






























































with the prospective increase in the near future in the demand for twin-
engined trained pilots. He tended, quite rightly in the light of subsequent
events, to minimise the difficulties of conversion to twin engines. The ques-
tion of an added stage in training was discussed, but was dismissed at that
time because of the delay which would occur if pilots were to arrive at their
squadrons in time for these. units to form according to programme. It was
also essential, in preparing for training expansion, to keep the number of
new training units as low as possible in order to lessen the difficulties of
providing equipment, accommodation and skilled ground personnel. It
was, however, recognised that training for twin-engined squadrons was an
essential link in the chain of war training and that eventually it would have
to be seriously considered when time and resources permitted.

By September 1935, however, it was realised that the twin-engine training
problem was of immediate urgency and a specification for a monoplane,
high performance trainer was laid -down. The upshot was the modification
of the Anson and the Airspeed Envoy (later known as the Oxford) and the
Flying Training School syllabus to include the training of one third of the
pupils on twin-engines during the second half of their course. The first
schools to be equipped with Ansons were No. 3 Flying Training School
(Grantham) and No. 6 Flying Training School (Netheravon) in November
1936. Although the significance and implications of the technical revolution
taking place were appreciated the need to establish a clear ratio between
the multi-engined operational aircraft being produced and the training air-
craft of appropriate type necessary to train an equivalent number of pilots
to man those aircraft was not realised. Nor apparently was it appreciated
that these special training aircraft had to be produced in -advance of the
complementary operational types.! .

Training Backing for Scheme * C’

In order to reach a first line of 1,512 aircraft by April 1937, it was
necessary to provide a further 2,000 pilots within rather less than two years.
To achieve this figure, it was necessary to increase the number of Flying
Training Schools from the existing six to eleven, and this was done by
March 1936. Thus began the process of creating machinery for supplying.
that constant flow of trained men without which the first line could neither
expand at the rate dictated by the factors of supply and organization,
nor sustain the drain of casualties in the event of war while this expansion
was in train. But a new problem arose—the shortage of instructors. There
were not enough seasoned pilots both to provide the essential stiffening,
training and leadership element in the squadrons and at the same time to
man the growing number of flying training establishments. Theoretically,
in order to provide the necessary flying instructors, 40 per cent. of the first
line pilots would have been needed, that is, if existing training standards
were to be retained. In fact, the re-organization of training, by bringing

" in the civilian instructors, eased this situation, but even so the ‘ideal ’ length
of 13-14 months of the pilots’ training course was cut to a year and later to
-9 months. In this way, the essential needs of the first line were met while
the minimum of service instructors was provided. The new system of train-
ing started in August 1935 at the original 4 civil schools and a further

! Ibid.
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organizational steps to effect the decision to appoint an A.M.T. were set out
and Air Vice-Marshal A. G. R. Garrod was appointed to the post. All
departments of the Air Ministry concerned with training were to be placed
under him, and he was to take up his duties on 8 July 1940.* His terms of
reference stated that:

‘ The Air Member for Training will be responsible for all Royal Air
Force Training, whether in training schools and establishments or in
operational units. He will formulate the training policy for the Royal
Air Force and will ensure that this policy is properly understood and
carried out in all Commands at home and overseas. He will also be
charged with the primary responsibility for the supervision of the Empire
Air Training Scheme.

It will be the duty of the Air Member for Training to satisfy himself
that the training organization is at all times adequate to meet the require-
ments of the Service, and that additional facilities are provided as
necessary to ensure that the intake and output of trained personnel of all
categories are adequate both in numbers and quality. In formulating
schemes for organizing the necessary training facilities the Air Member
for Training will of course work in close co-operation with the A.M.P.
and the A.M.S.O.

It is important that close contact should also be maintained between
the Department of Training and the Air Staff. In order that training
requirements may be taken fully into account in formulating Air Staff
policy, the Air Member for Training will be a member of the Expansion
and Re-equipment Policy Committee ’. '

The new appointment could scarcely have been called a sinecure since the
Battle of Britain had already begun, there was an acute shortage of pilots
and training aircraft, and a crisis was developing with regard to the growing
shortage of wireless operators (air gunner). In addition the necessity-for an
adequate operational training organization having only just been recognised
there was naturally anxiety with regard to this stage of training policy.
Finally, the Empire Air Training Scheme, although in most able hands, was
in itself a vast responsibility. It will be seen that expansion did not take
place according to a well thought-out, timed and co-ordinated plan but
that it was rather ad hoc in response to the demands of one crisis or another.
The task was now to create a smooth running organization worldwide in
extent and carefully controlled at a time of urgent crisis.

