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The Honourable Catherine King MP
Minister for Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development and Local Government
Parliament House
Canberra ACT 2600
Dear Minister King,
Re: Safety Implications and Government Oversight of the Proposed CASR Part 43 (Maintenance of Aircraft in Private and Aerial Work Operations)
I write on behalf of [Your Organisation / my professional capacity] to express deep concern regarding the proposed Civil Aviation Safety Regulations (CASR) Part 43, which will govern maintenance of aircraft engaged in private and aerial‐work operations. While we support efforts to modernise regulatory regimes and reduce undue administrative burden, we believe that the current formulation of Part 43 raises significant safety and oversight risks which require urgent remediation before promulgation.
1. Safety Oversight and Regulatory Integrity
The proposed Part 43 intends to permit independent licensed aircraft maintenance engineers (LAMEs) and new certificate holders (AMTCs) to perform and certify maintenance without the requirement for a full approved maintenance organisation (AMO) approval, manuals and scheduled quality‐system audits. (consultation.casa.gov.au) While this may lower industry costs, it effectively reduces systemic oversight. The risks include:
· reduced organisational accountability and fewer procedural checks (e.g., internal audits, QA systems), which in a safety‐critical area may erode the margin of safety;
· the possibility of fragmentation of maintenance standards across many small operators rather than a consistent and auditable system;
· less transparency for the regulator in monitoring compliance and detecting emerging safety issues at scale.
The amount of oversight described in the Impact Analysis by the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) appears modest. (oia.pmc.gov.au) From a safety standpoint, it is concerning that a lighter regulatory burden may translate into weaker assurance of airworthiness outcomes — especially as many aircraft are used for aerial work, training and other functions that carry elevated risk profiles.
2. Government Accountability and Legal Exposure
Of particular concern is the potential for increased government liability arising from diminished oversight. By delegating airworthiness assurance to individual engineers and small entities operating outside the established audit and approval system, the Commonwealth effectively assumes greater responsibility for ensuring that the regulatory framework itself is adequate to safeguard the public.
Should an accident occur involving an aircraft maintained under Part 43, the absence of effective surveillance, record-keeping, or compliance assurance could expose the Government to allegations of regulatory negligence or failure of duty of care. In effect, the proposed rule may shift—rather than remove—the burden of responsibility, thereby opening the Government to litigation risk stemming from insufficient oversight of aircraft, maintenance personnel, and procedures.
3. Divergence from a Proven International Model
Although Part 43 is inspired by the FAR Part 43 from the United States, industry stakeholders point out that the Australian version diverges significantly in scope, structure and training standards. (AMROBA) For example, the proposed AMTC pathway bypasses formal trade‐level qualification frameworks (NVET/AQF) and reduces type‐rating limitations. The result is an inconsistent training and competency baseline for persons certifying return‐to‐service of aircraft. Given the global nature of aviation maintenance standards, departure from harmonised frameworks increases the risk of safety gaps and undermines equivalence across jurisdictions.
4. Record-keeping, Inspection Programmes & Continuing Airworthiness
Under the draft Part 43 MOS (Manual of Standards), many aircraft will be governed by a primarily inspection‐based schedule rather than a full “system of maintenance” as historically required. (consultation.casa.gov.au) While simplifying schedules may reduce overhead, it shifts a large burden onto the inspection regime and the individual engineer. It raises questions about whether the inspection frequency, record‐keeping and oversight mechanisms are robust enough to detect latent defects, modifications and ageing‐aircraft issues in a timely manner.
5. Transition & Implementation Risks
The proposal indicates a transition period and preservation of existing maintenance programmes during that period. (consultation.casa.gov.au) That transitional complexity may introduce confusion among operators, maintainers and regulators about which rules apply, how to audit, how to certify, and how to ensure equivalence during aircraft transfers between regimes. From a safety‐culture perspective, clarity and consistency are critical; any regulatory ambiguity will increase risk.
6. Recommendations
To address these concerns, I respectfully suggest that the Minister consider the following:
· Require a mandatory quality‐system audit regime for all persons or entities certifying aircraft under Part 43, with transparent reporting to CASA of audit findings and corrective actions.
· Mandate minimum training and qualification standards for AMTC holders that align with AQF/NVET systems and clearly define type‐rating prerequisites for aircraft categories beyond simple private operations.
· Maintain a robust oversight plan for a minimum of the first five years post-implementation, with defined metrics (defect rates, incident/accident trends, maintenance release non-compliances) and trigger thresholds for regulator intervention.
· Clarify and simplify the transitional arrangements and explicitly define operator, maintainer and regulator responsibilities, to minimise any uncertainty or regulatory gap during the rollover.
· Require a publicly accessible register of certificates, authorised maintainers and audit status, to promote transparency, accountability and safety culture.
Conclusion
In conclusion, while the goal of reducing regulatory burden is laudable, it should not come at the cost of aviation safety or compromised regulatory oversight. The proposed CASR Part 43 presents an opportunity to modernise the Australian general aviation maintenance regime — but only if implemented with sufficient rigour, oversight and training standards. We urge the Government to reconsider key elements of the proposal before finalisation in order to safeguard Australia’s continuing airworthiness standards and the integrity of the aviation maintenance ecosystem.
I welcome the opportunity to meet with your office or the relevant department to discuss these concerns in further detail and contribute practical input from the maintenance and regulatory community. Thank you for your time and considered attention to this matter.
Yours sincerely,
[Signature]
[Your Name]
[Your Title]
[Your Organisation]
cc: The Honourable [some relevant committee member or shadow minister]
  Chair – Senate Standing Committee on Transport and Infrastructure




