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Safety & Training Committee 
Minutes of the virtual meeting held by Microsoft Teams on 

Thursday 10 September 2020 at 1900 
 
 
Present:  Jeff Montgomery - Chair STC/STO 
   Iain Anderson  - St Andrews 
   Kieran Brady  - Skydive Strathallan 
   Alex Busby-Hicks - Skydive Tilstock 
   Stacey Canning - APA 
   Mike Carruthers - Skydive North West 
   Bryn Chaffe  - Sky High 
   Andy Clark (from item 5) - Wild Geese  
   Hans Donner  - JSPW(N) 
   Dave Emerson  - Isle of Wight 
   Paul Floyd  - London Parachute School 
   Reg Green  - Pilgrims 
   Ryan Mancey (from item 7b) Go Skydive 

Chris McCann  - Sibson Skydivers 
   Sara Orton  - Skydive GB 
   Noel Purcell  - Skydive Hibaldstow 
   Mal Richardson (from item 10b) Skydive Jersey 

Pete Sizer  - Chair Riggers’ Subcommittee/Headcorn 
   Gary Small  - Skydive Chatteris 
   Jason Thompson - Beccles Skydivers 
   Jim White  - Paragon 
   Martin White  - Cyprus 
   Dave Wood  - Cornish Parachute Club 
   Paul Yeoman  - Black Knights 
 
 
Apologies for Mary Barratt  - Council 
absence: Dylan Bartle  - RAFSPA   

Jason Farrant  - Skydive Buzz 
 Richard Wheatley - Skydive Langar  
 
 
In attendance: Tony Butler  - Chief Operating Officer 

Mark Bayada  - Council / Chair Canopy Working Group 
Dr John Carter  - Medical Adviser / RSWG Medical Panel 
John Hitchen  - Vice Chair STC & Vice President  
Trudy Kemp  - Assistant to COO/STO / Secretary 
Dane Kenny  - South Coast Skydiving 
Craig Poxon  - Chair of Council 
Martin Soulsby  - Vice President / Chair Coaching Structure 
WG 

 
 
Observers: Ben Wood (CPC), Jane Buckle (Headcorn) 
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ITEM MINUTE 
 
1. WELCOME 
 

The Chair welcomed all involved to this the second virtual meeting of STC. He said the 
meeting would be recorded to assist with preparation of the minutes after which the 
recording would be deleted. 
 
The Chair asked those who wished to speak to make him aware by using the wave icon or 
chat feature on Teams. He made a roll call of Chief Instructors as the voting members 
present, and then outlined the voting procedure.  

 
 
2. DECLARATIONS OF ANY CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 
 

The Chair asked that any voting member with a personal, financial or material interest in 
business on the agenda should declare that interest at the appropriate item. 

 
 
3. MINUTES OF THE STC MEETING OF 2 JULY 2020 
 

With a correction to a typographical error on Page 6, item 4, it was proposed by Paul 
Floyd, seconded by Alex Busby-Hicks that the Minutes of the meeting on 2 July 2020 be 
accepted.   

Carried Unanimously 
        
 

4 MATTERS ARISING FROM THE STC MEETING OF 2 JULY 2020 
 

Page 2, (Item 4 - Matters Arising) - The Canopy Working Group.  The Chair reported 
that Mark Bayada is in the process of re-writing the Canopy Handling Manual, to include a 
CH3 section. This will need to be presented to STC at the same time as an Operations 
Manual proposal to include a CH3 Grade, and a CH3 written exam. All three will need to be 
presented at the same time. 
 
Mark Bayada referred to the proposal on the Agenda (item 7(d) refers) regarding the 
requirement to hold a CH Coach rating to attend AFFBI and CSBI Courses.  He stated that 
coaching qualifications is one of the areas that the WG will be looking at, and specifically 
the requirements for Instructor Courses. 
 
  

5. RIGGING MATTERS 
 

Pete Sizer reported that since the last Riggers Subcommittee meeting in February, the 
HQ has received five reports involving equipment problems, three of which were reported 
on Form 298A (Equipment Related Incident Report). A résumé of these incidents had 
been circulated with the Agenda. 

 
a. Avalon reserve ripcord Incident 

 
An Avalon parachute system was booked in for a routine inspection and repack.  
Prior to the repack a pull test was conducted on the reserve ripcord which was 
recorded as 40lbs.  Following the inspection and repack, the pull force was 
recorded as 38lbs on the reserve ripcord and 18lbs on the reserve pin.   
 
The reserve ripcord with the container was the Avalon Spectra elasticated ripcord 
and this was then replaced with a stainless-steel wire type ripcord and another 
pull test performed.  A pull force of 22lbs was recorded on the reserve handle and 
the equipment was then returned to the owner.  
 
The original reserve ripcord complied with the manufacturer’s PSB 001/2016.  An 
email to the manufacturer has resulted in a positive response, and a replacement 
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spectra ripcord being shipped. The previous reserve repack was conducted 
outside of the UK.  

 
b. Incorrect Slinks Incident  

 
During a routine inspection and repack on an Infinity container with a Micro-
Raven 150 reserve, it was discovered that there were PD reserve slinks used to 
connect the reserve to the container.  The packer was unable to contact the 
canopy manufacturer. The packer consulted with an Advanced Rigger and 
confirmed that the slinks were incompatible with the reserve canopy. 
 
The slinks were removed and replaced with Malon Rapide links.  The reserve had 
not been packed in the UK.   

 
c. Old Techno Reserve Incident  

 
During a routine inspection and repack on a Techno 155 reserve canopy, it was 
noticed that the reserve had marks on the top centre cell which were 
unidentifiable.  Due to the age of the reserve it was decided to carry out a tensile 
test according to the standard PIA of 40lbs for 3 seconds.  The reserve canopy 
material failed at 28lbs.  Digital scales were used during the test. The date of 
manufacturer of the reserve was 16 Feb 1998. 

 
d. Damaged Tandem Main Canopy Incident  

 
During a Tandem descent, the Tandem Instructor and the student experienced a 
hard opening during deployment of the main canopy.  The instructor carried out a 
control check and proceeded to land safely on the PLA.  After inspection of the 
main canopy following the descent, considerable damage was found across the 
tail section of the canopy, which had not been noticed in the air.  
 
