
Seats v safety
Sir,
The biggest single general interest after the
sheer joy of being involved in flight must
surely be safety in flight, and safety has
applications across the board. A Cessna
Caravan crashed on take-off in Botswana
with but four of the twelve aboard having the
time and wherewithal to escape, and those
who did benefited from one passenger’s
expert knowledge and reactions. The
Hudson River ditching a year and more ago
gave hope to many that flying disasters, if
not every accident, could be avoided by
standard safety preparations, competent
crew and adequate exit and flotation
equipment.
On Monday 7th November 2011 there

were a series of flights from Tromso to Oslo
to Copenhagen to Geneva by SAS, the first
leg being on a Boeing, and the other two on
Airbuses. On both aircraft row 10 was
adjacent to the over-wing emergency exit.
On the Boeing one seat had been omitted
adjacent to the exit, theoretically allowing
the person in seats 10A or 9B to open the
exit door in case of absolute need. On the
Airbus there was no such compromise and a

commercial situations such as the one
described above, training, rules and
regulations take the strain between pilot(s)
and those for whom they are responsible.
GA has something to teach the

commercial side here. Happily, on this day
each flight passed safely, albeit
uncomfortably. If an emergency had
occurred, we were among the fifty percent
who would not have escaped through the
over-wing exits. We were lucky. SAS should
have been prepared, not lucky - four seats
too many on a Boeing, six seats too many on
an Airbus. Is it worth the risk?
Christopher Watts

GAR checking
Sir,
On arrival after a routine to flight to Lee on
Solent, I was met by the police. The GAR
that I had filed by fax was checked against
the passports of the occupants of the
aeroplane. The officer explained that security
checks were likely to be more frequent in the
run-up to the Olympics; he also mentioned
Farnborough Airshow.
He asked me to disseminate this

information. He also said that there would
be little tolerance for errors. Seemingly the
GAR system could be removed from pilots
who don’t declare properly, forcing them to
use Customs airports.
Please pass it on!

Paul Rennie

full 3+3 seating capacity was maintained.
Taking into account that, should an

emergency arise, the person delegated by
‘accident’ to follow the ‘instructions’ to open
the escape route would be doing so for the
first and probably only time, it would seem
prudent to maintain some sort of access for
a cabin crew member to help as and when
the need arises. There being no clear way to
get to the exit without scrambling through an
economy-sized seat-space, one has to
wonder what would be the case if one of the
seat occupants were of a nervous disposition
or of an above-average size or shape.
Add to this potential bottle-neck the fact

that half the passengers in front of the wing
exits should go by preference to the cockpit
end exits (with clear access for boarding-
debarking), that half the passengers behind
the wing exits should go similarly to the rear
exits (with similarly clear access/egress), half
of the total passengers will have their nearest
exits blocked by seats with no clear exit
routes, and those controlled by rank novices.
It seems that the lessons of the Hudson

ditching have not been learnt, and that
common sense has not prevailed on these
SAS flights. It seems unlikely that SAS are
flaunting the rules and so the rules must be
wrong. In most GA aircraft the pilot(s) have
few passengers on a flight for whom they
find themselves responsible and are usually
well aware of the need for efficient
evacuation in case of emergency, and have a
very direct command of each passenger. In
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The AOPA AIRCREW CARD
As there is an ever increasing requirement to produce
photo identification, the AOPA aircrew card complies
with JAR-FCL 1.015 (a)(1) for the purpose of
identification of the licence-holder. The AOPA Aircrew
Card is also extremely useful in negotiating various
discounts in the UK and throughout the world.

BESSO LIMITED
A leading Lloyds broker for aircraft insurance, loss of
licence insurance and travel insurance that covers
private flying. Besso also provides cost-effective
instructor insurance and offers AOPA members
‘insurance first aid’ advice. Contact Paul Murphy on
0207 480 1053.

LEGAL ADVICE
FREE initial advice on aviation-related legal issues.
Email your query to info@aopa.co.uk

Financial Benefits
of AOPA Membership
As an AOPA member you are entitled to make use of any or all of the benefits listed here.
You may find some will save you money, and at the same time you will be helping your Association

MEDICAL ADVICE
FREE initial medical advice. Email your query to
info@aopa.co.uk for the attention of our medical
advisor Dr Ian Perry

AOPA LOTTERY
Originally called the 700 Club, the Lottery is an
additional means of raising funds for AOPA. 50% of
the money collected goes to the Association funds
and 50% is utilised for lottery prizes which are
drawn on a monthly basis with three prizes - First
Prize 50% of prize fund, Second Prize 35% of prize
fund and Third Prize 15% of prize fund.
For a registration form email mandy@aopa.co.uk .
Please note you MUST be an AOPA member to
participate in the Lottery.

AOPA


