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1.1

111

112
113

114

1.2

121

1.2.2

Overview

Purpose of this Annex

The purpose of this Annex is to provide specific guidance relating to:
e Part 133 training and checking activities

e Part 133 training and checking personnel

e Part 135 training and checking activities

e Part 135 training and checking personnel

e Part 138 training and checking activities

e Part 138 training and checking personnel.

It is intended that this information complements the general information available in Chapters 2,
3 and 4 of the main Multi-Part AC 119-11 and 138-02 document.

It is recommended that persons read the Multi-Part AC document first, before reading this
Annex.

It is recommended that operators intending to take advantage of CASA's transitional recognition
of past training and checking events instruments read Annex C which complements this Annex.

Why have a combined 133, 135 and 138 Annex?

The training and checking rules in Parts 133, 135 and 138 of CASR have a very high degree of
similarity. This was deliberately designed given the high number of operators who conduct
operations across either 2 or 3 of these CASR Parts.

In most cases for these rules, the wording of the rules is identical, but the way an operator
complies with the rules might be different.

For example:

Compare the Part 133 requirement for a flight crew member proficiency check and the Part 138
requirement for an operator proficiency check for a flight crew member.

The requirements are found in Chapter 12 of the Part 133 MOS, and Chapter 23 of the Part 138 MOS.

For this example, the kind of flight crew member being discussed is a pilot.

In both cases, the checks are an assessment of whether the pilot is competent to safely carry out the
person’s duties as a pilot in the aircraft they can be assigned to fly for the operator in the air transport
operation or aerial work operation (as applicable).

However, the kinds of competencies that need to be assessed could be very different between these 2
check flights. If the aerial work operation requires specialist skills beyond baseline Part 61 pilot
competencies, then these specialist competencies need to be assessed to an appropriate degree.
Two examples of an operation that requires specialist competencies might be winching operations and
sling load operations, but there are many others.

More information is available on this topic further in this Annex.
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1.3  Aerial work operations in large, complex
aeroplanes

13.1 In addition to the guidance throughout this section of the Annex, operators are recommended to
consider whether their training and checking procedures for larger and more complex
aeroplanes should adopt requirements from the Part 121 training and checking rules, such as:

e systems refresher training
e human factors and non-technical skills related to multi-crew operations

e upset prevention and recovery training (UPRT).
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2.1

2.1.1
2.1.1.1

2112

2.1.2
2.1.2.1

2122

2123

2124

2125

2.1.2.6

Part 133, 135 and 138 training and
checking activities

Flight crew training and checking events (except
proficiency checks)

General emergency training and check of competency

The Part 133, 135 and 138 MOS! list the required elements for this training. Operators should
design their training course and check to meet the requirements in the respective MOS. The
scope of training required will depend on the knowledge and experience level of the individual
candidate entering the program and RPL may be applied.

Flight crew members operating more than one type will be required to meet the general
emergency training competencies and carry out a check for each type flown. The HOTC may
apply RPL for some items of the training course and check for one type where the competence
has been successfully demonstrated on another type.

Conversion training

The Part 133, 135 and 138 MOS? list the required elements for this training. Operators should
design their training course to meet these requirements. The scope of conversion training
required will depend on the knowledge and experience level of the individual candidate entering
the program.

If an operator has a recognition of prior learning (RPL) process, this may be used to allow
candidates to enter or exit the conversion training program at varying places based on their
assessed knowledge.

Operators may choose to incorporate the command training requirement mentioned in the
respective MOS? into the conversion training program as this requirement is an expansion of the
conversion training requirement.

Flight crew members operating more than one type will be required to meet the conversion
training competencies for each type flown. The HOTC may apply RPL for some items of the
training course for one type where the competence has been successfully demonstrated on
another type.

If the flight crew member is to be assigned to carry out VFR flights at night, or carry out IFR
flights, the conversion training should include a night component to enable the operator to be
satisfied that the flight crew member is competent for a flight that may occur at night.