The main canopy had 1,401 jumps.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
e.       Optimum Reserve Opening Incident 

 
After an uneventful free fall, a ‘D’ licence skydiver experienced severe twists during 
the main canopy deployment.  The skydiver was unable to kick out of the twists 
and carried out his reserve drills. However, the reserve did not deploy in the correct 
manner, with the right side partially open and rotating.  The skydiver attempted 
pulling down on the rear risers, but this had no positive effect.  He then released his 
steering toggles and pulled them down all the way, which allowed the reserve to 
inflate completely.  The reserve was fully inflated by approximately 1,000 AGL. The 
skydiver landed safely.  
 
Post inspection of the reserve, the skydiver described the lines coming together in 
a “Node”.  The Skyhook RSL was still connected to the free bag.   It is not 
uncommon for the Skyhook lanyard to release during a back to earth deployment. 
The skydiver felt he was stable and controlled throughout the cutaway and reserve 
deployment. This is consistent with the lanyard being still attached.   

There was no evidence of issues with the reserve repack. The free-bag Velcro was 
still closed and in good order.  Both the owner and the CI spoke to the Advanced 
Packer who informed them that there was CCTV footage available of the reserve 
repack.  This has been reviewed and nothing untoward was found.  
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The reserve is a PD Optimum 143. Date of manufacture January 2011. It has been 
used once before in 2014 and the deployment worked fine that time.  

There were no questions raised by those present regarding the résumé of equipment 
related Incident reports previously circulated. 
 
Riggers authorised to run Advanced Packing Courses 

 
Pete Sizer reported that also, under Rigging Matters that were sent out with the Agenda 
was a request for Josh Clark to be permitted to run Advanced Packing courses. This was 
a recommendation from an AP Course held in November 2019. 
       
In that Course Josh Clark ran an AP Training Course under the supervision of George 
Panagopoulos. When the course report was sent to British Skydiving HQ, in February 
2020 (after the last Riggers’ Subcommittee Meeting). George Panagopoulos 
recommended that Josh Clark be added to the list of Riggers authorised to run AP 
Courses. 

 
Advanced Riggers were written to asking whether they supported the proposal. Three 
replies were received, all supporting the proposal. This now needs to be accepted by STC. 

 
As there is not a Riggers’ Subcommittee meeting planned for any time soon, this 
recommendation is put forward for STC’s consideration. 

 
It was proposed by Noel Purcell, seconded by Martin White that the above 
recommendation be accepted. 

         Carried Unanimously 
 
  
 Permissions to attend Advanced Packing Course 
 

Pete Sizer reported that Rick Boardman had made a late request for two military packers, 
Sgt John Gorman and Sgt Phill Blake, to be permitted to attend an Advanced Packers’ 
course although they have not been British Skydiving members for 18 months. Both are 
very time served in the field of military square parachute maintenance and packing (both 
mains and reserves). 

 
Sgt John Gorman has 20 years’ experience in the survival equipment field (this is where 
parachute maintenance sits within Brize Norton and works in the Parachute Equipment 
Squadron). In March he trained under Paul Floyd at Weston and has been packing at LPS. 
Sgt Phill Blake has similar experience. 

 
Following consideration, it was proposed by Martin White, seconded by Paul Floyd that 
the above requests be accepted. 
        Carried Unanimously 

  
MANUFACTURERS’ SAFETY NOTICES/INFORMATION BULLETINS 

 
Skywide Systems Information Bulletin  

 
Pete Sizer reported that British Skydiving HQ has received an Information Bulletin from 
Skywide Systems (SWS) regarding damages of the D-bag Fire/ Fire 2 harness Container.  

 
The Information Bulletin refers to damage being caused to the elastic loop retainer area 
on the D-bag, as a result of changing back in April 2019, to Cordura 500 for the 
manufacture of the retaining loops. 
 
Skywide Systems have reverted back to the material previously used which is Parapak 
420, which was in use from 2008 to 2019.  

 
Skywide systems are offering a free replacement D-bag for all those containers 
manufactured after April 2019.  This offer will remain in place until December 31 2020.  
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UPT Advisory 
 

British Skydiving HQ has also received an Advisory Publication issued by UPT concerning 
the use of Hand cams and hazards concerning their use and emergency procedures hard 
deck altitude adherence. 

 Both information notices have been previously circulated to CIs/PTOs. 
 
 
6. INCIDENT/INJURY REPORTS – RÉSUMÉ   

         
A résumé of the Injury/Incident reports that had been received since 1 April 2020 
(just after lockdown) had been circulated with the agenda. All of which occurred 
following the resumption of skydiving in July. There have been a fairly high number of 
reports during the past two months, considering that skydiving is still not fully back to 
normal. It is likely that some of the reports could be due to a lack of currency. More 
reports have been received since the Agenda was sent out, which will be covered at the 
end of this item. 
 
a. Seven Injury reports have been received for Student Skydivers. 5 males and 2 

females. The first was a Category System Student making her first static line 
jump. The student did not respond to radio instructions and landed off the airfield 
into a lorry park, crosswind onto concrete and contacting the lorry. She suffered 
bruising and soft tissue damage to her thigh. The next was another static line 
student on his third jump, who flared high and opened his legs for landing, he 
sprained his ankle. The next five injuries were to AFF Students. 2 were Level 1 
students who flared too high. One fractured his tibia and the other cracked a 
vertebra. Another was on a Level 2 skydive who sprained an ankle landing in 
overgrown grass. The next was a Level 5 student, who was flying knees down and 
kicked his instructor in the head and then deployed early. Unfortunately, he 
caught his arm during deployment, breaking it. However, he was able to steer and 
land one handed, without further injury. The last was on her 4th Consolidation 
jump, who flared high and fractured her tib and fib.   

  
b. Nine reports have been received of injuries to licenced skydivers. 8 males and 1 

female. The first was a skydiver with 160 jumps who fractured a vertebra when 
she landed off the PLA. She landed into wind but did not flare. The second was a 
skydiver with 305 jumps who started his landing approach, failed to complete the 
flare before he touched down, he fell forward and badly bruised his knees. The 
next was a jumper with 1,916 jumps who set up for his landing, tumbled as he 
touched down and landed heavily, injuring his wrist. The fourth involve a skydiver 
with over 2,000 jumps who was used to jumping an accuracy canopy and was 
unfamiliar with the Spectre 170 canopy he was jumping. He flared too high and 
broke his tib and fib. The fifth was a skydiver with 52 jumps who was carrying out 
a check-out jump. Who appears to have dislocated his shoulder on exit, which 
may have popped back in during the jump, and dislocated again on landing? It 
was later discovered that he had a history of shoulder dislocations. The sixth was 
a jumper with 70 plus jumps who flared high, stretched his left leg as he landed, 
taking the full force of the landing up his leg and damaged his T12 vertebra. The 
seventh was a skydiver with 187 jumps who twisted his knee on landing, in crops, 
but did not report it to the CI for about 4 weeks. The eighth was a jumper with 115 
jumps who did a crosswind landing and bruised his coccyx.  