After the Battle of Britain was won, due in part to the fact that the
training output not only kept pace with casualties but was able to show a
surplus at the end, never again was first line expansion restricted by any
shortages from the training organization. Once the crisis was over much was
done to raise the quality of training. On the debit side, however, possibly
the two outstanding features were the waste of time, manpower and resources
involved in having large pools of trainees at various stages in the training
pipeline, and the growing surplus of trained men towards the later stages
of the war. The latter was unavoidable as the AM.T. was bound to conform
to the estimates of casualties which the Air Staff anticipated would be

! 0.M. 146/40.
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The improvement that had been effected during the three months period
as a result of these measures may be seen from the following table which
shows the posted strength of pilots in operational units:—

Strength
P Increase Surplus
27.7.1940 2.11.1940 or or deficiency on
Decrease establishment
Bomber Command ... .. | 1,198 1,368 | +170 =3
Fighter Command ... 1,411 1,797 +386 +70
Coastal Command ... 889 1,057 +168 +96
Army Co-operation Command 258 238 — 20 -2
Northern Ireland ... e 42 56 + 14 -—10
Total ... 3,798 4,516 +718 +152

Thus it can be seen that in spite of the critical Battle of Britain and of
the strong competition in priorities between operational and training expan-
sion, wastage had been made good and, in spite of heavy losses, a surplus
was shown. In the operational Commands between August and October
a wastage of over 1,400 pilots killed, missing and wounded had been made
good. The pilot strength had been increased by over 700, and the Middle
East Command had been reinforced. In addition 300 pilots had been sent
on flying instructors courses in order to provide the instructional staft
required for ‘training.expansion in 1941.

The position had been reached when pilot and aircrew output was greater
than the requirement to maintain the existing establishment of the Air Force
and it was anticipated that between 1 November 1940, and 1 March 1941,
the accelerated flow of trained personnel would make it possible to increase
the striking power and the defensive strength of the Royal Air Force by
the equivalent of 30 squadrons.

Acceleration of Training Overseas

The Secretary of State was also able to report that the Empire Air Training
Scheme had made good progress. In Canada, the opening of elementary and
service flying training schools was well ahead of schedule, and during the
succeeding nine months it was estimated that 3,420 pilots would be trained
in Canada, 476 in Australia and 718 in New Zealand. In addition it was
anticipated that the monthly outputs from the United Kingdom’s F.T.S.s
would rise from an actual 568 in October 1940, to an estimated 1,766 in July
1941, and that outputs from the Royal Air Force schools in Canada and
Rhodesia would start to arrive in Britain and the Middle East for operational
training by November 1940. South African output was, however, not
anticipated until May 1941.

The measures of acceleration adopted in Britain under the ‘Revises’
were to be introduced by the Dominions when they felt able to undertake
them. Canada planned to introduce the shortened 10 weeks F.T.S. course
in December 1940. New Zealand was in process of introducing the 12 weeks
course with the possibility of changing to the 10 weeks course, while
Australia had started a 25 per cent. overbearing of pupil populations. Rapid
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old medium bomber syllabus been adhered to, this drain could have been
met, but the new syllabus instituted without warning by Bomber Command,
left a deficiency in medium O.T.U. capacity.

Summary of Bomber O.T.U. Requirements in 1942

The requirements (dated 25 February 1942) of O.T.U.s in Britain up to
the end of 1942 were stated to be as follows:—

March June September | December
Heavy ... 9 14 20 30
Medium _ 10 8 8 8
Light ... 23 1% 2 2
Total required ... 214 23% 30 40
Total planned ... 19 24 25 25

From this statement it is evident that the position would deteriorate after
June 1942 and that the Air Ministry was going to be hard put to it to meet
the anticipated rapid increase in requirements. The Department of the
Air Member for Supply and Organization visualised that at least some of
the leeway would have to be made up by keeping heavy bomber conversion
units or flights on operational stations, allowing the O.T.U. station proper
to operate a full quota of 54 medium bombers instead of 39 medium and
16 heavies. The fundamental solution of providing more stations was not
capable of realization in 1942 because of the fact that 18 aerodromes had
been earmarked for American bomber squadrons. Those considerations
show how the division was growing between the O.T.U.s equipped with
medium bombers and the heavy bomber conversion element, which was
tending to be located in close proximity to the heavy squadrons. Thus
the trend was growing towards the distinct Heavy Conversion Unit fed
direct by a medium bomber O.T.U., instead of conversion flights drawing
crews from squadrons for conversion training.