The Part 138 MOS requires operators to carry out training specific to the 'kind' of aerial work
operation being conducted (or contemplated to be conducted) by the flight crew member. The
broad scope of 'kinds' of aerial work operation are mentioned in the regulation* and comprise
external load operations, dispensing operations and task specialist operations.

1 Section 12.04 of the Part 133 MOS and Part 135 MOS, and section 23.02 of the Part 138 MOS.
2 Section 12.05 of the Part 133 MOS and Part 135 MOS, and section 23.03 of the Part 138 MOS.
3 Section 12.14 of the Part 133 MOS and section 12.13 of the Part 135 MOS.

4 Regulation 138.010 (1) of CASR.
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2.1.2.7

2.1.3

2131

2.1.3.2

2.1.3.3

2134

2.1.4
2.1.4.1

2142

In addition, the regulations® require Part 138 operators to ensure their flight crews are
competent to perform the specific duty that they are assigned to. The combination of these two
provisions means that operators will have to complete conversion training and a proficiency
check that deals with the specific competencies for any aerial work task that the pilot has not
previously carried out for the operator.

Line training and the flight crew member line check (133 and
135 only)

Parts 133 and 135 of CASR follow the same format for both line training and the flight crew
member line check. The respective MOS details the requirements for line training® which will
prepare the flight crew member for unsupervised line operations. The flight crew member line
check is the final part of the conversion training program.

The number of hours and sectors are not specified in the regulations; however, line training can
be used by the operator to provide flight crew members with the flying experience needed to
qualify as a PIC under regulations 133.385 and 135.395 of CASR. This is often referred to as
supervised line flying.

The operator should consider the nature and complexity of their operations to determine the
minimum hours and sectors required for line training. The operator's exposition may detail when
the number of hours and/or sectors may be varied by the HOTC when considering a flight crew
member’s previous experience.

Flight crew members operating more than one type will be required to meet the line flying
competence for each type flown. The HOTC may apply RPL for some items of the line check for
one type where the competence has been successfully demonstrated on another type.

Differences training

Differences training may be required to comply with regulation 61.200, where a pilot is to
operate a different model of aircraft that has a type rating” . Differences training for this purpose
is a Part 141 or 142 activity.

Differences training may also be required for familiarisation purposes where the aircraft to be
flown has differences not covered by the regulation 61.200 requirement. This training may be
conducted by a person approved by the operator. However, if the training is inflight training,
then the person conducting the training must be appropriately authorised. The operator must
determine what differences exist and develop a training program to ensure personnel are
competent. The program will need to include, where relevant:

¢ emergency and safety equipment
e system or equipment differences
¢ engine differences

¢ weight and balance differences

o performance differences.

5 Regulation 138.485 (1) (b) of CASR.
6 Section 12.06 of the Part 133 and Part 135 MOS.
7 Refer to Part 61 aircraft and ratings instrument for models of type rated aircraft that require differences training.
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2.2

221

222

Flight crew recurrent training - ways of merging
multiple requirements

Example 1 below is based on a Part 133 or 135 pilot who conducts IFR only operations, or a
mix of IFR and VFR operations, but the concept can be used for Part 138 checks as well.

As a reminder, this kind of Part 133 or 135 pilot must complete a:
e Part 133 or 135 general emergency check every 12 months
e Part 133 or 135 flight crew member proficiency check every 6 months

e Part 61 IPC needs to be completed every 12 months.

Note:

The Part 61 and 133/135 rules specify different periods in which the relevant event can
be completed and have the day of the completed event remain the same from year to
year.

Example 1

Part 133 or 135 pilot who conducts only IFR operations, or a mix of IFR and VFR

To ensure a pilot met the Part 133/135 flight crew PC requirement, the Part 133/135 general emergency
check requirement, and the Part 61 IPC requirement, an operator could structure their checks as follows:

¢ Proficiency check 1

— conducted by a flight examiner, flight instructor or check pilot which combines the:

» flight crew member proficiency check

» flight crew member general emergency check.

Note:

Operators are reminded that if life raft or HUET competencies are required, the general
emergency check will need to include these items at least once every 3 years.

