

Because of the necessity of having an SCFR in case ascent into or descent from wave requires flying through a little
cloud, as well as for the occasional thermal cloud flying, together with the heavy overhead costs and time for training
and examinations (notably the 5 hours dual and flight test) required to get an SCFR, then | predict:

20% reduction in activity
Club viability would be impacted significantly

Option C

Because of the factors for Option B above AND the reluctance to submit to further training to get an RSCFR for near
cloud IMC flying - and the frequency of such flying at this site, then:

50% reduction in activity
Club would not be viable

Estimated SCFR take up - 5% of current and new pilots with XCE (because of the heavy overhead in costs and time
for training and examinations (notably the 5 hours dual and flight test).

Estimated RSCFR take up - 50% of current and new pilots with XCE

| would like to add that in proposing these cloud flying ratings, as an alternative to the non-existent glider IMC rating, |
do feel that the BGA is acknowledging that EASA is right - that there is a significant risk that hasn't been and must

be addressed. Is this correct? | note that any such risk has been neither specified nor quantified (at least in this survey
questionnaire).

London

The following is the response from the London Gliding Club to the EASA and Cloud Flying
survey. Please note that given the very short time available to complete this survey,
there has been very limited consultation within the club.

Option A

- long term the probability is that sufficient members would leave the sport,
particularly cross country pilots who are also the core of the instructors, that the
viability of the club will be threatened because

a) costs will rise very significantly for remaining members, b) cross country flying
will be much more difficult for the inexperienced who therefore will not take it up,
also because there will be fewer instructors to teach and encourage them. With an aging
population of remaining cross country pilots and far fewer new ones, the club will not
be viable long term.

(in reality the probability is that if option A were introduced there would be
widespread breaking of the law, both deliberate and accidental, which would probably
slow down how quickly the above scenario takes place. But it wouldn't change the
eventual outcome) .

Option B
- this would cause further dissatisfaction due to increased cost and bureaucracy for no
real reason, but would probably not have any impact on activity levels.

Option C
- probably the same outcome as for option B.

The estimated proportion of cross country pilots taking up an SCFR is 10-20%. The
estimate for a RSCFR 1is 100%. These estimates assume attainment of the ratings will be
possible using appropriately qualified instructors from within the club, they probably
would be impacted if there was a requirement to go to an external location for the
training.




Bath, Wilts & North Dorset

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

This proposal would have a considerable impact upon activity and the club would not be viable long
term. We are a hill top site and the IMC restrictions would affect us even more than low lying

airfields by virtue of our extra height above AMSL.
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Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

This would have a negligible impact on activity

Activit
0,
No  [po% PBo% |49% |y
. .| reducti
change [reductionjreduction on would
halve

60% 70% 80% 90%
reducti | reducti | reducti | reducti
on on on on

Club would
not be able to
operate viably




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?

If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

This would have a negligible impact on activity provided the rating is easily obtained; although there
are likely to be pilots who will not want to jump through more 'hoops' and decide to stop flying or not
fly cross country.

Activit Club would
409 0 709 0 0
No 20% 30% 0% y 60% | 70% 180% |90% | Y able to
. .| reducti reducti | reducti | reducti | reducti .
change [reductionjreduction would operate viably
on halve | ©" on on on

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
Very small, just one or two pilots

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a

RSCFR?
The majority

Vectis

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:
Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit 70% Club would not
No 0% B0% 4o% "+ B0%  |ReductionB0%  [00%  |peableto
change freductionfreductionfreductioni, ou reduction reductionreductionfoperate viably
alve X X
Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud
What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?
No Activity Club would not
Change 20% _ 30% _ 40% ~ Iwould 60% _ 70% _ 80% _ 90% _ be able tq
X reductionjreduction reductlonhalve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud




What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

20% A ctivit Club would not
No Reduction/30% 40% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
change X reduction redUCtionhalve reductionjreduction|reductionjreductionjoperate viably

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
10%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 90%

Deeside

Option A:

80% reduction in activity - Club would not be able to operate viably

Option B:

30% reduction in activity

Option C:

30% reduction in activity

1) What proportion of Pilots with Cross Country Endorsement would take up a Restricted
Rating - 60%

2) What proportion of Pilots with Cross Country Endorsement would invest in a Full
Cloud flying Rating - <5%

Shalbourne

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 40%
change [reductionfreductionfreduction

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not

No 0% [B0% 0% VY 6g0,  170%  l80%  [00%  |be able to
. . . [would . . . . .
change [reductionjreductionjreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

| Option C




Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
No 20% 30% 0% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
change [reductionjreductionjreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
Less then ten percent

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? Fifty percent or more. Surely it would have to become part of the Bronze syllabus.

