For those who might have seen the Flying online blurb about the slow flight controversy, please be aware that the information with respect to how this modification came about is inaccurate. If you care to know more:

Process:
For the past five years, the FAA has collaborated extensively with the industry on development of the ACS, along with associated guidance, and we've used those standards and guidance to clean up the test banks. There is now a structured, regular forum for discussion with industry on issues such as this one. One of the quoted individuals has been part of that process (which he helped create) since Day 1 (2011). The FAA and industry DID discuss this change in 2016 face to face meetings, and it was posted as part of the draft PAR ACS well before June. While the FAA does not act only with industry consensus, we believe that there was consensus. I can certainly say that industry experts (including Dr. Janeen Kochan, a recognized expert in this field) did agree with the change. So:

1. The assertion that the FAA made a change outside of the process -- i.e., without collaborating, coordinating, and communicating with the ACS WG -- is simply not true.
2. The disappointing decision to pursue the matter in social media and in a public media campaign is contrary to the spirit of the structured FAA/industry process.

Substance:
All flight instructors learn about the law of primacy. The old method of performing the slow flight task forced instructors to violate the law or primacy by telling students it was okay to continue flying with the stall horn activated in the context of the slow flight task. As Dr. Kochan has observed, this process contributes to "habituation." It makes no sense to test in a way that suggests it's okay to fly continuously on the ragged edge of control, and "habituate" students - and then new pilots - to the idea of disregarding the stall warning horn. 

The folks who oppose this change seem to be conflating TESTING with TRAINING. This point is explained in the forthcoming Safety Alert for Operators (hopefully signed out today) and the October version of the Airplane Flying Handbook, A quote from the forthcoming SAFO:

[bookmark: m_6489010035328934404__ftnref1]"The FAA does not advocate disregarding a stall warning while maneuvering an airplane.[1] With the exception of performing a thoroughly briefed full stall maneuver, a pilot should always perform the stall recovery procedure when a stall warning is activated".



[bookmark: m_6489010035328934404__ftn1][1] This is consistent with the guidance published in Advisory Circular 120-111, Upset Prevention and Recovery Training.

[bookmark: _GoBack]"While not specifically performed or evaluated as part of the slow flight maneuver, the FAA still expects a pilot to know and understand the aerodynamics behind how the airplane performs from the time the stall warning is activated to reaching a full stall. These airplane characteristics should be taught in ground training and the knowledge further consolidated as part of stall training in the airplane; allowing the pilot to experience the characteristics and how the airplane handles right up to the stall. The training should build off of what was learned from the slow flight maneuver and highlight the continued degradation of the flight control response, the more pronounced left-turning tendencies in reciprocated-engine airplanes, and the importance of maintaining coordinated flight. This all contributes to a better understanding of slow flight aerodynamics, stalls, and the necessary actions to recover from a stall and ultimately prevent a loss of control in-flight."

-----------------------
I will let everyone know when the new FAA Safety Alert for Operators (SAFO) on this topic is published so you can read the entire rationale.

Best,
Susan
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