¢ Proficiency check 2

— conducted by a flight examiner which combines the:

» instrument proficiency check

» flight crew member proficiency check.

Notes:
1.

This example is not mandatory and is just one example of how the IFR Part 133 and 135
recurrent requirements could be met. The listed events could be split up and conducted on
separate occasions. The responsible operator must as always keep track of their pilots'
competencies to ensure the requirements remain met.

Part 133 and 135 operators are reminded that there is no requirement for a recurrent annual
line check. For Part 138 operators there is no requirement for an initial or recurrent line
check.

If a flight examiner or flight instructor is used for the conduct of any operator proficiency
check, they must meet any requirements in the operator's exposition or training and
checking manual (as applicable) for the conduct of the check.
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2.2.3 Pilots solely conducting VFR operations

2.2.4 Example 2 below is based on a Part 133 or 135 pilot who only conducts VFR operations, but the
concept can be used for Part 138 checks as well.

2.25 The operator is responsible to ensure that their pilots complete the following:
e Part 133 or 135 general emergency check every 12 months
e Part 133 or 135 flight crew member proficiency check within 6 months after commencing

unsupervised line operations for the operator and then every 12 months.

2.2.6 Separately, the pilot is responsible under Part 61 to ensure they have a valid flight review if they
wish to act as pilot-in-command for a flight outside the air operator.

2.2.7 Operators are pilots are reminded that one method of meeting the requirement for completing a
flight review is for the pilot to successfully complete an operator proficiency check. A Part 133 or
Part 135 flight crew member proficiency check can meet this requirement provided the
requirements in regulation 61.745 or 61.800 (as applicable) are met.

Example 2

Part 133 or 135 pilot who only conducts only VFR operations

To ensure a pilot met the Part 133/135 flight crew PC requirement, the Part 133/135 general emergency
check requirement, and the Part 61 flight review requirement, an operator could structure their 12 monthly
check as follows:

e Proficiency check

— conducted by a flight examiner, flight instructor or check pilot which combines the:

» flight crew member proficiency check, where this check meets the requirements of regulation
61.745 or 61.800 (as applicable

» flight crew member general emergency check.

Notes:
1.

Operators are reminded that if life raft or HUET competencies are required, the general
emergency check will need to include these items at least once every 3 years.

Part 133 and 135 operators are reminded that there is no requirement for a recurrent annual
line check. Part 138 operators are reminded that the Part 138 MOS does not require either
an initial or recurrent line check, and the reference in paragraph 138.130(5)(h) of CASR to a
line check can be satisfied by the completion of the Part 138 proficiency check as the crew
member's competency in performing their aerial work operation will be assessed as part of
the proficiency check.

If a flight examiner or flight instructor is used for the conduct of any operator proficiency
check, they must meet any requirements in the operator's exposition or training and
checking manual (as applicable) for the conduct of the check.
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2.3

231

Flight crew proficiency checks

Holding a valid proficiency check (PC)

Notes:

Parts 133 and 135 call these checks 'flight crew member proficiency checks', whereas Part
138 calls them 'operator proficiency checks'. CASA is reviewing the inconsistency in the
rules for the naming of these events.

CASA has published transitional relief instruments CASA EX77/24, CASA EX78/24 and
CASA EX79/24 to permit Part 133, Part 135 and Part 138 operators respectively, to be able
to consider a flight review conducted before 28 February 2025 to substitute for a PC (VFR)
after 28 February 2025, for a period of either up to the expiry date of the flight review or 15
months. These instruments also allow an IPC to be considered equivalent to a PC (IFR) for a
period of either up to the expiry date of the IPC or 12 months. Refer to Annex C of this AC
for more details.

23.11

Operators must ensure their flight crew members have successfully completed a PC:

e before the flight crew member conducts any actual air transport operation, or an
unsupervised aerial work operation (remembering that an aerial work PC will probably be
considered an aerial work operation), as an active flight crew member for the operator

e 0N a recurrent basis:

— For Part 133 and 135 operations: 6 months after their initial PC then every 12 months
thereafter for VFR pilots, every 6 months for IFR pilots.