Angus

Option A: Club would not be able to operate viably. I would like to point out that this
option would make any cross country flying from our site (and probably all of Scotland)
impossible. 3000' asml is 2600' above our site and only 800' above the surrounding
foothills, which would be the maximum allowed height as cloud base is very rarely above
4000' here. Wave flying would also be impossible. You point out that wave gaps would
need to be at least 3km, but to be 1500m from cloud you would be right between the wave
bars and in sink. The wave bars would have to be at least 4.5 km apart, which would be
very rare. Having no ability to do cross countries also means instructor renewals would
be impossible.

Option B: No change (none of our pilots fly in cloud)

Option C: This would largely depend on the cost and availability of the RSCFR. If it is
not available locally at minimal cost, our club would not be able to operate viably. We
are a very small club with few pilots. If cost or travel would be required to get the
RSCFR I expect only a few of our pilots would go for it and we would drop below a
viable level of membership.

Questions:

1: It is unlikely that any of ourt pilots would go for an SCFR

2: As explained in Option C above, if the RSCFR can be obtained locally at minimal
cost, I expect 50 - 80% would take it up, otherwise none.

Cambridge

The opinion of the Cambridge Gliding Club, operating from Gransden Lodge Airfield, is that the following
would result from implementation of the various options listed in your cloud flying survey :--

e Option A - 60% reduction in activity - Very unlikely gliding would remain viable
« Option B - No significant change

e Option C - 20% reduction - Serious doubt over the continued viability of gliding
e Question 1 -<5%

e Question 2 - 95%

Peterborough & S

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:




Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activity
would
halve

60% 70% 80% 90%
reductionjreductionjreduction|reduction

No 20% 30% 40%
change [reductionjreductionjreduction

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
h 20% 30% 40% W0u|dy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to

reduction|reductionfreduction reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionjoperate viably
XXXX halve




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

A ctivit Club would not
No 30% 40% woul dy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
change reduction reductionhalve reductionjreduction|reductionjreductionjoperate viably
XXXX

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCFER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 8054

Lakes

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not

No  [20% 0% Ho% OV 0% [70%  80%  [00% e ableto
change [reductionjreductionjreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
No 20% 30% 40% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to

change [reductionjreductionjreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 0%
change [reductionfreductionfreduction

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
25%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 75%

Wyvern

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club? Significant

If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably? Yes — as a basic training club. Pull though of pilots
liely to drop as soaring and cross country heavily restricted.

Activit Club would not
No 20% 30% 40% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
change |reductionjreductionreduction halve reductionjreduction|reductionjreductionjoperate viably
Option B

No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club? Negligable
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably? Yes

Activit Club would not
No  [20% [30% wo% |10 |60%  [70%  [80%  90% |be able to

change [reductionfreductionfreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club? Small

If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably? Yes — small additional qualification requirement, not
onerous

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reductionjreductionjreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 40%
Change [reductionfreductionfreduction

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
5%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 80%

Black Mountains

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would
Activity 70% 80% not be able to
0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
No 20% . 30% . 40% . Jwould 60% . |Reduction |reducti 90% . |loperate viably
change [reductionjreductionjreduction halve reduction on reductlonx

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

.. Club would not
No 20% 30% o Activity o 0 0 0
Change |Reduction [reduct 0% would 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to

. reduction reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionjoperate viably
X ion halve




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

No 20% 30% 40% Activity
Change |Reduction |redu [Reduction would
X ction halve

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
- 20%?

