Hi storically (my personal hang-gliding training occurred in 1976), hang gliding
training was essentially solo flight only. The instructor mght run down the
sand dune yelling instructions at you for maybe 9 seconds at a tinme, but the
initial high altitude flight (launching froma nountai nside and soon bei ng over
1,000 feet AGL) was 100% on the student's own judgenent and [admittedly m nor]
experi ence.

In the past ten years, the towing of hang gliders by powered aircraft has cone
into use for the training of hang glider pilots. There exist hang gliders |arge
enough to support an instructor, the student, and |anding gear. These training
craft are then towed to altitude (typically 2,000 feet AGQ) and rel eased. The
resulting flight instruction offers a trenendous inprovenent in the quality,

t hor oughness and safety of the training. The difference between the above

menti oned 9-seconds of yelling, and a properly trained, certificated instructor
in the hang glider for the duration of the flight |esson, often over 15 m nutes
in duration, is obvious. The enhancenent to safety is unm stakabl e.

The turn-around time for the next flight is inproved by about 2 hours, again
resulting in better training and safer operation. The tandem hang glider is
towed back to altitude fromthe | anding area, rather than being di sassenbl ed,
transported to the nountaintop, reassenbled, pre-flighted and | aunched.

Following initial training, the solo flights may al so be greatly inproved by the
use of tow aircraft.

There are many hang gliding training facilities throughout the country and
abroad that utilize towing as an integral part of the curriculum Those in
Florida, for exanple, have no launch facilities except towing (not too many
nmount ai ns down there). For these reasons, specialty aircraft have been devel oped
to facilitate the safe and efficient towi ng of hang gliders to altitude.

These aircraft typically sonewhat exceed the weight requirenments of Part 103 and
are pernmtted by exenption only. Due to the significant inprovenent to the
safety of training, these exenptions are definitely in the interest of the
public and the FAA and are routinely granted.

The proposed Light-Sport aircraft rules appear to be designed to address these
types of issues, and to pernmt by regulation rather than exenption the types of
operations deened safe and proper by the FAA

There are two glaring om ssions fromthe new rule proposition

a) Towi ng seenms not to be permitted at all, and
b) Engi nes appear to be required to be normally aspirated.

The proliferation of training exenptions for towi ng hang gliders aloft shows FAA
has understood the great inprovenment to safety in allow ng these operations
utilizing aircraft which do not strictly (typically weight limts) nmeet part 103
regul ati ons. There obviously needs to be certification and training requirenents
for the tow pilot, the towed pilot and both aircraft, but the operation nmust be
al  owed under the rules. Gtherwi se, we will have bunches of exenptions to the
new rul e, just as before.

Additionally, the weight of the tandemglider and two pilots has shown a need
for nmore power than a normally aspirated engi ne can easily devel op. An exanpl e
of a well-tried power plant that would not neet the proposed rule is the Rotax
914. This engi ne has an excellent service history, and provides additional power



to nore safely tow heavy |l oads to altitude. Coupled with a Dragonfly tug
(specially designed by Bailey fromthe ground up to tow hang gliders - Vso 23
KCAS, 110 HP), this conbination quickly ascends to a safer altitude. The
utilization of a Turbo-supercharger however, excludes this tug fromthe Light-
Sport regul ati ons bei ng proposed, and woul d necessitate yet another need for an

exenpti on.
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