— For Part 138 operations: 6 months after their initial PC then every 12 months thereafter
for day VFR pilots, every 6 months for IFR or night VFR pilots.

Note: The recurrent requirements for a Part 138 pilot flying for an aerial work operator not

required to have a training and checking system are slightly different. Refer to section
23.05 of the Part 138 MOS for further information. This AC and its Annexes is focused
on operators required to have training and checking systems. For more training and
checking guidance for an aerial work operator not required to have a training and
checking system, refer to AC 138-01.

23.1.2

2.3.1.3

23.14

The purpose of a PC is to assess whether a flight crew member is competent to safely carry out
their duties as a flight crew member in the aircraft they are assigned to fly for the operator.

A PC expires on its due date. If a flight crew member has not completed their PC before the due
date, they cannot conduct air transport or aerial work operations for the operator until a PC is
successfully completed.

To enable easier record keeping for operators, a PC conducted within the following specified
period before or after the due date can have its completion date recorded as the due date:

o for a PC required to be completed every 6 months, within 30 days before or after

o for a PC required to be completed every 12 months, within 90 days before or after.

Note:

As per the previous paragraph, this record keeping flexibility does not mean that a flight
crew member can keep conducting air transport or aerial work operations after the expiry
date of the PC.

Civil Aviation Safety Authority
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2.3.15

2.3.1.6

23.1.7

2.3.1.8

2.3.1.9

2.3.1.10

23.1.11

Operators are reminded that Part 61 also uses the term ‘operator proficiency check' (OPC),
which is specifically defined in regulation 61.010 of CASR. In Part 61, some check events can
be achieved through the completion of an OPC conducted by the operator.

Due to the variable nature of operations under these Parts, the relevant MOS does not
prescribe the contents of a PC; this is left to the operator to determine and requires the operator
to consider the specific competencies required for their operations. The operator's obligation is
to ensure the flight crew member is competent to perform the assigned duties for the flight
whether by day or night, as applicable.

A PC will need to cover:
e duties and responsibilities for the flight crew member's (FCM) position
e procedures relating to the operator’s operations

e aircraft standard operating, normal and emergency procedures, including any procedures
specific to:

— operations for which the operator is required to hold a specific legal approval (such as low
visibility operations)

— a particular aerial work activity (for aerial work pilots).

As a minimum, a PC should encompass the competencies as stated in the Part 61 MOS flight
review schedule? for the relevant category, type or class, and include IFR competencies as
applicable.

The standards that the check pilot will use to assess a check should be, as a minimum, the
flight tolerances for the check elements as appropriate, at the professional level as stated in the
Part 61 MOS®.

If a PC is conducted by a person who is authorised by Part 611° to conduct a flight review in the
relevant aircraft, that person may certify for a flight review for the relevant class or type in the
pilot's licence if required.

If a PC is conducted by a person who does not hold a Part 61 authorisation to conduct a flight
review, or is not a flight examiner, such as an operator trained and appointed check pilot, then
the operator could have a system where records of the successful completion of the PC can be
used as evidence of completion of a flight review for the pilot for use in private operations if
desired.

Note:

A pilot for an air operator who only conducts VFR flights and who is participating in the
operators training and checking system or holds a valid proficiency check for a Part 138
operator does not require a flight review to exercise the privileges of their class or type
rating for the operator. Refer to section 5.2 of the body of the AC.

23.1.12

2.3.1.13

In developing their training and checking system, the operator should consider what Part 61
proficiency checks (61PC) are required, for example, IPC, APC, NPC.

An IFR 61PC conducted in accordance with Schedule 6 of the Part 61 MOS by a flight examiner
will meet the requirements for an IFR flight crew member PC, as well as the Part 61 IPC,
provided any additional requirements of the operator's exposition or training and checking
manual are also met.