 
The last was to a skydiver with over 5,300 jumps, who was making his first jump 
after a lay-off. He was jumping a Valkyrie 90. His wing loading was 2.51. He made 
a 270º turn, realised he was too low. After taking up his rear risers he and went 
onto toggles. On impact, his toggles were fully down. He made a very hard landing 
and sustained fractures to his vertebrae and a small tear in his aorta artery. He 
was operated on in hospital and is making a recovery. Apparently, he normally 
does turns greater than 270º, but because of his lay-off decided on less of a turn! 
Since the accident, the CI has amended his SOPs so that no one may carryout 
turns of more than 90º without his permission. 
 

c. Nineteen malfunction/deployment problem reports have been received for 
licenced skydivers. 16 Males and 3 females. 7 of the incidents were skydivers 
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experiencing twists and/or spinning canopies on deployment. One involved a 
jumper on a planned CF jump who was unable to extract the pin on a ‘pull-out’ 
type deployment. He was unfamiliar with that type of deployment. Another 
involved a videographer, who found the steering toggle knotted around the rear 
risers. He was unable to clear the entanglement and carried out his reserve drills. 
One was to a skydiver who experienced crossed risers (a step through) on 
deployment. This was a packing error. Another with crossed lines, caused through 
packing. Two others experienced tangled lines. The next was a skydiver who was 
back-tracking with his coach and lost altitude awareness and deployed low. The 
next was a jumper who experienced a line-over on deployment. One report was a 
skydiver who made a bad throw of his pilot chute. It caught his foot, the bag 
extracted but the canopy did not deploy, causing a ‘bag-lock malfunction. A solo 
skydiver who was practicing FS manoeuvres (back-loop, turns, side slipping) and 
experienced a premature deployment of his main canopy at approximately 
5,000ft. the canopy deployed normally, and he landed without further incident. Upon 

investigation it was noted that the BOC pocket was too large for the pilot cute. It may 
have partially dislodged during the back-loop. One jumper had a pilot chute in tow. 
Three of the jumpers had less than 100 jumps, 8 had between 100 and 500 jumps, 2 
had between 500 and 1,000 jumps, 5 had between 2,000 and 5,000 jumps and 1 had 
over 5,000 jumps.  

 
d. Two skydivers; one with 370 jumps and another with 958 jumps had a canopy 

collision shortly after deployment. They were taking part in a 12-way FS jump. The 
free fall part of the jump went without incident. On breaking off from 12-way one 
jumper saw jumpers in front of her, she elected to shorten the track and deploy, 
thinking the other closest jumper would continue tracking - but he saw someone 
to his left so did the same as her and they both had off heading openings. His 
canopy wrapped around her legs for a short while. They did communicate and he 
was dropped, and both landed uninjured on the PLA on their main canopies.  

 
e. A report was received of an AAD firing. This involved a 63-year-old jumper with 

approximately 3,000 jumps. Upon deploying his canopy, a Sabre 120, following an 
FS jump, he experienced twists. The slider was collapsed on one side and 
combined with a brake fire caused the canopy to spin. He tried to deal with the 
situation but eventually decided to carry out his reserve drills at about 1,400ft. 
His AAD (a Vigil) fired about the same time as he deployed his main but did not 
cut the reserve loop. He then had an end cell closure on the reserve which he did 
not rectify, followed by a short reserve ride. He landed heavily in the field to the 
side of some hangars. It was noted that last year the jumper rode twists down to 
about a 1,000ft and has also had exhibited dubious canopy control in the past 
(unable to follow a left-hand pattern). This first incident had been dealt with at 
the time. The CI was concerned with the jumper’s awareness and decided to 
ground him for his own safety. The CI informed the HQ and other PTOs were 
informed of the grounding. 

 
f. Seven reports have been received of minor Tandem injuries, including one 

Tandem Instructor. 5 males and 2 females. The first 2 were both Students on the 
same lift. Both experienced hard landings. It is believed the hard landings were 
caused by thermal activity. The Students suffered bruised coccyx’s and minor 
discomfort. The next two reports were for Students fainting or losing 
consciousness under canopy. One 25 years of age and the other 35 years of age. 
Both were in hot weather and they may have been dehydrated. One of the 
Students lost consciousness again just after landing, for several minutes. The 
fifth report was where the Tandem pair landed off the PLA, near trees, resulting in 
‘roll-over’, they both rolled on landing.  The Student received grazing to her hands 
and nose. The final Student injury report was a Tandem Student who caught his 
foot on landing and didn’t report any injury at the time, but subsequently emailed 
the PTO on another matter and mentioned that he had been in some pain from his 
landing. A Tandem Instructor sprained his shoulder on landing because the 
canopy dived as he landed, due to the catcher failing to take hold of the toggle.  

 
g. Three reports have been received of Tandem malfunctions. The first was on 

deployment, the canopy started to rotate. The cause was tension knots in the 
lines. The second was where the canopy streamed. The cause was not known. 
The third was damage caused to a main canopy on deployment. This was not 
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discovered until after landing, as the canopy flew and landed normally. There 
were extensive rips and tears to the canopy. It is believed the damage was 
caused by a packing error (this was mentioned in Item 5 – Rigging Matters). 

 
Another report received was a near-miss by 2 Tandem pairs. One Tandem was 
seen to spiral approximately 50ft in front of another, causing the other pair to 
take avoiding action. It appears that the spiralling Tandem was sinking out on the 
other pair and spiralled to get below. The spiralling TI was debriefed at the time.  

 
A further incident regarding the disconnection of an RSL on a Next century 
Tandem System has been reported. After a Tandem Skydive where the exit, 
drogue fall, opening and landing phases of the descent were believed to be 
uneventful. it was noticed during the packing of the main canopy that the RSL 
had become disconnected.  
 
The Tandem Instructor was wearing hand mounted video during the descent.  
Whilst reviewing the footage, it was seen that the RSL is connected during the 
free fall stages of the descent. (see figure 1). 
 
The Tandem Instructor initiated the deployment of the main canopy by operating 
the main deployment with the secondary release handle. As the risers started to 
lift, the view of the RSL is obscured and therefore the cause of the RSL to 
become disconnected cannot be seen (see figure 2). 
 