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? - 100%

Buckminster
Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:
Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC
What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activity Club would
No 20% 30% 40% would 60% 70% 80% 90% not be able to
change |reductionjreductionjreduction halve reductionreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably
Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud
What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activity Cl_ub should

No 20% 30% 40% would 60% 70% 80% 90% still be able to
change |reduction|reduction|reduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionfreductionjoperate viably




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club should
60% 70% 80% 90% still be able to
reductionjreductionjreductionfreductionjoperate viably

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 0%
change [reductionjreduction|reduction

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
20%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 90%

Yorkshire

e Option A

If this was allowed to happen, bearing in mind the Yorkshire Gliding Club is 75 years old this year, the
long term overall impact on the level of club activities would be disastrous. With wave, thermal and ridge
flying available at Sutton Bank the club would suffer at least an 80% reduction and would cease to be
viable in its present form. (Seven day a week operation with professional staff)

e Option B

This option of the unpalatable choice would be the easiest to cope with. | would think that we would
suffer some reduction in activities perhaps up to 20%. Viability would not be helped but the club would
survive in its present form.

e OptionC
With this option bearing in mind we have lots of visitors who come to us for the wave, | could see a 50 to
60% reduction in activities leading to the viability of the club being in doubt.

As to the other questions:

e Question 1
Taking a straw poll of the members here today, around 40% of the membership would take up this
choice, this would lead to 75% as the realisation of the impact began to sink in.

e Question 2
Again a straw poll tells me that around 60% would take this up initially, leading to 100% again when the
realisation sinks in?

Scottish GU

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably? Not in its present form. A skeleton operation might




be viable but few if any of the current management would be around to run it.

Activity Club Id not
would ub would no
No 20% 30% 40% halve 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to

Change [reduction|reductionfreduction reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

XXX

Comments. We believe that this option would rip the heart out of the club. Pure ridge flying might be unaffected, but
cross country in thermal would be well nigh impossible as would wave entry and wave cross countries which also
underpin our visitor trade.

While those who indulge in these activities do not form a majority of the club, they do form the motivated and
motivational core and encourage many who aspire to such flying. Without the goal of such flying there is little to aim
or to justify the grind of basic training.

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not

No  bow 0%  kow VY fgher 1709  lB0%  [90%  be able to
Change . . . Jwould . . . . .
XXX reductionfreduction reductlonhalve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

Comments. Assuming that the training is reasonably deliverable at club level this might reasonably be deemed “a good
thing”. Arguably we should introduce something like this anyway. Safe descent\escape from cloud is a critical skill for
potential wave pilots. Five hours of dual instruction is a substantial increase to the bronze training requirement and
could not be readily delivered in gliders. Whilst looking favourably upon the idea of a SCFR, we query the 5hr
requirement.

Northumbria

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

No  [R0%  [30%  [40% VAvgtl'J‘l’gy BB [0% [80%  [00%
change [reductionfreductionfreduction halve reduction|reductionfreductionfreduction

Option B




No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud
What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not

I 0%  Bo%  Mo% POV lsoer  [70%  180%  [90%  |pe able to

reductionreductionjreduction \I{]vgll\jle(j reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
h 20% 30% 0% Y 160% 70% 80% 90% be able to

reductionjreductionfreduction ;vgll\ils reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
10%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 90%

Needwood Forrest
Option A
Long term impact - 80% reduction in activity - club would struggle to operate viably.

Option B
Long term impact - no change

Option C
Long term impact - 20% reduction in activity - club would continue to operate viably.

SCFR - very small percentage if any pilots likely to take up
RSCFR - probably 80 - 100%

Other comments -
We do not see the inability to fly within cloud as affecting our club specifically - we have very few pilots who fly in cloud, and the
occassions on which they do are very occassional.

Although we are situated under flight level 4.5, going up to flight level 5.5 just a few miles to the west of our site, it is frequently
cloudbase not airspace that restricts our climbs. Having to remain 1,000" below cloudbase would have an immense impact on our
flying, restricting the opportunities for cross country flying and making silver height from site almost impossible. With such
restrictions, pilot development within the club would be considerably harder, cross country flying greatly reduced and even local
soaring would be considerably less enjoyable. With a potential loss of pilots through the imposition of greater restrictions on
soaring, It is our opinion that these factors would impact greatly on the future viability of our club.

The introduction of the RSCFR would considerably reduce that impact as most pilots would be likely to take an RSCFR, however
we do have a concern that the wording suggests this would only be available to holders of a Cross Country Endorsement or above.
Like many clubs we have a number of solo pilots who get great pleasure from local soaring but who for a number of reasons do not
hold this rating or are working towards it - it would be detrimental to our club, and I'm sure many others if they were not also able
to take advantage of an RSCFR.