8 Part 61 MOS Schedule 2.
9 Part 61 MOS Schedule 8.
10 Subregulation 61.1175 (6) of CASR.
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Note:

A pilot for an air operator who conducts IFR flights will require a valid IPC and a valid
proficiency check to exercise the privileges of their instrument rating for the operator.
Refer to section 5.2 of the body of this AC.

23.1.14

2.3.1.15

2.3.1.16

23.1.17

2.3.1.18

Whether the exposition or training and checking manual includes additional requirements
compared to, for example, an IPC, depends on the characteristics of the operations being
conducted by the operator and therefore the competency requirements for their pilots.

A typical example would be where an operator is likely to roster pilots for IFR operations at night
and is therefore required to ensure pilot competency in night operations. In order to assess
night competency a PC must include a night component.

In the case of IFR operations where a second annual PC is required, the operator can use the
Part 61 MOS as guidance for the development of that check. Where a flight crew member PC is
used to meet a 61PC, the operator will need to schedule the check to comply with the Part 61
‘valid to' date and the flight crew member PC 'due by date’, as well as ensuring the check is
conducted by a person permitted by Part 61 to conduct the 61PC.

If a flight crew member's PC only assessed their competency in relation to certain aerial work
activities, then if the pilot is required to conduct a different aerial work activity that they have not
conducted before, the operator will need to determine which elements of the existing PC are
relevant to the new activity, and whether any extra training or checking needs to be done for
competency elements not covered in the existing PC.

A Part 138 operator who also holds a Part 141 authorisation to conduct flight training for a rating
or endorsement required for the aerial work activities may conduct the Part 141 flight training
and Part 138 conversion training concurrently, provided that the training is conducted by a flight
instructor and, if a flight test is required, a flight examiner authorised under Part 61.

Example

If the flight training for the grant of a low-level rating with a helicopter low level endorsement was
conducted using the Part 138 operator standard operating procedures for power line inspections; then
the Part 61 flight test could also fulfil the requirement for the proficiency check under Part 138.

2.3.2
2.3.2.1

23.2.2

2.3.2.3

23.24

2.3.25

Flight crew operating multiple types — proficiency checks

Subsection 12.08 (1) of the Part 133 and 135 MOS outlines the requirement to successfully
complete the initial and recurrent training and checking 'for the rotorcraft' or 'for the aeroplane'.

The phrase 'for the rotorcraft' and 'for the aeroplane' in this context means the rotorcraft or
aeroplane type they will be assigned to fly for the air transport operation. A check of
competency involves a check pilot assessing multiple discrete competency elements and
determining pilot performance against specified performance criteria. If the pilot will be assigned
to more than one type, the operator must be satisfied that they are competent in each type.

If all the aircraft rostered to be flown by a flight crew member have similar performance
envelopes and handling characteristics, then an operator could decide that these competencies
need not be checked on each individual type.

Operators would normally list the individual competencies on a single form which is also used to
record performance for each element during the check.

Some sample forms operators could use to customise their PC content are provided in the
CASA Sample T&C manual for a variety of circumstances. These forms list multiple
competences, some of which are generic, and as such can be successfully demonstrated in any
aeroplane. Some examples (from sample forms 6A and 6C) are:
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2.3.2.6

2.3.2.7

2.3.2.8

2.3.2.9

e steep turns

e cross wind operations

e confined area operations

e circuit re-join and 1 full circuit

e comply with airspace and radio procedures
¢ low flying at 500 ft AGL and reversal turn.

However, some competencies may be platform-specific, such as where there are significant
differences in aircraft systems or the execution of abnormal or emergency procedures. Some
examples (from forms 6A and 6C) are:

o pre-flight, loading and performance planning

o start, lift-off, hover and taxi

e manage autopilot or AFCS

e manage all other aircraft systems

e autorotation to touchdown or power termination

¢ simulated engine failure and forced landing

e operations using Category A procedures

e aircraft system malfunctions other than engine failure.

Operators would need to review the competency check requirements for a pilot who is to
operate more than one aircraft type and establish what elements could be successfully
demonstrated in one type. They should then design a process to assess the remaining
elements to allow rostering across multiple types.