As soon as the canopy is fully formed, it is clear to see that the RSL had 
disconnected from the riser ring (see figure 3). 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The RSL was a new stainless-steel shackle installed during Inspection/repack on 
2nd May 2020.   The Velcro on the container was replaced during the inspection & 
repack.  This was the 14th jump since the installation of the RSL.  When the RSL 
was installed, the force required to move the barrel was 3.5lbs.  After the 
disconnection, the force required to move the barrel was 3.5lbs.   This was the 
container’s 1,858th jump.  
 
As a result of the incident, and as part of an ongoing SMS review, the CI has asked 
that all the Tandem Instructors ensure they check the connection of the RSL 
under canopy.  These actions were also included in British Skydiving Safety 
Information 03-19.  The CI has also reminded all the packers & staff to check 
with the Tandem Instructors if they come across a disconnected RSL, to ensure 
the instructor had not purposely disconnected the RSL.   
  
The routing of the RSL shackles on to the ring has been changed on all the 
Tandem systems, and staff will continue to monitor and keep an eye on it. 
 
The manufacturer was informed, and they were sent a copy of the footage.  A 
reply has come back from the manufacturer suggesting two possible scenarios 
which could have contributed to the disconnection of the RSL. However, these 

Figure 1 Figure 2 Figure 3 RSL 
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are only possibilities as the footage does not show how the RSL became 
disconnected.  
 
i. One cause could be, that the red Type 4 tab gets trapped between the 

shoulder part of the container and the shoulder of the jumper at the 
moment the opening shock. 

 
ii. Another cause could be, that the red type 4 tab gets trapped between the 

lower edge of the full-face helmet and the instructor’s shoulder at the 
moment of opening shock. At this moment, the head of the instructor 
with the full-face helmet moves down and forward and the risers move up 
as seen in figure 2. 

 
The manufacturer has also stated that they will try to simulate the situation in 
their automatic suspended harness, moving the jumper from horizontal to vertical 
position.  

 
h. Twelve reports have been received of ‘off landings.’ Experienced jumpers with 

3,614 jumps, 2,400 jumps, 1,600 jumps, 370 jumps and one with 297 jumps, 
another with 270 jumps. Another was an AFF Student on his second jump who 
flew away from the PLA and landed in some brambles. A static line student on her 
seconded jump who got disorientated and landed in a field. 3 Tandem pairs, 
including the pair mentioned earlier, and the freefall videographer with 337 
jumps, who was videoing the one of the Tandem pairs.  

 
i. A report was received of a hard docking on a CF jump, which caused damage to 

one jumper’s canopy. He carried out his reserve drills. 
 
j. Five reports were received of items coming off in free fall: 2 Helmet and 3 

cameras.  
 

There were no questions raised by those present regarding the résumé of the 
Injury/Incident reports previously circulated. 
 
The Chair then reported that since the Agenda was circulated, there have been 17 
Incident/Injury reports received. 13 males and 4 females. One was a static-line student 
who did not flare and dislocated her ankle on landing. Two AFF Level 2 Students injured 
themselves, one dislocated his shoulder deploying his main, it was discovered that he 
had previous shoulder problems. The other student flared high landing and dislocated his 
ankle. An experienced jumper with 2,000 jumps received bruising to her knee and head 
during a hard docking on an FS jump. Another with 63 jumps on a Spectre 190 carried out 
a low 180 degree turn at approximately 50ft, injuring both his ankles and feet. There have 
been 2 Tandem students injured on landing, both ankle injuries. A report was received of 
a Tandem malfunction, a brake fire, causing the canopy to spin. A static line student was 
seen to be rotating and then carried out her reserve drills. One student on his first free 
fall jump, rolled on the pull and experienced twists causing a rotation. He successfully 
carried out his emergency drills. Another student on a Level 1 AFF jump rolled on exit, the 
secondary released, but the primary and student began spinning on their backs and the 
instructor had to deploy the student’s main at about 12,000ft. The student landed ‘off’ 
without injury. Also, an AFF Level 1 student experienced a brake fire on opening, he 
carried out his reserve drills successfully and landed ‘off’ without injury. Four 
malfunction/deployment reports were received for licenced skydivers, all experiencing 
twists on opening, which they were unable to clear.  
 

 
7. PROPOSED CHANGES TO BRITISH SKYDIVING OPERATIONS MANUAL 
 

The Chair reported that three suggested amendments to the British Skydiving Operations 
Manual had been circulated with the Agenda. 
 
a. Requirements for obtaining JM1 & CH2 

 
It has been pointed out that there is a slight anomaly between the requirements 
in the Operations Manual and requirements in Form 247.  The Operations Manual 
does not state the minimum requirements with regard to the practical 
requirements for successfully obtaining JM1 & CH2. Therefore, it is suggested 
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that N.Bs are included in the Operations Manual referring to the requirements in 
Form 247. 
 
Therefore, it is proposed that SECTION 2 (DESIGNATION AND CLASSIFICATION 
OF SKYDIVERS), Paragraph 6 (The Grading System), the following new NBs 
are added: 
 
New N.B.(3) below sub-para 6.1.4. to read: 
 
N.B.(3) The requirements for obtaining JM1 may found on Form 247. 
 
Previous N.B.(3) & N.B.(4)  become N.B.(4) and N.B (5). 
 
Also; 
 
New N.B.(6) below sub-para 6,2,8. To read: 
 
N.B.(6) The requirements for obtaining CH 2 may be found on Form 247 
 
Previous N.Bs (5 – 15) become N.Bs (7 – 17) 
 
It was proposed by Bryn Chaffe, seconded by Pete Sizer that the above proposed 
amendment to the Operations Manual be accepted. 
 
       Carried Unanimously 
 

b. Proposed amendment to Section 10 (Safety) 
 

It has been pointed out that Section 10 (Safety), Paragraph 7 (Discipline), no 
longer falls within current British Skydiving Disciplinary and Grievance 
procedures. Therefore, it is proposed that the ‘Discipline’ paragraphs be amended 
to read: 

 
7. DISCIPLINE 

 
7.1. A CI may suspend any skydiver from his/her PTO for any breach of 

the British Skydiving Operations Manual, or for any safety reasons.  
 
7.2. If a skydiver is permanently grounded from a PTO. The skydiver’s 

logbook/card and British Skydiving membership certificate should 
be endorsed, in red. The British Skydiving HQ should also be 
informed in order that CIs at other PTOs may be informed.  

 
7.3. A CI who has reason for recommending the temporary or 

permanent suspension of any skydiver from all skydiving should 
state the case in writing to the Chair of the STC, who may 
instigate a Panel of Inquiry to investigate. 