Dorset
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Dartmoor
Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:
Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC
What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club Id not

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 40%
change [reductionfreductionfreduction

60% 70% 80% 90% be able"to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

Wh ould be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If yollhave indicated a reduction in activity:
Woulll your Club still be able to operate viably?

0 0 0 Activity |~ . . , Club would not
No 20% 30% 40% \Would 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to

change [reductionjreductionjreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?

If you h

Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

This an
would t

effectively creates a glass ceiling for new pilots. The club cannot survive long term without new

pilots

ave indicated a reduction in activity:

swer assumes that pre bronze pilots would not be allowed the benefits of the RCFCFR and
herefore find it difficult or impossible to achieve the soaring requirements for Bronze. This

No

change [reductionjreductionjreduction

Club would n
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viab

Activity
would
halve

20% 30% 0%

Finally,

Two Questions

1 SCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?

30%

2. RSC

FR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a

RSCFR? 100%

Bicester

The ove

a)

b)
c)

rwhelming response is that first there does not seem to be a problem, so why fix it.

This is too restrictive and would certainly have a serious impact on the club activity and XC flying. | estimate in
the long term it would have an 80% reduction in club activity, with a possibility (very real in the case of
Bicester) that this would eventually mean the club would stop being viable when the club is available for
purchase.

This is preferred, and would have no significant reduction in club operation.

This is probably too much burocracy, but probably only 20% reduction.

Final 2 questions:

SCFR: 3

0% (only more experienced XC pilots would go for this with option b —although 5 hours flight training seems

excessive, discouraging most)
RSCFR: 50% (if option cis adopted, | do wonder how many would bother getting this rating, and a lot would fly

illegally,

hence the lower value, which should not be encouraged).

Borders

Option A

Leave i
Gliders

n place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:
never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?

If you h

Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

ave indicated a reduction in activity:

No
change

Club would not

20%  1B0%  Wo% O™ 0% [70%  80%  [900% e ableto
reductionjreductionfreduction halve reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably
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Option

B




No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.
Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 40% 60% 70% 80% 90%

change |reductionjreductionjreduction

reductionjreductionjreduction|reduction

Club would not
be able to
operate viably
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Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

0% A ctivit Club would not
No o . 130% 40% Y 160% 70% 80% 90% be able to
change Recjuctlonreduction reductionWOUId reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionjoperate viably
IXXXXXX halve

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
0%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 100%

Staffordshire

I appreciate that this very important issue has the viability of a small club like ours in the balance.
Option A -Club would not operate viably.
Option B - 30% Reduction.
Option C - 50% Reduction.
Under 20% would take SCFR.
About 50% would take RSCFR.

Soaring Centre

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?

If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Even if the club was still viable it would become more and more the preserve of the well off!

Activit Club would not
No 20% 30% 40% wouldy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to

change [reductionjreductionjreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Activit Club would not
No 20% 30% 40% woul dy 60% 70% 80% 90% be able to

change |reductionfreductionjreduction halve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably




Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably? YES

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reductionfreductionfreductionfreductionjoperate viably

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 0%
change |reductionjreduction|reduction

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCER. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
20%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR? 70%

Southdown

Option A.  IMC Ban - Club (which is very soaring oriented) - NOT VIABLE

Option B. SCFR for flight within cloud - 20% reduction in activity

Option C. RCEFR for flt near cloud, SCFR for fly in cloud - 40% reduction in activity...marginal
Viability at this level

Take-up on CF ratings :-
1. 20% take-up for SCFR

2. 70% take-up for RCFR (which is essential for soaring and XC flight).

Bowland Forrest

Option A
Leave in place the proposed ban in NPA 2008-17b:

Gliders never allowed to fly in IMC

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?

If you have indicated a reduction in activity:

Would your Club still be able to operate viably? Yes, because a lot of our flying is ridge but we
would be disadvantaged and rarely able to enjoy the good wave we get in or part of the country.
However one thing to consider is that our site is at 600ft directly adjacent to high ground averaging
1500ft. This means that, under the proposed EASA changes, a cloudbase of 4,000ft would restrict
us to only 1500ft above ground and this over inhospitable Pennine territory.

Club would not

No  [20% 0% Ho% O™ 0% [70%  B0%  [00% e ableto
change reductionreductionreductionhalve reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

Option B
No change to the existing UK rules for gliders flying near cloud.