To return, however, to the main O.T.U. problem, none of the measures
so far undertaken could solve the outstanding difficulties of the bomber
O.T.U.s which were that the standard of training was too low, the resources
inadequate at best, and the numbers requiring training too great. Even
the extension of the instruction to 45 hours was only turning out pilots
to second pilot standard for the medium bombers. Since May 1941, the
Air Ministry had been working to a plan which envisaged a total of 25
O.T.U.s to support some 250 heavy and medium bomber squadrons. On
that basis, one O.T.U. would have supported 10 squadrons. Under the new
proposals, some 50 O.T.U.s were required for about 220 squadrons. One
O.T.U. with 54 aircraft would thus support four heavy bomber squadrons
or 64 medium squadrons each with 16+2 aircraft. It followed that about
2,700 aircraft would be needed in the O.T.U.s to support a front line of
‘about 3,960 aircraft, i.e. the equivalent of about 70 per cent. of the first
line would be in the O.T.U.s. The effect of this increased demand for
operational aircraft for training amounted to a reduction of about 20 per
cent. in the total number of squadrons at the end of 1942, and about 8 per
cent. at the end of 1943.*

1 A.C. Con. 1 (42).
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Adjustment of Training Plans to Accord with the Supply of American Aircraft

The drastic revision of plans caused by the shortage in American supplies
of aircraft was modified somewhat by May 1942, and it was for this reason
that strenuous efforts were made to explain the results of that policy to the
Americans. In order that they should see. the position from first hand,
General Arnold and Admiral Towers came to London in the middle of
May 1942 and investigated the whole position. It was pointed out to them
that any sudden cessation of the supplies of American aircraft, particularly
to the Middle East, would be nothing short of a disaster and could not be
accepted as it had been firmly assumed that the Americans would stand by
their obligations and British plans had been laid accordingly. On the other
hand, at the outset the United States had planned a training and first line
expansion of such dimensions as to imperil supplies of aircraft to British
operational units then actively in contact with the enemy.

The British task was to point out, in the light of practical experience, the
difficulties of realising an over-ambitious programme and to persuade the
Americans to accept a more realistic target. They had to be convinced of
the practical necessity of continuing sufficient allocations to maintain and
equip existing and projected squadrons of the R.AF. and Dominion Air
Forces, for which United States Army Air Forces could not be substituted
without weakening the total war effort. The whole future distribution of
the United States Air Forces as at 1 April 1943, was based on an expansion
rate which was considered by British experts to be unattainable in practice.
For example, during the period May 1942 to May 1943 the British Air
Forces with the large resources and experience which had been built up
during two and half years of war expected to expand from a first line of
5,500 aircraft to one of 9,500 ; an increase of 73 per cent. In the same
period the United States Army Air Corps, coming new to the task of
expanding and fighting simultaneously, expected to expand from 3,000 to
9,000 aircraft, an increase of 200 per cent.

In order more clearly to demonstrate the British methods of planning, the
Air Ministry produced a table showing the relative proportions of operational
aircraft allotted to operational training and to the first line:

i
I

U.K. U.S.A.
Type of Aircraft
1.4.1942 | 1.4.1943 1.4.1942 | 1.4.1943
Heavy and Medium Bombers | Front Line 1,473 2,448 668 2,701
O.T.U. 939 2,850 424 1,040
% 87% 1169, | 63% 39%
Light and Dive Bombers ... | Front Line 426 1,296 239 1,181
O.T.U. 232 504 295 883
9% 49% 39% 123% 75%
Fighters ... | Front Line 3,010 4,222 1,621 4,245
O.T.U. 969 1,503 688 2,315
% 32% 36% 42% 54%
Heavy and Medium Flying | Front Line 183 315 372 732
Boats O.T.U. 49 85 189 385
% 27% 27% 51% 53%
Heavy, Medium and Light | Front Line 710 818 13 288
G.R. Landplanes O.T.U. 215 401 — 50
: % 30% 49% | - 17%
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the Metropolitan Air Force and which gave the true probability of survival
under these rates:

Percentage of Crews not becoming
: Length of killed, wounded, missing or
Type of Squadron Operational prisoners of war
Tour in )
Hours
After one Toyr | After two Tours
Heavy Bomber ... Wy on s 200 16 2%
Medium Bomber ... 200 18 3
Light Bomber ... 200 4% ——
Day Fighter 200 274 | 7%
A.l. Night Fighter . 200 51 26
T.E. Intruder, Fighter ‘Bomber and
- Bomber Recce. 200 13 . 1%
S.E. Intruder, Flghter Bomber and
Fighter Recce 200 2 —
Long Range G.R. (Heavy Bomber) 800 51 26
Medium Range G.R. (Medium Bomber) 500 47 22
Short Range G.R. (Hudson) ... 500 28 8
Sunderland Flying Boat 800 © 38% 15
Catalina Flying Boat ... 800 55% 31
Torpedo Bomber 300 2 —
Coastal Fighter ... 200 244 6

While it was likely that actual survivals would be in excess of the rates
that had been worked out, owing to withdrawal of personnel before the
completion of their full operational tour, it was thought unlikely that they
would reach the figure given in the original estimates. On the other hand,
the term ‘survival’ referred to all aircrew personnel who were not killed,
wounded, missing, or prisoners of war. Wounded amounted to some six
per cent. of the gross losses, and Bomber Command had evidence to show
that at least 20 per cent. of the crews lost over enemy territory were, in fact,
prisoners of war. Taking the prisoner of war figure as being 30 per cent.
of the gross losses, then the heavy bomber position at the end of one tour
was calculated to be approximately : —

per cent.
Killed or missing ... 54
Prisoners of War ... U 25
Wounded ... .. 3
Free and unmjured 16

These figures were sufficient to raise a considerable amount of interest in
High quarters and the matter was pursued. At that time (January 1943) it
was known from previous experience what was the percentage of gross air-
craft wastage which involved full crews, and the actual figures for the summer
of 1942 were used for this purpose. The wastage of aircraft was forecast
from the rates of effort and wastage laid down by the Air Staff and new rates
had just been agreed which, in most cases, were more favourable than those
recently experienced. The experts were therefore reasonably certain that the
crew casualty rates upon which they were working were realistic estimates
slightly biased by optimism.

In addition to actual casualties, replacements had to be allowed for crews
completing their operational tour. For planning purposes a replacement
rate was used which assumed that all wounded were unfit for further service,
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STRENGTH OF AIRCREW SERVING UNDER THE OPERATIONAL CONTROL OF THE R.AF

I. THE STRENGTHS OF TRAINED AIRCAEW RELATE TO AIRCREW CN CPERATIONAL DUTY OR HOLDING STAFF APPOINTMENTS
BUY DO ROT INCLUOE DOMINIONS PEASONNEL SERVING IN WOME OEFENCE UNIYS IN THE PACIFIC AREA.

2. JHE STRENGIRS CF PERSONNEL URDER TRAIHING INCLUDE QUALIFIED AIACREW UKODERGOING POST-GRADUATE TRAINING
(AT FLYING INSTAUCTORS SCHODLS, OPERATIONAL TRAINIXG UXITS ETC,) BUT EXCLUDE PUPILS UNDER SUCH TRAINING

IR ST

HOOLS IN THE DOMINICNS.

110,024 TOTAL TRAINED AIRCREW
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OUTPUT OF QUALIFIED AIRCREW
3 SEPTEMBER 1944—2 SEPTEMBER 1945

Observers . Wireless . :

Country of Graduation‘ Pilots Navaiggtors | Boﬁ:ll:ers (A?ng;or{:r) GuAngers E::gl;ﬁ::érs Total

United Kingdom 598 643 83 1,169 4,503 4,441 11,437
Canada 6,691 5,833 2,718 3,477 3,010 1,706 23,435
Australia 1,204 1,507 159 882 929 194 4,875
"B New Zealand: 779 = = — = — 779
m(South Africa ) 2,446 3,458 703 £ 313 234 79 7,233
Southern Rhodesia 1,388 95 — — 381 — 1,864
India 153 — — 54 3 — 210
Middle East - - = - 496 - 496
U.S.A. 2,012 — — —_ — — 2,012
Total Overseas 14,673 10,893 3,580 4,726 5,053 1,979 40,904
Total Home and Overseas 15,271 11,536 3,663 5,895 9,556 6,420 52,341