If it is decided that a complete check flight is not conducted in each different rotorcraft or
aeroplane type to be flown, the operator’s exposition would need to specify how check
competencies were verified across each of the types. Operators could use the sample forms
and tailor them to suit the specific mix of types a particular pilot may need checking in.
Examples of different mix and match options are provided in the following sections.

Generically, operators could choose to:

e carry out a full PC in each type of rotorcraft or aeroplane that the pilot would be rostered to
fly

— these checks do not need to be coincident, but the operator has to track the expiry of the
check in each type to ensure that the pilot meets any check requirements prior to being
rostered to fly the particular type.

or
e carry out a PC that covers multiple types of rotorcraft or aeroplanes

— operators choosing this option will need to consider the similarities and differences
between aircraft types, as well as the engine type, number of engines, aircraft systems
[such as auto-pilots/automatic flight control systems (AFCS)], the flight management
system (FMS) cockpit configuration and whether the rotorcraft aeroplane falls under class
or type rating distinctions.

Note:

Operators of R22 and R44 aircraft should refer to section 2.3.10 for information on PC's
for these types.
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2.3.3 Part 133 - number of PCs required for pilots of mixed fleets

2.3.3.1 The examples below use the check content forms in the CASA sample training and checking
manual.
Example 1

A pilot required to fly an R22 and a R44 by day under the VFR
The operator’s proficiency check form is based on Form 6A from the CASA sample T&C manual.

The HOTC has determined, for each of the rotorcraft types, what check items are general operational
and generic rotorcraft operations check items and what items are rotorcraft type specific.

When reviewing the rotorcraft type specific items, they identify that most of the systems present in the
R22 and R44 are similar and could be assessed in either type. In addition, instrument CASA 62/20
allows a flight review in either the R22 or R44 to meet the flight review requirement for both the R22
and the R44.

The HOTC assesses that if the check is conducted in the R22, the type specific items that are different
in the R44, such as weight and balance and performance, can be assessed by the check pilot on the
ground using a combination of briefings and a written examination.

The operator schedules the proficiency check in the R22 and the check pilot carried out the additional
items on the ground.

Example 2
A pilot required to fly an AS350 by day and an AS355 by day and night under the VFR

The operator’s proficiency check form for the AS350 single engine VFR proficiency check content is
based on Form 6A from the CASA sample T&C manual and operator's multi-engine flight VFR
proficiency check form is based on Form 6B.

The HOTC has determined, for each of the rotorcraft types, what check items are general operational
and generic rotorcraft operations check items and what items are aeroplane type specific.

When reviewing the type specific items, they identify that competence in the multi-engine and night
flying items required for the AS355 could not be assessed during a single flight conducted in the
AS350. However, a check in the AS355 including a night component would satisfy most of the
competencies required to fly the AS350.

The operator schedules a full PC including a night component in the AS355, and the candidate is
successful. [continues next page]

The HOTC designs an abbreviated proficiency check program to assess the pilot's competence in
procedures unique to the AS350 and the check pilot completes this check using a combination of
briefings and a written examination.

The operator would need to consider the pilot's IFR proficiency check or an IPC schedule to confirm
they continue to meet the requirement to have an instrument rating for a night VFR flight.
Example 3

A pilot required to fly an AS355 under the VFR and a H135 under the IFR

The HOTC recognises that rotorcraft such as the H135 are sufficiently different and more complex
than other rotorcraft in the multi-engine class and that they require type-specific flight training and a
flight review.

In this case, the additional complexity relates to increased performance, differing category A
performance capabilities and profiles, autopilots, different EFIS and caution and warning systems.
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The HOTC considers it would not be appropriate to consider a check of competency in the AS355 as
fully meeting the requirements for the H135 due to these differences. A check carried out in either
rotorcraft may be considered to meet only some of the general and generic rotorcraft competencies
required for the other.

For this reason, the operator chooses to do two separate full PCs, one in each type, with the H135 IFR
proficiency check required to be completed every 6 months and the AS355 every 12 months. In this
instance the checks need not be coincident nor proximate, and the operator schedules these
independently.