 
7.4. The Safety & Technical Officer (STO)or Chief Operating Officer 

(COO) may suspend any member from skydiving, or the 
rating/authorisation/qualification of a member, for a suspected 
breach of the British Skydiving Operations Manual, or for any 
safety reason until the next STC Meeting.  A Panel of inquiry may 
be formed to investigate further.  

 
7.5. The STC may suspend any member from skydiving, or the rating, 

authorisation or qualification of a member, for a suspected breach 
of the British Skydiving Operations Manual or for any safety 
reason, until the outcome of a report by a Panel of Inquiry. 

 
7.6. A Panel of Inquiry will conduct its investigation to decide whether 

disciplinary action should be brought against the suspended 
skydiver, or the suspension should continue, and make 
recommendations accordingly. The skydiver will have the right to 
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appeal under the terms of the British Skydiving Consolidated 
Disciplinary and Grievance Procedures. 

 
N.B.(2) The Consolidated Disciplinary and Grievance procedure can be 

found on Form 256. 
 
It was proposed by Gary Small, seconded by Dave Emerson that the above 
proposed amendment to the Operations Manual be accepted. 
 
       Carried Unanimously 
 

c. Proposed amendment to Section 13 (Display Skydiving)  
 

The CAA have requested that we add an additional paragraph to Section 13 
(Skydiving Displays), Paragraph 8 (Preparation Procedure) where skydiving 
takes place at events that hold Flying Displays. 
 
The CAA are concerned regarding the preparation for Flying Displays and the 
request for early engagement with the Flying Display Director.  There is already 
guidance in CAP403 para 11.7 – 11.10 “Liaison and reconnaissance” stating that 
the FDD has responsibility during the effective times of an Art 86 Flying Display. 
Also, the co-ordination of other flying activity and NOTAMs for airspace.  Some 
Flying Displays have restricted airspace RA(T) for the duration of the event and 
NOTAM requests are submitted 28 days prior to the event. 
 
It is therefore proposed that a new sub-para 8.6. be added to Paragraph 8, to 
read: 

 
8.6. Where the skydiving display is taking place on the same day and the same 

location as an ANO Article 86 Flying Display, the Flying Display Director 
(FDD) must be contacted before the event to obtain the FDD’s permission 
and co-ordinate the activity. The FDD has the ultimate responsibility for 
the safe operation during the effective times of a Flying Display and can 
delegate the supervision, planning, organisation, and subsequent running 
of a skydiving drop to the skydiving team leader. 

  
It was proposed by Reg Green, seconded by Sara Orton that the above proposed 
amendment to the Operations Manual be accepted. 
 
       Carried Unanimously 
 

d. CH Coach requirement to attend CSBI & AFFBI Courses 
 

A request from Alex Busby-Hicks for the removal of the requirement to hold a 
Canopy Handling (CH) coach rating to attend CSBI & AFFBI courses had been 
circulated with the Agenda. 
 
Alex’s letter stated that currently anyone attending a CSBI or AFFBI course must 
hold a CH coach rating.  One of the requirements for gaining this is that the 
potential coach: 
(i) Has attended a Sportscoach UK Course on `Coaching Methods and 

Communication`, or 
(ii) Has specific teaching or coaching qualifications, or 
(iii) Has attended a Methods of Instruction lecture, given by a Advanced 

Instructor, or 
(iv) Has attended a Military Methods of Instruction Course. 

 
Alex’s letter goes on to state that given that the key parts of the CSBI/AFFBI 
course are the Methods of Instruction and Qualities of an Instructor lessons it 
seems the above requirements make them no more than a refresher session for 
the candidates rather than the core components that underpin British Skydiving 
instructor courses. He believes that it would be far more beneficial for candidates 
on both courses if the requirement for the CH coach rating was removed and he 
would therefore like to propose the following changes to the Operations Manual: 
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SECTION 4 (INSTRUCTORS), Paragraph 1 (Category System Basic 
Instructor), Sub-para 1.1 (Required qualifications to attend). To read: 
 
1.1 Required qualifications to attend: 
 

1.1.1. A British Skydiving ‘C’ Licence. 
1.1.2. Two years involved in Skydiving, 
1.1.3. A written recommendation by a CI who has known the candidate 

for a minimum of six months and has seen him/her regularly 
skydiving during that period. 

1.1.4. Holds a current ‘Solo Skydiving Instructor Medical 
Certificate/Doctor’s Certificate’ (Form 116A). 

1.1.5. Holds a British Skydiving Packing certificate. 
1.1.6. Holds a current Parachuting Radio Operators Certificate of 

Competence. 
1.1.7. Completed and fulfilled the requirements of the British Skydiving 

CSBI Proficiency Card (Form 254a). 
1.1.8. At the start of the course, the candidate must have completed 60 

descents in the previous two years. 
 
SECTION 4 (INSTRUCTORS), Paragraph 3 (Accelerated Free Fall Basic 
Instructor), Sub-para 3.1 (Required qualifications to attend). To read: 
 
3.1 Required qualifications to attend: 
 

3.1.1. A British Skydiving ‘D’ Licence. 
3.1.2. Two years involved in Skydiving. 
3.1.3. A written recommendation by a CI who has known the candidate 

for a minimum of six months and has seen him/her regularly 
skydiving during that period. 

3.1.4. Holds a current ‘Solo Skydiving Instructor Medical 
Certificate/Doctor’s Certificate’ (Form 116A). 

3.1.5. Holds a British Skydiving Packing certificate. 
3.1.6. Holds a current Parachuting Radio Operators Certificate of 

Competence. 
3.1.7. Completed and fulfilled the requirements of the British Skydiving 

AFFBI Proficiency Card (Form 254c). 
3.1.8. At the start of the course, the candidate must have completed 60 

descents in the previous two years. 
 

The requirement to hold a CH Coach rating in order to attend a CSI/AFFI course 
would not change. 

 
It was proposed by Bryn Chaffe, seconded by Kieran Brady that the above 
proposed amendments to the Operations Manual be accepted. 
 
       Carried Unanimously 
 
The Chair stated that Forms 254a and 254c will be amended accordingly. 

 
e. Night Jump Notification 

 
Since the Agenda was sent out there has been a minor change to the notification 
contact details for night jumps in the Operations Manual. Therefore, as this is only 
an amendment to contact details there is no need to vote on the amendment. The 
change is to: 
 
SECTION 8 (SKYDIVING LIMITATIONS), Paragraph 9 (Night Jumps), Sub-para 
9.12. The change is: 
 
Airspace Regulation (AR) 
 Directorate of Airspace Policy  
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Contact Details: 
Email: arops@caa.co.uk  
Tel: 01293 983 880 

 
 

8. COACHING STRUCTURE WORKING GROUP 
 
A paper from Martin Soulsby, Chair of the Coaching Structure Working Group had been 
circulated with the Agenda. This paper had previously been sent to CIs requesting 
comments. 
 