APPENDIX No. 3
ANALYSIS, BY AIR FORCES, OF THE TOTAL OUTPUT OF QUALIFIED AIRCREW

i

; Observers . Wireless : . i

Location of fonali : Air Air Flight |
Output Bty : Pilots Navﬁggtors & Bombers ( A?]Pecri‘lt:ri’:r) Gunners Engineers Total
United Kingdom ... | RAF. .. 15,287 9,869 728 27,190 28,243 17,885 99,202
R.ILAF. .. 15 4 1 6 2 — 28
Total ... 15,302 9,873 729 27,196 28,245 17,885 99,230

_ Canada R.A.F 22,068 15,778 7,581 755 2,096 — 48,278 -

R.CA.F 25,918 12,855 6,659 12,744 12,917 1,913 73,006
RAAF. ... 4,045 1,643 799 2,875 244 - 9,606
R.N.Z.AF. 2,220 1,583 634 2122 443 — 7,002
R.ILAF. .. 18 - — — — — 18
Total ... 54,269 31,859 15,673 18,496 15,700 1,913 137,910
Australia ... | RAAF. ... 10,998 5,929 159 7,158 3,286 369 27,899
New Zealand ... ... | RIN.ZAF. 6,118 165 — — 208 — 6,491
South Africa ... ... | RAF. .. © 4,227 '10,170 2,404 — 445 —_ 17,246
S.AAF. ... 4,123 2,072 56 1,909 622 79 8,861
Total ... 8,350 12,242 2,460 1,909 1,067 79 26,107
Southern Rhodesia ... R.AF. .. 7,216 717 —_ — 1,591 — 9,524
R.AAF. ... 514 61 — — 8 — 583
Total ... 7,730 778 — — 1,599 — 10,107
India ... ... | RAF .. 165 21 — - — 14 200
RIAF. .. 791 93 — 185 17 —_ 1,086
Total ... 956 114 — ) 185 17 14 1,286
Middle East ... we | BOAL  w 273 38 — = 1,116 — 1,472
U.S.A. ... ... | RAF .. 13,673 1,715 — 662 — - 16,050
Grand Total R.AF. 62,909 38,308 10,713 28,607 33,536 17,899 191,972
R.C.AF 25,918 12,855 6,659 12,744 | 12,917 j 1,913 73,006
R.AAF. ... 15,557 7,633 958 10,033 3,538 - 369 38,088
R.N.Z.AF. 8,338 1,748 634 2,122 651 — 13,493
S.A.AF. ... 4,123 2,072 56 1,909 622 79 8,861
R.ILAF. ... 824 97 1 191 19 — 1,132
Total ... 117,669 62,713 ' 19,021 55,606 51,283 20,260 326,552

Explanatory Notes:

1. The figures for R.A.F. personnel include the following approximate numbers of foreign aircrew personnel trained for Allied Air Forces serving with
the R.AF.:—

Belgian ... .. o 330
gﬁﬁgﬁﬂofk'an 93(5) (The majority trained in Canada) ‘
Dutch ... w909
French ... ... 2,000 (Trained in Canada and the U.K.)
Greek 50 (Trained in S. Africa and.S. Rhodesia)
Polish ... 4,400 (The majority trained in the U.K.)
Yugoslavian ... 200 (Trained in S. Africa and S. Rhodesia)
8,750

2 The figures for R.A.F. personnel trained in Canada include 3,792 Fleet Air Arm personpel.
3. The figures for U.S.A. include 598 American volunteers who were trained in the Refresher Schools in U.S.A. and served in the R.A.F.

4. The figures for Wirzless Operators (Air Gunner) trained in the United Kingdom include 2,109 who were awarded their wireless operator brevets in the
United Kingdom and subsequently received gunnery training in the Middle East.
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FLYING TRAINING SCHOOLS IN OPERATION ON 3 SEPTEMBER 1941

Klij:gié%dm Canada | Australia ZeI:fzm d [S\?ﬁgal ﬁ%‘gg:;ig MEig;itle US.A. India TorAL
Initial Training Wings 15 5 5 1 1 1 — — 1 .29
Elementary Flying Training Schools # 24 10 4 5 4 — — 2 67
Service Flying Training Schools 12 22 5 3 2 4 1 — 1 50
Bombing and Gunnery Schools 1 7 2 — — — — = = 10
Air Observer Navigator and Bombin .