2.3.4 Part 135 - number of PCs required for pilots of mixed aeroplane
fleets

For pilots of piston-engine aeroplanes only

23.4.1 If multiple types in the same class rating are operated, a PC may only be required in one of the
types provided that the operator is satisfied that a check on one aeroplane type would
sufficiently ensure the competency of the flight crew member on the other types used by the
operator within the same class.

2.3.4.2 Some examples of this are:
¢ A pilot who would operate a mixed single engine fleet of C210, C206 and PA32 aeroplanes:
— APC in any of these types could satisfy the requirement for all these types.

— The operator would need to be satisfied that, for instance, a primary check in the C206
(fixed gear) would satisfy the primary requirements for competence in the PA32 and
C210 (retractable gear), with an additional check (may be on the ground) on the
retractable undercarriage system competencies only in the C210.

¢ A pilot who would operate a mixed multi-engine fleet of C402, BE58 and PA31 aeroplanes:
— APC in any of these types could satisfy the requirement for all these types.

— The operator would need to be satisfied that, for instance, a check in the C402 would
satisfy the requirement for competence in the others in relation to systems knowledge
such as emergency gear extension or management of the fuel selection system (since all
are different in these cases). This may need a ground or aircraft component on
undercarriage and fuel systems to be added for the BE58 and PA31 to satisfy the PC
requirement for all three types.

2343 If multiple types in different class ratings are operated, a PC is required for each class. As
above, it may only need to be in one of the types in each particular class. An example would be:

¢ A pilot who would operate a mixed fleet of C210, C206 and PA32 single-engine aeroplanes,
and C310, BE58 and PA31 multi-engine aeroplanes:

— APC in any of the types in the single engine class and a PC in any of the types in the
multi-engine class is needed to operate all the aeroplanes in the fleet (i.e., two OPC’s).

Note:  The comments in the examples before this example, regarding establishing competency
across differing aeroplane equipment, systems and configurations, are also relevant to
this example.

For pilots of turbine-engine and piston-engine aeroplanes (class-rated)

2.3.4.4 If both the piston-engine and turbine-engine aeroplanes are class rated, then a PC in the
turbine-engine aeroplane could satisfy the requirement for the other types in that class, provided
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that the operator is satisfied that a PC on one aeroplane type (and kind of engine) would
sufficiently ensure the competency of the flight crew member on another type (and kind of
engine) within the same class.

2.3.45 However, in relation to emergency procedures such as the performance of engine failure shut-
down drills, it is unlikely that an operator could consider a check in a multi-engine turbine-engine
aeroplane would also satisfy the requirement for competence in a multi-engine piston-engine
aeroplane.

2.34.6 Similarly, in relation to emergency procedures such as performance of engine failure shut-down
drills, it is unlikely that an operator could consider a check in a multi-engine piston-engine
aeroplane would also satisfy the requirement for competence in a multi-engine turbine-engine
aeroplane.

2.3.4.7 In this circumstance, if operators wish to conserve resources and minimise the length of check
flights for pilots who would fly this mix of types, the processes described in paragraph 2.3.2
should be employed to construct appropriate additional check elements that could be assessed
on a separate flight in the aeroplane with the other engine type.

For pilots of turbine-engine aeroplane (type rated)

2.3.4.8 A PC is required for each turbine-engine type operated. For type-rated aeroplanes subject to
differences training requirements, operators should construct PCs that reflect the composition of
a fleet where variants of the same type are operated.

For pilots of aeroplanes of the same type with different configurations

2349 Aeroplanes of the same type may have significantly different equipment, instrumentation and
systems, and many operators may have more than one configuration in use at any one time.
Typical differences include:

o fuel systems with varying usable amounts and drain systems
e variations in loading systems
o different instrument and avionics fitment

e mechanical differences such as unfeathering accumulators or optional systems such as
auto-feather or rudder boost.

2.3.4.10 The presence or absence of these features should be considered when operators construct PC
content. It may not be necessary or 