The paper stated that British Skydiving is currently working with UK Coaching to develop 
a new structure aligned with the professional standard as defined by - Chartered 
Institute for the Management of Sport and Physical Activity (CIMSPA). 
 
The pilot training programme will. 
• Deliver better and consistent quality of coaches, equals better skilled jumpers, 

better skydives and aid retention 
• There is a need to set a minimum standard across all grades of coaches 
• This will be a very big change, especially in the current environment, so will run a 

pilot programme –FS Coach level 1 & 2, then develop other disciplines and level 3. 
• All current ratings for coaches would continue both renewals and issuing of new 

ratings where appropriate. 
• To use accredited Training Providers – who would provide training against the 

syllabus, for level 1 coaches only. 
• Level 2 and 3 would be run centrally as per instructor courses. 
• To align the syllabus with Professional Standards - Chartered Institute for the 

Management of Sport and Physical Activity (CIMSPA) of Coach which will be split 
across level 1 & 2 coach and High performance Coach aligned to level 3. This will 
set minimum standards and allow individuals if they are interested to convert 
their British Skydiving rating into a Professional Standards qualification when 
tested by appropriate 3rd party training provider. 

• We have engaged UK Coaching and 1st4Sport to develop a bespoke syllabus for 
the Training Providers and to develop the pilot scheme.  

• Training Providers will be used to deliver courses and award ratings for level 1 
coaches. Using UK Coaching terminology, each Training Provider will have a 
named Assessor who will need to be either an AI or IE to award the level 1 coach 
rating. 

• 1st4Sport will externally audit Training Providers to ensure their course meet 
minimum standards of the bespoke syllabus. 

              There will be 3 levels of coaches. 
• Level 1. Foundation Coach – teaching 1 on 1 basic skills (same level as current 

Coaches for FS1, FF1 &2, etc.). 
• Level 2. Advanced Coach -teaching groups, teams or running events. 
• Level 3. Performance (elite) Coach – aimed at elite competition performance at 

National or International level. 
To clarify the expertise provided by UK Coaching and 1st4Sport is regarding the 
skill of being a coach and not the technical skydiving content i.e. what skydiving 
skills are needed to qualify FS1. It is not envisioned that there would need to be 
any substantive changes to the Operations Manual regarding gaining FS1 or 
qualification for FS coaches rating. 

 
Also, to avoid any doubt, all current ratings for coaches would continue for both renewals 
and issuing of new ratings where appropriate. 
 
The aim of the pilot is taking the best coaching practices from the wider sporting 
landscape and adapt them as necessary for Skydiving. Once qualified it is hoped that 
these ratings will have transferable skills into other sports and be recognised as aligned 
with Professional Standards. We would be inviting a number of IEs to the course run by 
UK Coaching as the communication and coaching skills would be relevant to any future 
changes to the Instructor courses. 

 

mailto:arops@caa.co.uk
https://www.cimspa.co.uk/standards-home/professional-standards-library?cid=18&d=340
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The Chair asked if anyone had any questions for Martin Soulsby, following his previously 
circulated paper. None were raised by those present. 
 
The Chair thanked Martin Soulsby for his attendance this evening. 

 
 

9. PROPOSED NEW DZ/PLA 
 

 A proposal from Dane Kenny had been circulated with the Agenda, requesting that a new 
DZ/PLA be cleared for Tandem and ‘B’ licence skydivers. 
 
The proposal is for a new skydiving centre, yet to be Affiliated, called Southcoast 
Skydiving. The proposal gave full details and included a number of maps and aerial 
photos.  
 
The location is at Kitty Hawk Airfield, Ripe, East Sussex (OS Landranger Map 199; Grid 
reference TQ 493 093). The site was inspected by the COO on 3 August 2020, who fully 
supports the proposal. 
 
Following consideration, it was proposed by Jason Thompson, seconded by Alex Busby-
Hicks that the above request for the PLA at Kitty Hawk Airfield be accepted. 
 
         Carried Unanimously 
 
Dane Kenny thanked STC for their consideration of this item. 
 
 

10. PERMISSIONS 
 

a. A letter from Richard Wheatley had been circulated with the Agenda requesting 
that Phil Curtis be permitted to to sign British Skydiving National Licence 
application forms and the associated grading stickers. 

 
Richard Wheatley had stated that that Phil Curtis has been a full time skydive 
instructor for many years and has over 10,000 jumps. He works full time at 
Langar, and the request is designed to assist with the operations at Skydive 
Langar. 

 
The Chief Operating Officer stated that he is a friend of Phil, but opposed this 
request, as he believed that ‘Permissions’ are usually requested when there is a 
need for them. He stated that in his opinion it appeared this request was not 
because of a need but because of a desire, and that it may be a case of wanting 
the privileges of an Advanced Instructor without doing the work to obtain the 
rating.  He also stated that there are at least 3 AIs at the PTO. 
 
Following consideration, it was proposed by Bryn Chaffe, seconded by Gary Small 
that the above request be accepted. 

   
  For:  3  Against: 16  Abstentions: 1 (plus 3 non voters)
            
          Not Carried 
 

 Noel Purcell stated that he believed that there was going to be subsequent 
discussion further down the line whether there would be a way forward for non 
AIs to sign off A licences, particularly in regard jumpers qualifying oversees where 
there is no AI present on the drop zone. 

 
 The Chair stated that this was something for consideration at a future meeting. 

 
 The COO Stated that when the grading system started it was STCs decision that 
it should be Chief Instructors who sign off licences, so that they were aware of 
what was happening on their DZ.  This was subsequently changed to allow for AIs 
to sign off licences as they could potentially become CIs.  It also took into account 
all of the military Expeds that took place abroad where they were run by AIs.   
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b. A letter from Stacey Canning had been circulated with the agenda requesting 

that Alexis McNaughton have his Accelerated Free Fall Instructor (AFFI), Tandem 
Instructor (TI) and Advanced Packer (AP) ratings reinstated. 
 
Stacey’s letter states that Alexis completed his British Skydiving Tandem 
Instructor course in March 2013, he completed 410 Tandem descents in the UK 
before moving to South Africa in March 2017, since then he has completed a 
further 1439 Tandems.  Alexis attained his USPA TAN-I rating in 2017 and used it 
the USA in 2017 and 2018. He also has a PASA Tandem Instructor rating which 
was awarded in December 2015 and has been completed Tandem descents in 
South Africa. This rating is still current, and his most recent Tandem descent was 
March 2020. 
 