and Gunnery Schools ... — — — — 5 1 - — — 6
Air Observer Navigation Schools ... 1 — — — — — — — — 1
Air Observer Schools (and A.N.S.s) 6 11 4 — — —_ — — — 21
Air Gunners Schools 5 — — — — — — — - 5
Wireless Operator (Air Gunner)

Schools @ — — 2 — — — = = = 2
Wireless Schools (and Signals Schools) 3 4 — — = = — — — 7
Operational Training Units 39 — — — — — — — — 39
Technical Training Schools — 1 — — — — — — —_ 1
Ground Reconnaissance Schools ... — — — — 1 — — — — i
British Flying Training Schools — — — — —_— = = 6 — 6
“ Arnold * Schools ... — — — — = = e 11 — 11
“ Towers » Schools ... — — — — = — — 4 - 4
Pan American Airways School — — — — — — — 1 - 1

ToTAL 100 74 23 8 14 10 1 22 4 261
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FLYING TRAINING SCHOOLS IN OPERATION ON 3 SEPTEMBER 1943

United ; New South Southern | Middle ;
Kingdom Canada | Australia Zealand Africa | Rhodesia East U.S.A. | Bahamas India ToTAL
Initial Training Wings ... 23 7 5 1 1 1 — — — 1 39
Elementary Flying Train-
ing Schools 17 21 6 3 7 4 — — — 2 60
Service Flying Trammg )
Schools 2 29 S 2 7 4 — — — 1 50
Bombing and Gunnery
Schools — 11 3 — — — — — — — 14
Air Observer Navngatlon
and Bombing and Gun-
nery Schools ... — — —_ — 7 1 - - — — 8
General Reconnaissance
and Air Navigation
Schools — — — — — — — — — 1 1
General Reconnaissance
Schools . — 1 — — 1 — — — — e 2
Air Observers Schools
(and A.N.S.:s) — 11 4 — — — —- — — 1 16
Air Gunners Schools ... 10 — — — — — — — — — 10
Wireless Schools (and
Signals Schools) 7 3 — —_ — — — — — — 10
Wireless Operator (Air
Gunner) Schools — — 3 — — — — — — — 3
Advanced Flying Units
(Pilot) .. 10 s — — — — — — — — 10
Advanced Flymg Umts
(Observer) 9 — — — — — — — — e 9
Operational Training
Units ... 57 7 — — 2 — 6 — 1 2 75
Heavy Conversion Umts 17 — — — — — — — — 1 18
Technical Training
Schools . 1 2 — — — — — — — — 3
British Flying Trammg
Schools . —_ — — — — — — 5 — - 5
TotaL 153 26 6 25 10 6 5 1 9 333
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FLYING TRAINING SCHOOLS IN OPERATION ON & MAY 1945

United . New South Southern | Middle <
Kingdom Canada | Australia  Foaland Aftica | Rhodesia East U.S.A. | Bahamas India ‘ ToTAL
Initial Training Wings... S 1 2 1 1 1 - — — — 1 12
Elementary Flying Train-

ing Schools 14 3 2 3 2 3 -— - — 2 29
Service Flying Trammg an

Schools . 2 6 2 2 2 4 — — — 1 19
Bombing and Gunnely

Schools s — 2 2 — — — = — - — 4
Air Observer Navngatlon .

and Bombing and Gun-

nery Schools ... ... — — — — 2 1 — — — — 3
Air Observer Schools

(and A.N.S.) — 1 1 S — — — — — — 2
Air Gunners Schools ... 6 — —_ _— — — 1 = — 1 8
Air  Gunners Initial

Training Schools - — — — — — L 2 — — — 1
General Reconnaissance

Schools — —_ — = 1 o= — —_ — — 1
General Reconnaxssance

and Air Navigation

Schools - — == = — — - — =t — 1 1
Advanced Flymg Units )

(Observer) 7 —_ —_— o — — — — — — 7
Advanced Flying Umts

(Pilot) 9 —_ - — — — — —_ — - 9
Wireless Schoo!s (and

Signals Schools) 7 1 — — — - — — — — 8
Wireless Operator (Air

Gunner) Schools — — 1 — — — — — — — 1
Schools -of Technical

Training . 1 —- — == —_ — - — — — 1
Operational Trammg .

Units ... 43 6 — — 2 — 9 — 1 1 62
Heavy Conversion Units 15 — = — - — 1 — -— 2 18
British Flying Trammg

Schools . — — -— — — — — 4 - — 4

ToTAL 109 20 10 6 10 9 12 4 1 9 190