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight within cloud
Very few of our pilots exercise the privilege to fly in cloud. Those that do (probably circa 5%) tend
to do so when at other sites and competition flying.

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?




If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reductionjreductionjreductionjreductionjoperate viably

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 40%
change Jreductionjreductionjreduction

Option C
Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating required for flight in IMC (near cloud)

Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating for flight within cloud

What would be the overall long term impact on the level of activity at your Club?
If you have indicated a reduction in activity:
Would your Club still be able to operate viably?

Club would not
60% 70% 80% 90% be able to
reduction|reductionfreductionfreductionfoperate viably

Activity
would
halve

No 20% 30% 40%
change [reductionfreductionfreduction

Finally, Two Questions

1 SCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a SCFR?
5%

2. RSCFR. What proportion of your pilots, with Cross Country Endorsement or above, might take up a
RSCFR?
50%

Norfolk

Option A - Activity would drop to such a level that the club would not be able
to operate viably.

Option B - There would be very little effect on club operations.

Option C - Activity would drop to such a level that the club would not be able
to operate viably.

It is my belief that approximately 10% of our current holders of cross country
endorsement and above would take up a Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating, and
approximately 70% would take up a Restricted Sailplane Cloud Flying Rating.

| believe that a lot of pilots who only fly locally would give up the sport rather
than go to the trouble of further qualifications which may be required for flight
in IMC.
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Mr P Stratton

The British Gliding Association
Kimberley House

Vaughan Way

Leicester

LE! 4SE

23 September 2009

Dear Mr Stratton

Further to your survey regarding FASA cloud flving we have cavefully considered the
various options and their effect on our organisation.

Option A

We consider that this would severelv Himit the number of davs we could fly on. as well as
almost completely prevent soaring or cross country flying.

We caleulate this could cause an 80% reduction in our activity which would effectively
close our operation as it would loose up 1o £300K per year of revenue,

Option B

This option has the least potential for impact but would however Hmit flight by certain
pilots in some circumstances, We consider our operation would be still viable but would
suffer a 20% reduction in activity.

Option C

This would require all of pilots to take additicnal training. We feel this may have long
term repercussions as it requires vet move training and more cost especially in the early
solo stages. We are already under pressure in attracting new people into the spoit and
more training wouid dissuade new merbers. It would prevent many pilots from flying on
many days.

We feel this would have the effeet of halving our activity and again we vwould cease to
have a viable operation.

We would suggest possibly 0% of Cross Country Pilots may take up either an SCFR or
RSCFR.

We also feel that options A&C would prevent focal flying by many pilots on many days.
The problem is not restricted to Cross Country Pilots.

1 hope this information is helpful.
Yours Sincerely

\<¢ 1/11/ / (7’7‘5
Richard Moyse
Executive Manager

tasham Gliding Society, Lasham Airfield, Alton, Hampshire GU34 555
Telephone - 01256 384900 * Fax - 01256 384901 * Email - office@lasham.org.uk o Web address - wwyw.lasham.org.uk

Czech Republic

If we can use our national rules in next years, than we expext no reductions in our activities/licenses.
Option A is really unacceptable for us.

Option C - it's complicated for me, how answer you - we have no RSCFR and we preferre ONLY to have SCFR -
simple rules are OK for us.




Question A1 What would be the overall impact of Option A on the level of sailplane activity in your
country? 100 %

Question A2 If you have indicated a reduction in activity, would gliding clubs still be able to operate viably?
practically NO

Question B1 What would be the overall impact of Option B on the level of sailplane activity in your country?
0 % = no reduction

Question B2 If you have indicated a reduction in activity, would gliding clubs still be able to operate viably?
YES, no changes in present system

Question C1 What would be the overall impact of Option C on the level of sailplane activity in your country?
?? No rules exists in CZ - estimated reduction can be up to 50% ?7?

Question C2 _If you have indicated a reduction in activity, would gliding clubs still be able to operate viably?
?? Yes, but with problems.

Question D1 What proportion of your licenced sailplane pilots might take up a
SCFR? About 5 % from all valid GPL

Question D2 What would be a typical cost for one of your pilots to gain a
SCFR? <€ 200,-

Question E1 What proportion of your licenced sailplane pilots might take up a
RSCFR? 0 % - we will have only SCFR.