The letter also states that Alexis completed his British Skydiving AFFI course in 
March 2015, he carried out 242 AFF descents at UK drop zones before March 2017 
and has since completed at further 152 AFF descents in the USA. He holds a 
USPA AFFI rating which expired in June this year and a PASA AFFI rating that is 
still current. His most recent AFFI descent was January 2020.  Alexis has been 
jumping at the APA since being back in the UK and has observed AFF ground 
school and refresher training sessions.  If STC were to reinstate his AFFI rating he 
would be under supervision initially, until Stacey was completely satisfied that he 
is current again with the British Skydiving AFF syllabus. 
 
Also stated in the letter is that Alexis also held a British Skydiving Advance Packer 
rating. He completed 40 reserve repacks before he re located. Alexis was 
awarded his PASA Senior Parachute Technician rating in 2017 and has remained 
current, packing a further 169 reserves, his last reserve repack was in May 2020. 
Alexis is a current skydiver and has over 5000 jumps in total. 

 
During consideration of this request, it was noted that it has been standard 
practice in the past if ratings have lapsed for a period of time, that the person 
concerned is assessed on an appropriate examination Course relevant to the 
rating/s being requested whether this be Instructor/Rigger/AP.  However, given 
Alexis McNaughton’s previous experience and currency in all 3 areas, those 
present felt that this would not be required in this instance. 

 
Following discussion, it was proposed by Paul Floyd, seconded by Jason 
Thompson that the above request be accepted. 

   
  For: 21  Against: 0 Abstentions: 2 (Stacey Canning, Pete Sizer) 
       
          Carried 

 
c. A letter from Dave Wood had been circulated with the Agenda proposing that the 

DZ/PLA at Perranporth be cleared for AFF. 
 
Dave Wood’s letter stated that he has been CI of CPC Since skydiving operations 
commenced in August 2005. During this time Ben Wood has been a full-time 
instructor (AFF/TI/CSI) coordinating AFF courses and student training at their 
alternative student PLA, previously Landsend and currently Bodmin airfield, in 
direct cooperation with Dave. All of their students receive extensive canopy 
handling training before daily skydiving commences, enhanced by radio 
assistance throughout their AFF course, consolidation jumps and for a minimum 
of at least 10 further jumps. This training is provided by one of 3 of CPC’s highly 
experienced instructors: Dave Wood, Ben Wood and Andy Montriou.  
 
Dave letter also stated that Permission has previously been granted for the Chief 
Pilot to be allowed to complete his AFF level one at Perranporth. This request 
comes after over 15 years  of operating at the airfield without any issue regarding 
‘off landings’ on the coastal side, followed by very few ‘off landings’ at all over the 
years,   Along with consideration related to the level of experienced of the 3 AFF 
instructors detailed. Dave feels confident that AFF training operations can be 
carried out at Perranporth airfield.  



 15 

 
Local regulations will be adhered to with regards to restriction of operations when 
winds are from specific direction and strength. All students will wear a radio 
during AFF course, consolidation jumps and a minimum of 10 jumps after 
qualifying for A license.  Only one AFF student (level 1-8) will be dispatched per 
pass, maximum of 2 consolidation students per pass. AFF Students will not be on 
the first lift of the day. A WDI will be thrown prior to any student jumping. 
 
AFF operations will only take place on specific days and not on conjunction with 
Tandem operations. As has always been the case. It still intended to have Bodmin 
airfield available to us as an alternative student PLA when required. 
 
The COO stated that he was opposed to this request and provided details of his 
reasons to those present.  That when the DZ/PLA was originally inspected for 
skydiving, there had been no intention for it to be used by student jumpers, other 
than Tandems, and the safety recommendation were made on that basis.  
 
The COO stated that the greatest hazard at Perranporth is that airfield is boarded 
along one side by steep cliffs, and if someone landed in the sea it would take a 
long time for anyone to get down to the water’s edge, as there is no access 
directly from the airfield. The only way to get to anyone in the sea was by the 
coastguard of military helicopter.  Also, because the airfield was never intended 
to be used by students, there is no requirement for a boat to be positioned in case 
of anyone landing in the sea. 
 
The Chair stated that if STC agreed to the proposal against the advice of the COO, 
STC need to be informed that the Cornish Parachute Club cannot action this until 
it has been agreed by Council, as it is going against the advice of a British 
Skydiving employed Safety Officer. 
 
The COO stated that if a Student skydiver lands in the water, he believed that the 
chances of someone getting to them quickly is minimal. He believed this airfield 
to be not suitable for Student skydiving. 
 
The COO stated that he had offered for the airfield to be reassessed prior to any 
proposal coming to STC, but this had been rejected by Dave Wood. The COO 
stated that he is still believed that before any decision is made that the PLA 
should be re assessed by the STO and an independent Examiner. 
 
The Chair shared an aerial map of Perranporth Airfield with those present. 
 
Much further discussion ensued, after which Pete Sizer then put forward a 
counter proposal that the PLA at Perranporth be re-inspected by the STO and an 
independent Examiner before Student jumping commences.  This was seconded 
by Dave Emerson. 
 
The vote was as follows: 
 
For:  7   Against: 12  Abstentions/No Vote: 4 
 
         Not Carried 
 
A vote was then taken on Dave Wood’s original proposal, which was proposed by 
Bryn Chaffe, second by Ryan Mancey. 

  
  The vote was as follows: 
 
  For:  10   Against: 2  Abstentions: 6  No vote: 5 
  

          Carried 
 
The Chair re-iterated that this decision would require Council approval before any 
Student jumping could take place. 
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11. A.O.B   

 
i) The Chair reported that British Skydiving plans to run Instructor Courses as soon 

as it is feasibly possible. Therefore, a trial Tandem Instructor course is being 
conducted next week at Netheravon. The course is for the candidates who were 
on a course in March which had to be abandoned because of Coronavirus. 

 
The Chair stated that if next week’s course is successful, the intention is to plan 
subsequent delivery of instructor courses for the remainder of the calendar year 
starting with the Basic Courses.  Consideration will be given to those members 
already booked on courses. However, due to Coronavirus, it is likely that the 
number of candidates trained on each course will be reduced. 

 
 The Chair asked that if any CIs have candidates wanting to attend a British 
Skydiving Instructor Course, who are not currently on a waiting list, it would be 
helpful if they could submit course applications,  which will help gauge the overall 
demand. 

 
ii) Chair, Riggers’ Subcommittee - 2021 
 

The nomination paper (Form 211A) for the Chair of Riggers’ Subcommittee 2021 
will be circulated shortly to CIs and Advanced Riggers. 

 
Nominations will go out with the next STC Agenda for consideration at the 
November meeting. 

 
iii) Pete Sizer reported that he and George Panagopoulos are looking at running a 

Rigging Course over the winter period and if anyone is interested, they should 
register their interest with either Pete or George.  

 
 
12. DATE OF NEXT MEETING 
  
 To be notified 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 20:25 (duration 1:25) 
 
 
Attached: 
 
Amendments to the British Skydiving Operations Manual, 10 September 2020 
 
 
 
Distribution: Chair British Skydiving, Council, CIs, All Riggers, Advanced Packers, CAA, Editor – 
Skydive the Mag, File 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Approved by STC on 17 November 2020 
Published on 18 November 2020 
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British Skydiving  
5 Wharf Way, Glen Parva 
Leicester, LE2 9TF 
 

  
 

AMENDMENTS TO BRITISH SKYDIVING OPERATIONS MANUAL 
 
At the STC meeting of 10 September 2020, the following amendments to the British Skydiving Operations 
Manual were accepted. 
 
SECTION 2 (DESIGNATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF SKYDIVERS), Paragraph 6 (The Grading System), Add the 
following new NBs: 
 
New N.B.(3) below sub-para 6.1.4. to read: 
 
N.B.(3) The requirements for obtaining JM1 may found on Form 247. 
 
Previous N.B.(3) & N.B.(4)  become N.B.(4) and N.B (5). 
 
Also; 
 
New N.B.(6) below sub-para 6,2,8. To read: 
 
N.B.(6) The requirements for obtaining CH 2 may be found on Form 247 
 
Previous N.Bs (5 – 15) become N.Bs (7 – 17) 
 
 
SECTION 4 (INSTRUCTORS), Paragraph 1 (Category System Basic Instructor), Sub-paras 1.1.1. – 1.1.9. Change to 
amended sub-paras 1.1.1. – 1.1.8. to read: 
 
1.1.1. A British Skydiving ‘C’ Licence. 

 
1.1.2. Two years involved in Skydiving, 

 
1.1.3. A written recommendation by a CI who has known the candidate for a minimum of six months and 

has seen him/her regularly skydiving during that period. 

 
1.1.4. Holds a current ‘Solo Skydiving Instructor Medical Certificate/Doctor’s Certificate’ (Form 116A). 

 
1.1.5. Holds a British Skydiving Packing certificate. 

 
1.1.6. Holds a current Parachuting Radio Operators Certificate of Competence. 

 
1.1.7. Completed and fulfilled the requirements of the British Skydiving CSBI Proficiency Card (Form 254a). 

 
1.1.8. At the start of the course, the candidate must have completed 60 descents in the previous two years. 

  
 
SECTION 4 (INSTRUCTORS), Paragraph 3 (Accelerated Free Fall Basic Instructor), Sub-paras 3.1.1. – 3.1.9. 
Change to amended sub-paras 3.1.1. – 3.1.8. to read: 
 
3.1.1. A British Skydiving ‘D’ Licence. 

 
3.1.2. Two years involved in Skydiving. 

 
3.1.3. A written recommendation by a CI who has known the candidate for a minimum of six months and 

has seen him/her regularly skydiving during that period. 
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3.1.4. Holds a current ‘Solo Skydiving Instructor Medical Certificate/Doctor’s Certificate’ (Form 116A). 

 
3.1.5. Holds a British Skydiving Packing certificate. 

 
3.1.6. Holds a current Parachuting Radio Operators Certificate of Competence. 

 
3.1.7. Completed and fulfilled the requirements of the British Skydiving AFFBI Proficiency Card (Form 254c). 

 
3.1.8. At the start of the course, the candidate must have completed 60 descents in the previous two years. 

 
 
SECTION 8 (SKYDIVING LIMITATIONS), Paragraph 9 (Night Jumps), Sub-para 9.12. Changed to read: 9.12.: 

 
9.12. Airspace Regulation (AR) 
 Directorate of Airspace Policy  

  
Contact Details: 
Email: arops@caa.co.uk  
Tel: 01293 983 880 

 
 
SECTION 10 (SAFETY), Paragraph 7 (Discipline), Sub-paras 7.1. – 7.5. Change to read:  
 
7.1. A CI may suspend any skydiver from his/her PTO for any breach of the British Skydiving Operations 

Manual, or for any safety reasons.  
 
7.2. If a skydiver is permanently grounded from a PTO. The skydiver’s logbook/card and British Skydiving 

membership certificate should be endorsed, in red. The British Skydiving HQ should also be informed 
in order that CIs at other PTOs may be informed.  

 
7.3. A CI who has reason for recommending the temporary or permanent suspension of any skydiver 

from all skydiving should state the case in writing to the Chair of the STC, who may instigate a Panel 
of Inquiry to investigate. 

 
7.4. The Safety & Technical Officer (STO)or Chief Operating Officer (COO) may suspend any member 

from skydiving, or the rating/authorisation/qualification of a member, for a suspected breach of the 
British Skydiving Operations Manual, or for any safety reason until the next STC Meeting.  A Panel of 
inquiry may be formed to investigate further.  

 
7.5. The STC may suspend any member from skydiving, or the rating, authorisation or qualification of a 

member, for a suspected breach of the British Skydiving Operations Manual or for any safety reason, 
until the outcome of a report by a Panel of Inquiry. 

 
7.6. A Panel of Inquiry will conduct its investigation to decide whether disciplinary action should be 

brought against the suspended skydiver, or the suspension should continue, and make 
recommendations accordingly. The skydiver will have the right to appeal under the terms of the 
British Skydiving Consolidated Disciplinary and Grievance Procedures. 

 
N.B.(2) The Consolidated Disciplinary and Grievance procedure can be found on Form 256. 
 
 
SECTION 13 (SKYDIVING DISPLAYS), Paragraph 8 (Preparation Procedure), Sub-paras 8.6. Change to read: 
 
8.6. Where the skydiving display is taking place on the same day and the same location as an ANO Article 

86 Flying Display, the Flying Display Director (FDD) must be contacted before the event to obtain the 
FDD’s permission and co-ordinate the activity. The FDD has the ultimate responsibility for the safe 
operation during the effective times of a Flying Display and can delegate the supervision, planning, 
organisation, and subsequent running of a skydiving drop to the skydiving team leader. 
 

 
 
 

mailto:arops@caa.co.uk