Question E2 What would be the typical cost for one of your pilots to gain a RSCFR?

Finland

Now, | can answer to you that in case of option A there will be a markable harm to our gliding community and such
result would completely prevent us to gain even Gold-C bagde of the FAI. That option we already commented strongly
against in the NPA. Then in case of option B, situation would be similar like today. Yes, we have VMC-rules and for
flying in a cloud a pilot needs appropriate training. In case of option C, there surely would be more gliders then near
the cloud because nowadays we have to keep clear separation (if not cloud flying) but in that case after some ground
training pilots surely will also fly practically touching the cloud. Impossible to estimate how much in percentage this
makes positive or negative impact from the point of viable gliding sports in Finland. We have no national view on this
approach because we have to keep separation, if there is no question about cloud flying operation.

Sweden

What would be the % reduction in gliding activity in Sweden for:
> Option A? 30%

> Option B? 0%

> Option C? 20%

Switzerland

For legalizing that practice, we introduced in Switzerland the "Segelflugzonen",
restricted zones, mostly in airspace E, where gliders are allowed to fly up to 50 m
vertical and 100 m horizontal of clouds, but no IFR is allowed for all other aircrafts.
We need no special license for that and no radio contact to ATC is necessary.



Cloud Flying is allowed in "Wolkenflugzonen" cloud flying zones. But the pilot needs a
clearance from ATC and he/she shall have a cloud flying rating. We estimate, that only
about 15% of the Swiss glider pilots hold a cloud flying rating. The interest for cloud
flying is decreasing. Big screens of the gps-computers fill the instrument panel. So we
have no place for artificial horizons etc. Long flights are also fast flights, and
climbing in cu will normally decrease the speed and the advantage of more height its
often not relevant for the flight. But the possibility to fly near clouds (below 1000
ft) is very important, especially in mountain areas with low cloud base.

We think, the possibility to fly with reduced distances to clouds should have the
highest priority.

The mixed of pilot license and airspace classification is difficult to solve. What will
be the advantage of a SCFR / RSCFR if the airspace classification will not permit to
fly near clouds?

If EASA realize the near clouds flying with a SCFR or with a RSCFR, that’s will be ok.
But we will have problems if we need an ATC- clearance, and /or when we need a
transponder for that activity. The problems are costs for the transponder and for
contacting ATC, all Swiss glider pilot shall have an English Voice RT license (minimum
requirement level 4 Prof. check). The ATC system would collapse, if all pilots have to
ask for a clearance for reduced distances to clouds in every ATC sector.

I am sorry, but it is not easy to find acceptable solutions for everyone in Europe.
Please find our answers to your questions below.

Kind regards
Emil

Segelflugverband der Schweiz
Fédération Suisse de vol a voile
Federazione Svizzera di volo a vela

Emil Blumer, Prasident

Question Al What would be the overall impact of Option A on the level of sailplane

o

activity in your country? Near 100 %

Question A2 If you have indicated a reduction in activity, would gliding clubs still
be able to operate viably? It can be expected, that several clubs would not be able to
continue.

Question Bl What would be the overall impact of Option B on the level of sailplane

Q

activity in your country? 0 %

Question B2 If you have indicated a reduction in activity, would gliding clubs still
be able to operate viably? n/a.

Question Cl1 What would be the overall impact of Option C on the level of sailplane
activity in your country? Near to 100 %

Question C2 If you have indicated a reduction in activity, would gliding clubs still
be able to operate viably? Mostly all clubs may be impacted due to the fact that
several pilots would not want to engage in obtaining an addition to their license.

Question D1 What proportion of your licenced sailplane pilots might take up a SCFR?
About 15 % of Swiss pilots have currently such a license, the amount would most
probably remain the same. Most pilots would probably stop flying if they had to have
such a license to continue their "normal" flying.

Question D2 What would be a typical cost for one of your pilots to gain a SCFR? €
~1500.-



Question E1 What proportion of your licenced sailplane pilots might take up a RSCFR?
If the RSCFR is the only way to fly legally near clouds and the requirements are not
more than 5 hrs of theoretical formation, the number could be 70 to 90 %

0 .

Question E2 What would be the typical cost for one of your pilots to gain a RSCFR? €
~300.-



